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The Selected Alternate is Alternate 9, with Option 4-B1 Shifted South and Option Bl 
Modified, consisting of the construction of a grade separation at Montrose Road/Randolph Road 
and the relocation of Randolph Road to the Montrose Parkway right-of-way. The grade 
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FEDERAL HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION 
MARYLAND DIVISION 

MD 355 - MONTROSE ROAD/RANDOLPH ROAD 
INTERSECTION IMPROVEMENT STUDY 

FINDING OF NO SIGNIFICANT IMPACT 

U. S. DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 
FEDERAL HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION 

and 

STATE OF MARYLAND 
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 
STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION 

The FHWA has determined that Build Alternative 9 with Option 4-B1 Shifted South and 
Option Bl Modified, consisting of the construction of a grade separation at Montrose 
Road/Randolph Road and the relocation of Randolph Road to the Montrose Parkway 
right-of-way, will have no significant impact upon the environment. The Selected Action 
is located in a serious ozone non-attainment area, but is not in a non-attainment area for 
carbon monoxide. The Selected Action conforms to the State Implementation Plan as it 
originates from a conforming Transportation Improvement Program and transportation 
plan. This FONSI has been independently evaluated by the FHWA and determined to 
adequately and accurately discuss the need, environmental issues, and impacts of the 
proposed project and appropriate mitigation measures. It provides sufficient evidence 
and analysis for determining that an EIS is not required. The FHWA takes full 
responsibility for the accuracy, scope and contents of the Environmental Assessment and 
attached documentation. 

2//'/°3 
Date 
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RECORD OF DECISION 

Maryland Department of Transportation 
State Highway Administration 

Parris N. Glendening 
Govemof 

John D. Porcari 
Secretary 

Parker F. Williams 
Administratof 

MEMORANDUM 

TO: 

FROM: 

DATE: 

SUBJECT: 

Mr. Douglas H. Simmons, Director 
Office of Planning and 
Preliminary Engineering 

Cynthia D. Simpson 
Deputy Director 
Office of Planning and 
Preliminary Engineering 

June 24, 2002 

Project Number MO 830A11 
MD 355 Montrose Road/Randolph Road Intersection Improvement Study 
Montgomery County 

Selection of Alternate for Design - Administrator's Review 

On Monday, June 24,2002, a meeting was held at the State Highway Administration (SHA) 
headquarter building, to present the team's Recommended Alternative for the proposed MD 355 
Montrose Road/Randolph Road Intersection Improvement Study to the SHA Administrator. 

The following members were in attendance: 

Mr. Parker F. Williams 
Mr. Neil J. Pedersen 
Mr. Douglas H. Simmons 
Ms. Cynthia D. Simpson 
Mr. Jim Wynn 
Mr. Joe Harrison 
Mr. Joe Finkle 
Mr. Joe Kresslein 
Ms. Carmeletta T. Harris 
Mr. Ruel Manuel 
Ms. Jamaica Kennon 

SHA, Administrator 
SHA, Deputy Administrator 
SHA, Director, OPPE 
SHA, Project Planning Division 
SHA, Project Planning Division 
SHA, Project Planning Division 
SHA, Project Planning Division 
SHA, Project Planning Division 
SHA, Project Planning Division 
SHA, Project Planning Division 
SHA, Project Planning Division 

My telephone number is      .  

Maiytand Belay Service tor Impaired Hearing or Speech 
1-800-735-2258 Statewide ToB Free 

Mailing Addre»»: P.O. Box 717 • Baltimore, MD 21203-0717 
Street Address: 707 North Cahrert Street • BaWmore, Maryland 21202 

(410) 545-0400 
(410)545-0411 
(410) 545-0412 
(410)545-8500 
(410) 545-8520 
(410) 545-8506 
(410) 545-5580 
(410) 545-8550 
(410) 545-8522 
(410) 545-8544 
(410) 545-8512 

Eindih#of No Significant Impact 
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Ms. Heather Amick 
Ms. Mona Sutton 
Mr. Glen Smith 
Mr. Terrance Hancock 
Mr. Ken Briggs 
Mr. Eric Marabello 
Ms. Kelly Nash 
Mr. Douglas Mills 
Mr. Max Azizi 
Mr. Matt Storck 
Mr. Bob Simpson 
Mr. ShahriarEtemadi 
Mr. Ronald Rye 
Mr. John Webster 
Ms. Allysha Nelson 

Overview 

SHA, Project Planning Division 
SHA, Travel Forecasting, PPD 
SHA.RJPD 
SHA, RIPD 
SHA,OHD 
SHA,OHD 
SHA, Office of Bridge Design 
SHA, District 3 R/W 
FHWA 
STV for District 3 
Montgomery County DPW&T 
M-NCPPC 
Wilson T. Ballard Company 
Wilson T. Ballard Company 
McCormick Taylor & Associates 

(410) 545-8526 
(410) 545-5643 
(410) 545-5675 
(410) 545-5675 
(410) 545-8761 
(410) 545-8770 
(410) 545-8074 
(301) 513-7470 
(410) 962-4342 
(410)944-9112 
(240) 777-7193 
(301) 495-2168 
(410) 363-0150 
(410)363-0150 
(410) 662-7400 

Ms. Carmeletta Harris introduced the project and provided a brief discussion relating to the 
project's status. The alternates retained for Stage n Study were presented to the general public at a 
Location/Design Public Hearing held at the Richard Montgomery High School in Rockville, 
Montgomery County on December 3,2001. The Alternates presented at the Public Hearing were as 
follows: 

• Alternate 1: No-Build 
• Alternate 2: Single-Point Urban Diamond Interchange 
• Alternate 3: At-Grade Intersection with Option Bl 
• Alternate 9: Randolph Road under MD 355 with Option Bl and Option Bl Modified 

Alternate 1 - No-Build: 
The No-Build Alternate would not provide any. significant improvements to the MD 355-Montrose 
Road/Randolph Road intersection since no highway construction would occur. Any improvements 
would occur as part of normal maintenance and safety operations. Alternate 1 would not provide 
additional roadway capacity, nor would it address the existing safety concerns. 

Alternate 2 - Single Point Urban Diamond Interchange: 
This alternate separates traffic movement by carrying through traffic on MD 355 over the Montrose 
Road/Randolph Road intersection on a bridge. 

With this alternate, there will be a single signalized intersection beneath the bridge where the ramps 
coming off and going to MD 355 and through traffic for Montrose/Randolph Roads converge. Old 
Old Georgetown Road north of Montrose Road will be closed resulting in a "T" intersection. The 
cost for this alternate is $93 million dollars. An advantage of Alternate 2 is that it provides a 
cleaner connection with the proposed Montrose Parkway (west) because of the 3-way intersectipn. 
Finding of No Significant Impact 
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The disadvantages of this alternate are that it eliminates full access to Mid-Pike Plaza on MD 355; 
eliminates access to the Mervis Building along MD 355 (access will be provided on relocated 
Randolph Road); requires large retaining walls; and create a weave condition between the ramp to 
southbound MD 355 and the right turn to MD 187 (Old Georgetown Road). 

Alternate 3 - At-Grade Signalized Intersection: 
Alternate 3 would be similar to the existing signalized intersection. Road widening would be 
included to provide additional through and/or turning lanes on each intersection approach. Slip 
ramps located east of the intersection with Chapman Avenue would tie into the existing Randolph 
Road intersection with Nebel Street. The cost for this alternate is $76 million dollars. 

The advantage of Alternate 3 is that it creates no change in access along MD 355 and it is the least 
costly of any build alternate. 

The disadvantages of Alternate 3 are that it has a greater impact to the park & ride facility, it is the 
least pedestrian friendly (due to the number of lanes pedestrians would have to cross), it provides 
the worst (E/F) LOS improvement, and it has the highest vehicle queuing for the projected 2020 
traffic. 

Alternate 9 - Randolph Road Under: 
Alternate 9 was developed as a result of Focus Group comments. With this alternate, through 
traffic on MD 355 would travel over Randolph Road on a bridge. Slip ramps located east of the 
intersection with Chapman Avenue would tie into the existing Randolph Road intersection with 
Nebel Street. Southbound MD 355 would connect with Montrose and Randolph Roads via Old Old 
Georgetown Road. This alternate cost $ 84 million dollars. 

**Note: Based on additional cost and comments received from highway design and an increase in 
the contingencies applied to each category. Alternate 9 will increase to $101 million dollars. 
Alternate 2 and Alternate 3 would increase as well via a more detailed analysis from highway 
design and an increase in the contingencies applied to each category. 

The advantages Alternate 9-Randolph Road Under are that it includes no change in access along 
MD 355, it has the least impact to the park & ride facility of all build alternates, and it is the most 
pedestrian-friendly of all the alternatives. The proposed intersections have the least crossing 
distance across the roadway at major intersections and also offer medians to create a pedestrian 
refuge space. 

The disadvantage of Alternate 9-Randolph Road Under is that the ramp to southbound MD 355 
from Montrose/Randolph Road is directionally counter-intuitive. The ramp's geometry initially 
heads north before turning south and merging to southbound MD 355. 

Finding of No Significant Impact 
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Option Bl: 
Option B-l proposes to relocate Randolph Road to the Montrose Parkway right-of-way from 
Chapman Avenue to a point east of the CSX railroad tracks and tie in at the existing Randolph 
Road/Parklawn Drive intersection. This option can be applied to all of the build alternates. 

Option Bl Modified: 
Option B-l Modified provides additional access to properties located south of Relocated Randolph 
Road with a connection from the Randolph Road/Chapman Avenue intersection to eastbound 
Randolph Road. This connection would form the eastbound approach to the four-leg intersection at 
the Randolph Road/Nebel Street intersection. The westbound departure from the intersection would 
form a loop ramp connecting to eastbound Relocated Randolph Road. An acceleration lane would 
be provided across the bridge over the CSX tracks. The connector roadway east of the CSX tracks 
between Randolph Road and Relocated Randolph Road would remain as proposed under Option 
B-l. 

Option Bl Modified has the potential to reduce traffic over the CSX railroad crossing, due to 
the close proximity to the proposed bridge over CSX, the ramp associated with this option 
yield a 9 percent grade and a sharp degree of curvature. 

Value Engineering: 
Alternate 9: Randolph Road under MD 355 with Option Bl and Option Bl Modified was the team's 
recommended alternate at the Director's Review Meeting held on February 20,2002. The Director 
concurred with the recommendation, however due to the high cost of the project a suggestion was 
made to perform Value Engineering (VE). 

VE activities were held the week of April 22,2002 to April 26,2002. The purpose of the VE study 
is twofold; reduce the overall cost and enhance the value of the project. VE activities brainstormed 
over 60 possible options; four VE options were selected and studied in detailed. Mr. John Webster 
reviewed the four VE options. The options are as follows: 

Option 1-B1 Shifted North: 
Option 1 - Bl Shifted North is similar to the current design (Alternate 9 with Option Bl and Option 
Bl Modified). The reversing curves are shifted to the north and east and Parklawn Drive is 
realigned to the east in order to save more properties along existing Randolph Road. Right-of-Way savings 
is approximately $13 million dollars. 

Option 1-B1 Shifted North requires Relocated Randolph Road be extended to connect directly with 
the Eastern Montrose Parkway either at-grade or grade separated. Adding the Montgomery County 
eastern Montrose Parkway project connection to Relocated Randolph Road creates a sharp dogleg 
in order to avoid any additional property takes. The eastern Montrose Parkway project would also 
require significant roadway reconstruction and maintenance of traffic issues. 

This option was dropped due to the impacts to the apartment community just east of the U-Haul 
property. The impact requires the relocation of the apartment access. 

Finding of No Significant Impact 
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Option 4-B1 Shifted South: 
Option 4 - Bl shifted south is similar to the current design (Alternate 9 with Option Bl and Option 
Bl Modified). The reversing curves are shifted to the south and west and Parklawn Drive is 
realigned to the east in order to save more properties along the west side of Parklawn Drive. Option 
4 - Bl Shifted South Option would have almost the same connection into Eastern Montrose 
Parkway as the current design with little reconstruction or maintenance of traffic. 

This option decreases the right-of-way cost by approximately $16.9 million dollars, and does not 
present a drastic change from the previous team recommended alternate (Alternate 9 with Option 
B1 and Option B1 Modified). 

Option 33 - Roundabout at Chapman/Maple Avenue: 
Option 33 - Roundabout at Chapman/Maple Avenue places an elongated roundabout, similar to the 
Towson roundabout, at Chapman / Maple Avenue and has slip ramps on either side of Relocated 
Randolph Road connecting Nebel Street to the roundabout. 

This option was dropped due to the unacceptable Level of Service (LOS) in both the AM and PM 
peak periods and there are not enough gaps for the side road traffic to enter the roundabout, thus 
resulting in long delays. The heavy volume of traffic from the northbound MD 355 ramp to 
eastbound Relocated Randolph Road causes queuing at the roundabout. There are two properties 
that will be impacted under this design. The Option requires an additional cost of $163,923 dollars. 

Option 51 - One Way Pair at Parklawn Drive: 
Option 51 - One Way Pair has westbound Relocated Randolph Road aligned along the Montrose 
Parkway corridor from Parklawn Drive to the CSX crossing. Eastbound Relocated Randolph Road 
diverges from westbound just east of the CSX tracks and connects into existing Randolph Readjust 
west of Parklawn Drive. 

The segment of existing Parklawn Drive between existing Randolph Road and westbound 
Relocated Randolph Road would be one way heading north. Southbound Parklawn Drive would 
proceed on westbound Relocated Randolph Road for a short distance before connecting into 
eastbound Relocated Randolph Road through a ramp, creating a one way pair with traffic signals at 
the following locations: existing Randolph Road at Parklawn Drive, existing Parklawn Drive at 
westbound Relocated Randolph Road, and southbound Relocated Parklawn Drive at eastbound 
Relocated Randolph Road. 

The One Way Pair Option could work with Montgomery County's Eastern Montrose Parkway, but 
would require that the Montgomery County's Eastern Montrose Parkway be at-grade with Parklawn 
Drive, and that Parklawn Drive be widened to handle the additional lanes needed, which may 
impact the businesses along Parklawn Drive. Due to the Montgomery County's Eastern Montrose 
Parkway, the intersection at existing Randolph Road and Parklawn Drive will worsen, as more 

Finding of No Significant Impact 
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vehicles will make a left from eastbound Randolph Road to northbound Parklawn Drive to access 
the Montgomery County Eastern Montrose Parkway. The Montgomery County Eastern Montrose 
Parkway connection would require moderate reconstruction and maintenance of traffic. The design 
speed for this roadway is 30 mph. The cost saving for this option is approximately $25 million 
dollars. 

The One Way Pair Option was dropped due to several issues. Some of the movements to access 
businesses are circuitous. This option may raise NEPA segmentation issues. Queuing on 
westbound Relocated Randolph Road in the AM and eastbound PM could extend over 1000 feet. 
The westbound lanes that cross over the CSX bridge would need to be widened from 2 to 3 lanes. 

From the signalized intersection at Relocated Randolph Road and Parklawn Drive to the signalized 
intersection of Braxfield Court and Parklawn Drive is a distance of 350 feet; in addition, another 
signalized intersection exist 350 feet beyond the second signalized intersection at Wilkens Avenue 
and Parklawn Drive. The county prefers the distance between signalized intersections be at least 
600 feet apart. 

Thinking Beyond the Pavement: 
Ms. Allysha Nelson presented "Thinking Beyond the Pavement" concepts as well as identified Park 
and Ride mitigation sites for the recommended alternate. She stated that the pedestrian and bicycle 
The One Way Pair Option could work with Montgomery County's Eastern Montrose Parkway, but 
would require that the Montgomery County's Eastern Montrose Parkway be at-grade with Parklawn 
Drive, and that Parklawn Drive be widened to handle the additional lanes needed, which may 
impact the businesses along Parklawn Drive. Due to the Montgomery County's Eastern Montrose 
Parkway, the intersection at existing Randolph Road and Parklawn Drive will worsen, as more 
vehicles will make a left from eastbound Randolph Road to northbound safety for Option 4 - Bl 
Shifted South is similar to Alternate 9 with Option Bl and Option Bl Modified. Sidewalks and 
bikeways will be provided to coincide with the proposed Montgomery County Montrose Parkway 
cross-section (bikeways on the north side and sidewalk on the south side of the roadway). 

It is recommended that some sidewalks be omitted in some segments of the project to divert 
pedestrians from unsafe crossing conditions. A sidewalk is not recommended along eastbound 
Relocated Randolph Road between Maple Avenue and the Nebel Street connector due to pedestrian 
conflict points (at unsignalized access points). It is also recommended that the sidewalk along 
southbound MD 355 have additional pedestrian safety measures added at the crossing of the ramp 
from Montrose Road to MD 355 south bound. Safety measures can include a raised crosswalk and 
pedestrian scale stop signs. Additionally, the area in front of the Montrose School has maximum 
ADA compliant slopes which requires ADA ramps with landings and handrails. 

Finding of No Significant Impact 
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Ms. Nelson reviewed the impacts at the existing park and ride and possible mitigation measures to 
provide additional parking. There are three potential locations for a new park and ride lot; however, 
none of which are large enough to accommodate approximately 350 impacted spaces. The three 
locations are all on state owned property and are located in close proximity to the existing park and 
ride area. The three locations include the remaining parking lot area at the Mid Pike Plaza that is on 
state property, the triangular space between existing Montrose Road and the proposed access ramp 
to southbound MD 355 and the parking lot area on state property that is part of the Montrose 
Crossing Shopping Center. It is recommended to use the Mid Pike Plaza parking area in conjunction 
with either the Montrose Crossing Shopping Center or with a new parking lot developed in the 
triangular space. Agreements will need to be discussed with the current tenants of the site and with 
Montgomery County. 

Ms. Nelson reviewed the landscape improvements to the Montrose School, which included a 
terraced retaining wall and moving the sidewalk closer to the school to provide better access. 

Team Recommendations 

Ms. Carmeletta Harris presented the recommended Alternate to the Administrator. These included 
proceeding with Alternate 9 Randolph Road under MD 355 with Option 4 Bl shifted south and 
Option Bl Modified. 

Discussion 

Questions and answers ensued with several statements resulting.  Mr. Doug Simmons indicated that 
the project has support from the Montgomery County Council and T&E committee. 

The Administrator questioned what is the initial project cost prior to the VE study; Mr. John 
Webster and Ms. Carmeletta Harris indicated that Alternate 9 with Option Bl and Bl Modified cost 
over $101M. Mr. Doug Simmons noted to the Administrator that the right-of-way cost exceeds 
construction cost for this project. The right-of-way is among the list of factors for the VE study 
along with consideration for possibly closing the CSX crossing. 

The Administrator asked the county staff the cost of the proposed Montgomery County Montrose 
Parkway.  Mr. Bob Simpson of Montgomery County Department of Public Works and 
Transportation (MC DPW&T) stated that the proposed 1.25 mile long Montrose Parkway (West) 
cost approximately $60 M. The Administrator followed up and questioned the county which project 
has more priority (Montgomery County Montrose Parkway or MD 355 Intersection Improvement). 
Mr. Bob Simpson indicated the Montrose Parkway is their priority over the MD 355 Intersection 
project. He also noted that the county had envisioned the projects would be closely coordinated in 
construction to limit traffic disturbance and possibly save SHA reconstruction cost of the western 
tie-in. Mr. John Webster concurred and added that there is a cost saving of approximately $4 M 
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from right-of-way and construction if Montrose Parkway is in place before construction of MD 355 
project begins.   Bob Simpson added that the proposed Montrose Parkway is funded up to East MD 
Jefferson Street, the County will construct the last segment to Old Old Georgetown to tie into the 
MD 355 - Montrose Road/Randolph Road project once SHA has funded it's project for 
construction. 

Mr. Doug Simmons asked Mr. Webster to indicate what will be left in the State maintenance system 
once the project is completed. Mr. John Webster noted that virtually the entire relocated 

Randolph Road would be transferred to the County with the exception of the access ramps at the 
intersection of MD 355, which will remain in SHA's ownership. 

The Administrator queried what are the Elected Official views concerning the MD 355 Montrose 
Road/Randolph Road project; Mr. Neil Pedersen stated that all elected officials are in favor of the 
proposed improvement. 

The Administrator queried where on the county's priority is MD 355 Intersection Improvement. 
Mr. Bob Simpson noted that in terms of secondary roadway improvements, MD 355 is second to 
the MD 29 improvements. 

Mr. Doug Simmons mentioned that a staging of the project was also studied due to the high cost of 
the project. Ms. Carmeletta Harris provided the cost estimate for the two stages of the project. 
Stage 1 is from Montrose Road to Chapman Avenue, and Stage 2 is from Chapman Avenue to 
Parklawn Drive. The overall cost for Stage 1 is approximately $41 M, and for Stage 2 is 
approximately $64 M. These cost estimates does not account any of the VE option. The 
Administrator inquired if the project is divided in stages which stage is a priority to the county; Bob 
Simpson noted that it is a close call between the two stages, however. Stage 1 is preferred before 
Stage 2. He also noted that if the project is built in stages, the county would ask the state 
to maintain ownership of relocated Randolph Road until the entire proposed alternate is completed. 

The Administrator queried whether there are any community impacts since the alignment has 
change as a result of the VE. Mr. Neil Pedersen noted that there are no community impacts, mostly 
commercial takes. The Administrator asked what commercial properties were saved as a result of 
the VE study. Mr. John Webster noted that a Storage Building company, an office building, a nail 
salon, liquor store and the Brandon Importers warehouse are all saved as a result of the VE. The 
Administrator questioned whether there is a possibility of reselling acquired properties. Mr. John 
Webster noted that the Alignment basically bisects the land and is not a good option. 

Finding of No Significant Impact 
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Team Recommendation 

The Final Team Recommendation for the project includes: Alternate 9 Randolph Road under 
MD 355 with Option Bl shifted to the south and Option Bl Modified.  The Administrator 
concurs with the team recommendation. 

I concur that the above accurately represents decisions made by the Administrator at the 
June 24,2002 Alternative Recommendation Meeting, Alternate 9 with Option 4 - Bl shifted south 
and Option Bl Modified was presented and selected for the MD 355 Montrose Road/Randolph 
Road Intersection Improvement Study. 

Concurrence: 

tdi mmMz 
immons, Bfreetor 

lanning and Preliminary Engin^rhigc 
*?M'*i£i 

cc:      Attendees 
Project Team 
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II.     ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT/COST COMPARISON OF 
ALTERNATIVES 

A.       Summary of Environmental Impacts 

A summary of environmental impacts is shown in Table 1. The alternatives summarized 

(Alternatives 1, 2, 3 and 9) are those carried forward by SHA and presented in detail at the 

December 3, 2001 Location/Design Public Hearing. The No-Build Alternative was analyzed to 

provide a baseline condition. The last column in the table presents the impacts and costs for the 

Selected Alternative (Alternative 9 with Option 4 - Bl Shifted South and Option Bl Modified). It 

should be noted that the impacts and costs presented reflect design modifications made subsequent 

to the Public Hearing to address public comments, and as a result of a Value Engineering (VE) 

Study. The Selected Alternative avoids and/or minimizes environmental impacts wherever 

possible. It is similar to Alternative 9 (Randolph Road under MD 355 with Option Bl Modified), as 

presented at the December 2001 Public Hearing. The primary difference in the design between the 

Selected Alternative and what was presented at the Public Hearing are those design modifications 

associated with Option 4 - Bl Shifted South. The Selected Alternative shifts the reversing curves 

along Relocated Randolph Road to the south and west. In addition, Parklawn Drive is realigned to 

the east. These design modifications avoid displacing three buildings comprising six businesses 

that would have been impacted by Alternative 9 as presented at the Public Hearing. The Selected 

Alternative also decreases the right-of-way cost by approximately $17 million dollars. 

As result of the Selected Alternative design modifications, permanent impacts to the National 

Register of Historic Places (NRHP) listed Montrose School are now avoided. The Selected 

Alternative would temporarily impact 0.03 acre for fine grading in the southeast comer of the 

property and the addition of a new driveway in the northwest comer of the property. 

The Selected Alternative would not impact any wetlands, streams or 100-year floodplains. Nine 

acres of woodlands would be impacted by the Selected Alternative. 

Air and noise impacts for the Selected Alternative will be similar to those for Alternative 9 

(Randolph Road Under MD 355 with Option Bl Modified), as presented at the Public Hearing. 

Implementation of the Selected Alternative would not result in a violation of the 1-hour or 8-hour 

State and National Ambient Air Quality Standards (S/NAAQS) for carbon monoxide (CO) in the 

analysis years 2010 or 2020. The projected 2020 design-year noise levels indicate that the Federal 
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Highway Administration (FHWA) Noise Abatement Criterion (67dBA) is approached (66dBA) or 

exceeded at two of the three Noise Sensitive Areas (NSAs) associated with the Selected Alternative. 

The Selected Alternative has the least amount of impacts to the park and ride facility and is the most 

pedestrian friendly when compared to the build alternatives presented at the Public Hearing. The 

proposed intersections have the least roadway crossing distance at major intersections and also offer 

medians to create a pedestrian refuge space. Sidewalks and bikeways would be provided to 

coincide with the proposed Montgomery County Montrose Parkway cross-section. Bikeways 

would be located on the north side of the roadway and a sidewalk would be located on the south 

side of the roadway. 

B.        Cost Comparison of Alternatives 

The total costs for the build alternatives considered for this project ranged from approximately $89 

million to $115 million. Alternative 2 with Option Bl Modified had the highest cost, while 

Alternative 3 At-Grade had the lowest. The Selected Alternative, Alternative 9 with Option 4 - Bl 

Shifted South and Option Bl Modified, had a total cost of approximately $89 million. The costs for 

each of the alternatives considered are shown in Table 1. 

9 
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Table 1 
Summary of Environmental Impacts 

RESOURCE 
CATEGORY UNIT 

Alternative 1 Alternative 2 1       Alternative 3 Alternative 9                      | 

No-Build SPUI 
SPUIw/ 

Option Bl 
Mod. 

At-Grade 
At-Grade 
w/ Option 
81 Mod. 

Randolph 
Road 

Under MD 
355 

Randolph 
Road Under 
w/Option Bl 

Mod. 

Selected 
Alternative 

Option 4 - Bl 
Shifted South 
w/Option Bl 

Mod. 
SOCIO-ECONOMIC 
Right-of-Way Requirements 
Residential Acre 0 0.02 0.02 0.02 0.02 0.02 0.02 0.02 

Commercial Acre 0 9.78 10.16 9.64 10.02 9.52 9.90 7.52 
Undeveloped Acre 0 17.43 17.43 16.49 16.49 17.45 17.45 17.82 

Montrose School1 Acre 0 0.10 0.10 0.07 0.07 0.08 0.08 0 
Temp. Construction 
Impact within Montrose 
School Historic Boundary2 

Acre 0 0.03 0.03 0.03 0.03 0.03 0.03 0.03 

Park and Ride Lot Acre 0 4.20 4.20 4.30 4.30 3.90 3.90 3.89 
Shopping Center Lot 
(Montrose Crossing) 

Acre 0 0.06 0.06 0.06 0.06 0.06 0.06 0.06 

TOTAL 0 31.59 31.97 3038 30.96 31.03 31.41 29.31 

IDKPLACEMENTS                                                                                                                          1 
Residential Displacements No. 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Commercial Property 
Structural Displacements3 

No. 0 7 9 7 9 7 9 6 

Business Displacements4 No. 0 23 28 23 28 23 28 . 22 
NATURAL ENVIRONMENT                                                                                                                    1 
Wetlands Acre 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Stream Crossings No. 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Stream Impacts L.F. 0 o 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Flood plain Acre 0 o 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Woodland Acre 0 9.34 9.34 8.69 8.69 8.99 8.99 9.00 

ICULTURAL RESOURCES                                                                                                                  1 
NR/NRE Historic Sites 
Impacted 

No. 0 1 1 1 1 1 1 0 

Archeological Sites 
Impacted 

No. 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

NOISE SENSITIVE 
AREAS (NSA) 
IMPACTED5 

No. 2 2 2 0 0 2 2 2 

AIR QUALITY 
IMPACTS 

No. 
4 (8 hr, 2020) 

0 0 

1 (8 hr, 
2020) 

1 (8 hr, 
2020) 

0 0 0 

0 (1 hr, 2020) 
0 (1 hr, 
2020) 

0 (1 hr, 
2020) 

[ESTIMATED COSTS6                                                                                                                                                                                          1 
ROW Mill$ 0 55.9 57.1 50.4 51.6 50.4 51.6 35.1 
Project Planning Mill$ 0 1.5 1.5 1.5 1.5 1.5 1.5 1.5 
Engineering Costs Mill$ 0 7.2 7.4 4.8 5.0 6.3 6.5 6.8 
Construction Costs Mill$ 0 48.1 49.5 32.1 33.5 42.0 43.4 45.5 
Total Costs Mill$ 0 112.7 115.5 88.8 91.6 100.2 103.0 88.9 

Encroachment within Montrose School Historic Boundary       4 

2       Excluded from total ROW requirement summation 5 

1      Number of Buildings Displaced 6 

Number of Businesses Displaced 

Noise abatement measures not considered reasonable and feasible at any impacted NSA 

Estimated costs have been updated to reflect SHA 's Revised Cost Estimate Guidelines 
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III.    SUMMARY OF ACTIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS 

A. Project Location 

The MD 355 - Montrose Road/Randolph Road Intersection Improvement Study is located in 

Montgomery County, Maryland (Figure 1). The study area encompasses one half mile surrounding 

the intersection of Montrose Road/Randolph Road and MD 355 (Rockville Pike) just north of 
t 

White Flint and includes an at-grade MARC/CSX Transportation railroad crossing on Randolph 

Road. Portions of both Montgomery County and the City of Rockville are included in the study 

area, bordered on the east by Parklawn Drive, on the west by Jefferson Street, on the north by 

Twinbrook Parkway, and on the south by MD 187 (Old Georgetown Road) (Figure 2). MD 355 is 

a primary facility for north-south travel in Montgomery County and is typically a six to seven-lane 

divided highway, including a median and left-turn bays. Montrose Road and Randolph Road are 

both four-lane undivided roadways with continuous left-turn lanes. 

B. Purpose and Need 

Montrose Road, Randolph Road and MD 355 are each functionally classified as Other Principal 

Arterial highways on the Federal Highway Classification System. The intersection is within a 

designated Priority Funding Area (PFA) and is also within the North Bethesda Transportation 

Management District. The designation of MD 355 as Other Principal Arterial reflects the 

importance of MD 355 in providing for inter-area travel between urban communities and major 

suburban centers. On the State Functional Classification System, MD 355 is designated as an 

Intermediate Arterial. This section of MD 355 is not listed on the National Highway System and is 

designated as a secondary roadway within the Maryland Highway System. Both Montrose Road 

(CO 144) and Randolph Road (CO 1659) are county roadways, designated as arterials in the 

Montgomery County classification system. The Master Plan of Highways designates the Montrose 

Road/Randolph Road corridor as Arterial A-90. 

Severe traffic congestion currently exists at the MD 355 - Montrose Road/Randolph Road 

intersection, including the at-grade MARC/CSX Transportation railroad crossing on Randolph 

Road. It is expected that this intersection will continue to worsen and eventually fail due to the 

stop-and-go conditions by the design year of 2020.   This intersection experiences accident rates 

Finding of No Significant Impact 
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higher than the statewide average for similar roadways, especially for rear end and angle accidents. 

The purpose of the MD 355 - Montrose Road/Randolph Road intersection study is to evaluate 

safety and traffic operations for vehicles using the MD355 - Montrose Road/Randolph Road 

intersection and the at-grade MARC/CSX Transportation railroad crossing on Randolph Road, 

while providing provisions for adequate pedestrian and bicycle access to existing and planned 

activity centers. Transportation improvements have been identified by SHA and by the 

Montgomery County Council and the County Executive to address traffic and safety concerns at the 

MD 355 - Montrose Road/Randolph Road intersection. The No-Build and three build alternatives, 

which represent a combination of strategies that optimize their ability to meet the purpose and need 

of the study area, were retained for detailed study. In addition to improving traffic and safety, an 

additional goal for the project is to facilitate vehicular, pedestrian and bicycle access to existing and 

planned development and transit stations. These three needs are true not only for the MD 355- 

Montrose Road/Randolph Road intersection, but also at the MARC/CSX Transportation railroad 

crossing with Randolph Road. 

i.   Traffic Conditions 

Existing and Future ADT's 

The existing Average Daily Traffic (ADT) volume on MD 355 at Montrose Road/Randolph Road is 

77,000 vehicles per day (vpd) and is expected to increase to 91,800 vpd under a future 2020 no- 

build scenario. This 19 percent increase in traffic volume will contribute greatly to congestion 

along MD 355 without improvements. The existing ADT on Montrose Road is 39,800 vpd (at 

East Jefferson Street) and is expected to increase to 45,300 vpd under a 2020 no-build scenario, a 

14 percent increase. The existing ADT on Randolph Road is 36,000 vpd (at Nebel Street) and is 

expected to increase to 41,400 vpd under a 2020 no-build scenario, a 15 percent increase. 

Existing Conditions 

The existing typical section on MD 355 varies from 66 to 77 feet of roadway and varies from 6 to 7 

lanes. The typical section includes a 16 foot median and left turn bays. MD 355 was last 

resurfaced in 1991 (mill and resurface) and the pavement is now in fair condition. Montrose Road 

and Randolph Road are each four-lane undivided roadways with continuous left-turn lanes. 

Finding of No Significant Impact 

I 



I 
I 
I 
R 

1 

3/ 
MD 355 - Montrose Rood/Randolph Road Intersection Improvement Study 

The MD 355 - Montrose Road/Randolph Road study area is dominated by commercial and light 

industria] land uses with lesser amounts of residential, forest and open space. Institutional land uses 

also occur in the study area, along with a park-and-ride lot, the MARC/CSX rail line and the White 

Flint Metro Station. 

The character of suburban office-commercial centers and corridors has compelled many workers to 

become dependent on their automobiles for travel to work. There is also a lack of affordable 

housing in the vicinity of jobs. These factors, combined with a reduction in new road construction 

and meager levels of suburban transit services, have caused unprecedented levels of congestion. As 

a result of the urbanized nature of the study area, future land use is anticipated to strongly resemble 

that of the existing land use. 

2. Levels of Service 

The MD 355 - Montrose Road/Randolph Road intersection currently operates at an unacceptable 

LOS "F* with volume to capacity (V/C) ratios of 1.05 and 1.11 for the AM and PM peak, 

respectively. Based on the approved future land use, it can be seen that congestion will increase by 

the 2020 design year under a no-build scenario to a LOS "F' with V/C ratios of 1.35 and 1.39 for 

the AM and PM peak, respectively. 

The at-grade MARC/CSX Transportation railroad crossing on Randolph Road serves seven freight 

trains and 17 passenger trains per day. During the peak periods, trains cross Randolph Road, traffic 

is interrupted every ten to fifteen minutes. Each train creates a back up of east/west traffic that 

often takes several signal cycles to clear, particularly for the freight trains. This presents an 

obstacle not only for vehicles, but also for pedestrians attempting to reach shops or transit/bus 

stations. 

3. Accident Data and Safety Conditions 

MD355 

The number of accidents along MD 355 (from Montrose Road/Randolph Road to 1000 feet north of 

Montrose Road/Randolph Road) was significantly higher than the statewide average for similar 

roadways for the years 1996-1998. The statewide average accident rate was 229.1 accidents per 

million vehicle miles traveled (acc/mvm) for roads similar to MD 355. 
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The total accident rate for the section of MD 355 north of Montrose Road/Randolph Road was 

479.3 acc/mvm. 

Certain accident types also had higher than statewide average rates on MD 355 north of Montrose 

Road/Randolph Road, including: 

• injury accidents (207.5 acc/mvm on MD 355 versus 116.7 acc/mvm statewide). 

• property damage accidents (271.8 acc/mvm on MD 355 versus 111.1 acc/mvm statewide). 

• rear end accidents (250.4 acc/mvm on MD 355 versus 75.0 acc/mvm statewide). 

• angle accidents (85.8 acc/mvm on MD 355 versus 43.6 acc/mvm statewide). 

Traffic safety analysis summaries for MD 355 north of the Montrose Road/Randolph Road 

intersection are shown in Table 2. 

The number of accidents along MD 355 (from Montrose Road/Randolph Road to 1000 feet south) 

was similar to the statewide average for similar roadways for the years 1996-1998. The total 

accident rate for this section was 231.4 acc/mvm. 

Accident rates for certain accident types were also comparable to statewide accident rates for the 

section of MD 355 south of Montrose Road/Randolph Road. Summaries of the traffic safety 

analysis for the section of MD 355 south of the intersection with Montrose Road/Randolph Road 

are shown in Table 3. 

Montrose Road 

The number of accidents along Montrose Road (from MD 355 to 1000 feet west of the intersection) 

was significantly higher than the statewide average for similar roadways for the years 1996-1998. 

The statewide average total accident rate was 262.2 acc/mvm for roads similar to Montrose Road. 

The total accident rate for the study section of Montrose Road was 566.2 acc/mvm. 

Certain accident types also had higher than statewide average rates on Montrose Road, including: 

• injury accidents (314.6 acc/mvm on Montrose Road, 132.9 acc/mvm statewide). 

• property damage accidents (251.7 acc/mvm on Montrose Road, 128.6 acc/mvm statewide). 

• sideswipe accidents (41.9 acc/mvm on Montrose Road, 17.0 acc/mvm statewide). 

• angle accidents (293.6 acc/mvm on Montrose Road, 53^ acc/mym statewide).     
Finding of No Significant Impact 
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Table 2 
MD 355 (North) Traffic Safely Analysis 

Traffic Safety Analysis (Accident Report 1996-1998) 

MD 355 (fromMontrose Road/Randolph Road to 1000 feet North), 

1996 ?-;i&7v 1998 TOTAL STUDY 
RATE 

STATEWIDE 
RATE' 

Fatal - - - - 0.0 1.3 

Number Killed - - - - 

Injury 15 9 5 29 207.5 l 116.7 

Number Injured 25 12 8 45 - - 

Property Damage 17 11 10 38 271.82 111.1 

Total Accidents 32 20 15 67 479.3 l 229.1 

Rate 706.9 429.8 312.6 

ADT 65,100 67,100 69,200 

VMT (millions) 4.5 4.7 4.8 14.0 

Opposite Direction 1 0 0 1 7.2 4.1 

Rear End 17 10 8 35 250.4 l 75.0 

Sideswipe 0 1 2 3 21.5 17.2 

Left Turn 3 2 1 6 42.9 32.7 

Angle 6 4 2 12 85.8 2 43.6 

Pedestrian 0 1 0 1 7.2 6.8 

Parked Vehicles 0 0 0 0 0.0 3.4 

Fixed Object 2 0 0 2 14.3 19.2 

Other 3 2 
2 

7 50.1 23.6 

•        TV*/*   nt^tAY&nrlo  Tfxtf*  tC i^nlrnlatpr 1 hv HiviHi np the to al renorted £ iccidents bv the 
total vehicle miles driven. 

2   Significantly Higher than the Statewide Average 

Summaries of the traffic safety analysis for Montrose Road are shown in Table 4. 

Randolph Road 

The number of accidents along Randolph Road (from MD 355 to 1000 feet east of the intersection) 

was higher than the statewide average for similar roadways for the years 1996-1998. The statewide 

average total accident rate was 262.2 acc/mvm for roads similar to Randolph Road. The total 

accident rate for the study section of Randolph Road was 302.2 acc/mvm. The rate for property 
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Table 3 
Ml) 355 (South) Traffic Safety Analvsis 

Traffic Safety Analysis (Accident Report 1996-1998) 

MD 355 (from Montrose Road/Randolph Road to 1000 feetSouth)     «;«§* 

' '   '   ••'': 

-1?%:: ,1997: K1998. TOTAL STUDY 
RATE' 

STATEWIDE 

Fatal - - - - 0.0 1.3 

Number Killed - - - - - - 

Injury 8 4 6 18 115.7 116.7 

Number Injured 12 5 8 25 - - 

Property Damage 4 7 7 18 115.7 111.1 

Total Accidents 12 11 13 36 231.4 229.1 

Rate 238.3 212.3 243.4 

ADT 72,400 74,700 77,000 

VMT (millions) 5.0 5.2 5.3 15.6 

Opposite Direction 1 0 0 1 6.4 4.1 

Rear End 2 6 8 16 102.9 75.0 

Sideswipe 0 0 1 1 6.4 17.2 

Left Turn 4 1 2 7 45.0 32.7 

Angle 3 4 2 9 57.9 43.6 

Pedestrian 1 0 0 1 6.4 6.8 

Parked Vehicles 0 0 0 0 0.0 3.4 

Fixed Object 1 0 0 1 6.4 19.2 

Other 0 0 0 0 0.0 23.6 

1fMl1«*t*»/1  Kv rli-v/iHino i he tnlal rf nnrtRH a ret dents hv the to tal vehicle miles di 

damage accidents on Randolph Road, 201.5 acc/mvm, was significantly higher than the statewide 

average for similar roads, 128.6 acc/mvm. Accidents involving parked vehicles also had a 

significantly higher rate than the statewide average rate (33.6 acc/mvm on Randolph Road 

compared to 3.9 acc/mvm statewide). Summaries of the traffic safety analysis for Randolph Road 

are shown in Table 5. 
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Table 4 
Montrose Road TrafJ ic Safety Analysis 

Traffic Safety Analysis (Accident Report 1996-1998) 

Montrose Road (from MR355 talOOOteet West)f      v ,v     ; J 

W i&6.;- i"7; ^im-. groTAi STWfY 
s,;RATfe' 

^STATEWIDE 
h:K* :RATEM:;- 

Fatal - - - - 0.0 0.7 

Numlvr Killed - - - - - - 

Injury 4 2 9 15 314.6 2 132.9 

Number Injured 5 2 10 17 - 
" 

Properly Damage 5 3 4 12 251.7' 128.6 

Total Accidents 9 5 13 27 566.2 z 262.2 

Rate 580.4 314.8 797.7 

ADT 22,300 22,900 23,500 

VMT (millions) 1.6 1.6 1.6 4.8 

Opposite Direction 0 0 0 0 0.0 11.4 

Rear End 2 0 2 4 83.9 86.0 

Sideswipe 1 1 0 2 41.9 2 17.0 

Left Turn 1 0 2 3 62.9 38.5 

Angle 3 4 7 14 293.6z 53.2 

Pedestrian 1 0 0 1 21.0 7.6 

Parked Vehicles 0 0 0 0 0.0 3.9 

Fixed Object 0 0 0 0 0.0 18.7 

Other 1 0 2 3 62.9 22.8 

The statewide rate is calculated by dividing the total reported accidents by the total vehicle 
miles driven. 

2 , Significantly Higher than the Statewide Average 

The Selected Alternative (Alternative 9 with Option 4 - Bl Shifted South and Option Bl Modified) 

would best meet the project purpose and need by providing the following improvements that 

address traffic and safety: 

• Through traffic on MD 355 would travel over Randolph Road on a bridge. This grade 

separation would improve the flow of traffic over the existing at-grade intersection 

conditions. 
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Table 5 
Randolph Road Traffic Safety Analysis 

Traffic Safety Analysis (Accident Report 1996-1998) 

Randolph Road (from MD 355 to 1000 feet East) . t • :             "   ' '-. ;. .^    • 

'': </' -v.,-      :•• 
^1996; ±i99i} > 1998 I TOTAL STUDY- 

ffvRATE,; 
STATEWIDE 

RATE1 

Fatal - - - - 0.0 0.7 

Number Killed - - - - - - 

Injury 2 2 2 6 100.8 132.9 

Number Injured 3 3 2 8 - - 

Property Damage 3 3 6 12 201.5 z 128.6 

Total Accidents 5 5 8 18 302.2 262.2 

Rate 257.7 252.1 393.7 

ADT 27,900 28,600 29,300 

VMT (millions) 1.9 2.0 2.0 6.0 

Opposite Direction 0 1 0 1 16.8 11.4 

Rear End 1 2 3 6 100.3 86.0 

Sideswipe 0 0 1 1 16.8 17.0 

Left Turn 1 0 2 3 50.4 38.5 

Angle 1 0 0 1 16.8 53.2 

Pedestrian 1 0 0 1 16.8 7.6 

Parked "Vehicles 0 1 1 2 33.6' 3.9 

Fixed Object 0 1 1 2 33.6 18.7 

Other 1 0 0 1 16.8 22.8 

* TKrt. ftnictvuij-to. *-4t£t ic r" II/MIIQIAH H\ / HiviHino the. fntal r snorted accic lents bv the tc )tal vehicle 

miles driven. 
2 Significantly Higher than the Statewide Average 

• Relocated Randolph Road is proposed as a new grade-separated crossing over the existing 

MARC/CSX Transportation tracks. This would improve the flow of traffic over existing at- 

grade conditions. 

• Montrose and Randolph Roads would be depressed below existing grades and realigned. 

The realignment would help provide a better connection to the proposed Montgomery 

County Western Montrose Parkway. 
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1 
Intermodal Connectivity 

The study area is served by multiple surface transportation modes. The highway and street network 

is planned for expansion. The 1992 North Bethesda-Garrett Park Master Plan calls for the 

construction of Montrose Parkway from Montrose Road to Veirs Mill Road and includes a grade 

separation at MD 355. The proposed east/west Montrose Parkway alignment runs on the south side 

of existing Montrose Road from east of Tildenwood Drive to the MD 355 - Montrose 

Road/Randolph Road intersection, where it crosses over MD 355 to run on the north side of 

existing Randolph Road. The Montgomery County Department of Public Works and 

Transportation (DPW&T) currently has a facility planning study underway for the first phase of the 

Montrose Parkway project from Montrose Road, east of 1-270 in the vicinity of Evelyn Drive, to 

Maple Avenue. This planning study encompasses the study area for the MD 355 - Montrose 

Road/Randolph Road Intersection Improvement Study. 

The grade separation of the proposed Montrose Parkway is planned to cross MD 355, Chapman 

Avenue Extended, Nebel Street Extended and the MARC/CSX Transportation railroad tracks that 

run on the east side of MD 355. Proposed Montrose Parkway is described in the Master Plan as 

having a 300-foot right-of-way (ROW) with four lanes divided by a 30 foot grass median, and 

having grass shoulders and a hiker/biker path. Any intersection improvements that may result from 

this project planning evaluation would not preclude future construction of this Montgomery County 

project. 

Currently, a 653-space park and ride lot occupies ROW in the southwest quadrant of the 

intersection. SHA purchased this ROW to accommodate the planned improvements to this 

intersection. Part of the proceeds from leasing the parking spaces in the park and ride lot is used to 

fund the North Bethesda Transportation Management District. Nearly half of the spaces are leased 

to employers (principally the National Institute of Health) who shuttle employees to job sites from 

this location. 

In addition, Montgomery County Ride-On and Washington Metropolitan Area Transit Authority 

(WMATA) Metrobus bus routes utilize MD 355, Randolph Road and Montrose Road. The 

Metrorail Red Line runs through the study area parallel to MD 355 with Metrorail stations at 

Twinbrook, White Hint and Grosvenor. 
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As part of both the 7992 North Bethesda-Garrett Park Master Plan and the Maryland Transit 

Administration's MARC Master Plan, Montrose Crossing MARC Station is proposed in the 

vicinity of the Twinbrook Metrorail Station, between Bou Avenue and the proposed Montrose 

Parkway. Vehicle, bus, bicycle and pedestrian access should be available for the area's existing 

and planned transit stations. 

A Class I bikeway (an independent bikeway on a separate ROW or easement) is included in the 

proposed plans for Montrose Parkway. An additional Class n bikeway (a bike lane on a road 

designated by striped pavement or a barrier) is also planned along existing Randolph Road from 

east of the MD 355 intersection to Veirs Mill Road. These paths would connect into existing paths 

in the Matthew Henson State Park. Other bikeways are planned to intersect the Montrose bikeway, 

connecting it to a network of planned or existing bikeways. These include Class n bikeways along 

Jefferson Street, Nebel Street and Parklawn Drive and an additional Class I path parallel to MD 

355. Finally, an extensive pedestrian network is being further expanded by the addition of new 

sidewalks. Any intersection improvements would need to accommodate bicycle and pedestrian 

access to the existing and proposed routes. 

C.       Project History 

Transportation planning for the MD 355 - Montrose Road/Randolph road Intersection Improvement 

Study began in 1998. In September 1999, SHA developed a Project Focus Group comprised of 

local residents, community leaders, business leaders, transportation leaders, Montrose School 

House representatives, elected officials and county representatives. The purpose of the Focus 

Group was to help guide the development of project alternatives. The Focus Group's goal was to 

assure that alternatives were developed with a local perspective and to assure that the project team 

was aware of key community issues. 

Conceptual alternatives were developed for review and refinement by the project Focus Group. In 

addition, three alternatives were developed by Maryland-National Capital Park and Planning 

Commission (M-NCPPC) workshops. A total of four tie-in options were also developed. On 

February 9, 2000, one no-build and three intersection improvement alternatives (with associated 

options) were presented at the Alternates Public Workshop. 
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Following the Alternates Public Workshop, SHA, in coordination with the Federal Highway 

Administration (FHWA), reviewed both citizen and agency comments to determine which 

alternatives should be carried forward for detailed study. SHA determined that Alternatives 1, 2, 3 

and 9 would be the selected Alternatives Retained for Detailed Study (ARDS). These alternatives 

were developed, evaluated and presented in an Environmental Assessment (EA) circulated in 

November 2001. These alternatives were also presented at the December 2001 Location/Design 

Public Hearing. 

Alternative 9 has been refined since the December 2001 Location/Design Public Hearing (and as 

presented in the EA) based on public comments received at that meeting. Alternative 9 has also 

undergone a Value Engineering study since the EA. 

D.       Master Plan Consistency and County Support 

The MD 355 - Montrose Road/Randolph Road Intersection Improvement Study is entirely within 

the Montgomery County-Certified Priority Funding Area (PFA) and is also located within the North 

Bethesda Transportation Management District. PFAs are existing communities and other locally- 

designated areas as determined by local jurisdictions in accordance with the Smart Growth and 

Neighborhood Conservation Act ("Smart Growth") guidelines. This Act is intended to limit sprawl 

and direct state funding for growth-related projects toward county-designated PFAs. 

According to the 1992 North Bethesda - Garrett Park Master Plan, the zoning consists of 

residential, commercial, industrial, transit and planned development for the area within one mile of 

the MD 355 and Montrose Road/Randolph Road intersection. Commercial zones consist of: C-l 

(Local Commercial), C-2 (General Commercial), C-O (Commercial Office Building), C-T 

(Commercial Transition Zone) and O-M (Office Building, Moderate Intensity). Residential zoning 

consists of: R-200 (Residential, One Family), R-H (Multiple-Family, High Rise Planned 

Residential), R-20 (Multiple-Family, Medium Density Residential), R-60 and R-90. R-60 Zoning 

is defined as Residential, One-Family (6,000 square feet), whereas, R-90 Zoning is defined as 

Residential, One-Family (9,000 square feet). Industrial zones include: 1-1 (Light Industrial) and 1-3 

(Technology and Business Park). The area was also zoned for TS-R (Transit Station, Residential), 

TS-M (Transit Station, Mixed) and for PD-11 and PD-9 (Planned Development). SHA's 
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improvements at the MD 355 - Montrose Road/Randolph Road intersection are consistent with the 

zoning presented in the 1992 North Bethesda - Garrett Park Master Plan, and SHA's improvements 

are supported by the County. 

E. Alternatives Considered 

1. Preliminary Alternatives 

Ten conceptual alternatives were initially presented to the Focus Group for review and refinement. 

An additional three alternatives were developed at the request of M-NCPPC, as well as a total of 

four tie-in options. Based on comments received from the Focus Group, four of these alternatives 

were presented at the initial Alternates Public Workshop that was held February 2000. The four 

alternatives presented at this workshop included the No-Build Alternative (Alternative 1), the 

Single-Point Urban Diamond (SPUI) Interchange (Alternative 2), the At-Grade Signalized 

Intersection (Alternative 3) and Randolph Road Under MD 355 (Alternative 9). Alternative 2 

(Single Point Urban Diamond Interchange) received the most public support based upon comments 

received at the Alternates Public Workshop. 

2. Congestion Management Study 

The Maryland Department of Transportation has identified 29 multi-modal corridors across the 

State for the development of a Congestion Management System (CMS). The CMS for Conidor #2, 

the I-270/US 15 Corridor, is being defined in a multi-modal study. Corridor #2 extends from 

Bethesda to Frederick, including the MD 355 - Montrose Road/Randolph Road intersection. 

Consistent with the CMS, the I-270/US 15 Multi-Modal Corridor Study used a corridor approach 

for problem identification, strategy evaluation and strategy implementation to evaluate Corridor #2. 

This CMS considered a number of strategies ranging from low cost operationally oriented 

improvements to transit service and facility capital improvements, high occupancy vehicle (HOV) 

options and options that can reduce the need for certain types of travel, or shift it out of the periods 

of peak congestion. Involvement with the Metropolitan Planning Organization (MPO); the 

Metropolitan Washington Council of Governments (MWCOG); Federal, State and local 

transportation and planning agencies and CMS Oversight Committee representatives is also 

consistent with the CMS. In order to assess the Corridor #2 system performance, applicable 

vjp 
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performance measures were selected from a general set of performance measures identified for the 

I-270/US 15 CMS project. The genera] set of performance measures or Measures of Effectiveness 

(MOEs) were identified based on the following goals: 

• Support Orderly Economic Growth. 

• Enhance Mobility. 

• Improve Goods Movement. 

• Preserve/Protect/Enhance the Environment. 

• Optimize Public Investment. 

Various transportation and alternate strategies were identified for evaluation in Corridor #2 by the 

I-270/US 15 Study Team and involvement with the citizens and a citizen Focus Group. Some of 

these strategies included: 

a.   Transportation Systems Management (TSM)/Travel Demand Management 

(TDM) Strategies 

According to the I-270/US15 Multi-Modal Corridor Study, the following TSM/TDM strategies are 

recommended: 

TSM Strategies: 

• Intersection Improvements. 

• Interchange Improvements. 

• Hiker/Biker Trails. 

TDM Strategies: 

• Encourage/initiate park and ride lots. 

• Encourage/initiate telecommuting centers. 

• Encourage/initiate flexible work hours. 

• Encourage/initiate ridesharing. 

• Encourage/initiate vanpooling. 
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b. Growth Management Strategies 

Strengthening local land use plans to attract and focus compact, mixed use growth in designated 

areas or PFAs was identified as a growth management strategy. Also, discouraging development in 

rural areas not designated for growth and improving balance between jobs and housing were 

considered. 

c. Transit Improvements 

As part of the I-270/US15 Multi-Modal Study, transit service is being planned on the Corridor 

Cities Transitway (CCT) from Shady Grove Metrorail Station to the Communications Satellite 

Corporation (COMSAT). In addition, the following transit improvements are recommended: 

• Preserve the ROW for an extension of the CCT from COMSAT to Frederick City. 

• Enhance express bus service from the CCT to Shady Grove Metro. 

• Enhance feeder/local bus service throughout Corridor #2. 

Even though the preliminary investigations of the stand alone transit strategies, for either bus or 

light rail, showed little demand for additional transit by the design year of 2020, there was local 

interest to give transit another opportunity. Therefore, the I-270/US15 Study Team has spent the 

better part of the last two years re-evaluating transit along two alignments (CCT and CSX) and with 

two modes (light rail and bus) to serve various communities in Montgomery County, including 

Rockville, gaithersburg, Germantown, and Clarksburg. These evaluations have included 

investigating various northern termini (Metropolitan Grove, Germantown, COMSAT or Frederick), 

alternative fare structures (competitive with Metrorail), a reduced number of transit stations, an 

aggressive feeder bus network and increased land use densities within one half mile of the transit 

stations, all with the existing lane configurations to increase travel times and ridership, while not 

increasing the cost. The results of these analyses have shown that COMSAT (approximately 14.5 

miles) is the farthest north feasible terminus by the design year (versus the original Metropolitan 

Grove terminus with a length of approximately 6.5 miles) to evaluate in the more detailed planning 

studies. .However, the Study Team would like to see the CCT alignment through Clarksburg, 

Urbana and Frederick maintained within the Washington Metropolitan region's Long Range Plan 

and local master plans for ROW preservation. 

oe' 
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d. Highway Capacity Improvements 

The following were identified as 1-270/US 15highway capacity improvement strategies: 

• Genera] use lane expansion (MD 118 to Biggs Ford Road). 

• Additional auxiliary lane (Jefferson Street to MD 26). 

• Additional collector/distributor or local lanes (1-370 to Father Hurley Boulevard). 

• High Occupancy Vehicle (HOV) lane expansion (1-370 to 1-70). 

• New interchanges (with or without HOV only access). 

e. Intelligent Transportation System (ITS) Strategies 

Enhanced Traveler Advisory Radio (TAR) and increased CHART/Transportation Operations 

Center (TOC) usage were identified as ITS Strategies. 

f. Summary 

Please note that even with the existing efforts of the state and local jurisdictions, congestion relief is 

still needed in the 1-270/US 15 Corridor including MD 355. In addition, the majority of these CMS 

strategies were evaluated as part of the 1-270/US 15 Multi-Modal Corridor Study. Based on this 

Measures of Effectiveness (MOE) evaluation, the 1-270/US 15 Study Team concluded that no single 

strategy would meet the projected travel demand within the corridor. 

3. Alternatives Retained for Detailed Study (and Presented at the Public Hearing) 

Based on comments received during and following the Alternates Public Workshop as well as from 

the Project Focus Group, alternatives were revised, evaluated and presented in an Environmental 

Assessment (EA). The EA was circulated in November 2001 and Alternatives 1, 2, 3 and 9 were 

presented at the December 3, 2001 Location/Design Public Hearing. In addition, two tie-in options 

(Option Bl and Option Bl Modified) were also retained for detailed study. Option Bl and Option 

Bl Modified were also presented at the Public Hearing and in the EA. 

a.  Alternative 1 - No-Build 

Alternative 1 (Figure 3) would not provide any significant improvements to the MD 355 - 

Montrose Road/Randolph Road intersection. Any improvements would occur as part of normal 

maintenance and safety operations and would not measurably affect roadway capacity or address 

accident potential. 
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The No-Build Alternative was not selected because it would not provide additional roadway 

capacity, nor would it address the existing safety concerns. 

b.  Alternative 2 - Single-Point Urban Diamond Interchange (SPUl) 

Alternative 2 consists of a Single Point Urban Diamond Interchange at the MD 355 - Montrose 

Road/Randolph Road intersection {Figure 3). The grade separation for the interchange would 

result from lowering Montrose Road/Randolph Road under MD 355. Mainline grades of 

approximately three percent would be required on Montrose Road/Randolph Road to provide 

adequate clearance at the overpass. 

The proposed overpass would be located to the south of the existing at-grade intersection to 

minimize construction impacts and take advantage of ROW already acquired south of Montrose 

Road/Randolph Road. As a result, Montrose Road/Randolph Road would be shifted to the south 

beginning west of "Old" Old Georgetown Road, continuing east through the proposed interchange 

to the Randolph Road/Chapman Avenue intersection. The configuration of the portion of Randolph 

Road east of Chapman Avenue (including the MARC/CSX Transportation track crossing) is 

discussed under Randolph Road Tie-In Options on pages 34 and 35 of this document. One-way 

right-side slip ramps would be provided in each interchange quadrant. All left turning movements 

would be confined to a single at-grade signalized intersection beneath the MD 355 structure. Two 

left-turn lanes would be provided for each of the four left turning movements at the intersection. 

Single lane spurs to the main ramp roadway would be provided for right turning traffic merging and 

diverging from Montrose Road/Randolph Road. In genera], three through lanes would be 

maintained on MD 355 and two through lanes on Montrose Road/Randolph Road in each direction. 

Due to the proposed grade modifications and because all turning movements would use the single 

point interchange, the "Old" Old Georgetown Road connection between southbound MD 355 and 

Montrose Road would be removed. A signal is proposed for the intersection of Montrose Road and 

remaining southern portion "Old" Old Georgetown Road, with turning lanes on Montrose Road. 

Although Alternative 2 would provide a cleaner connection with the proposed Montrose Parkway 

(west), this alternative was not selected as the Selected Alternative for the following reasons: 

A | 
I 
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• Full access to Mid-Pike Plaza on MD 355 would be eliminated. 

o    Access to the Mervis Building along MD 355 would be eliminated (access would be provided on 

relocated Randolph Road). 

• Large retaining walls would be required. 

• A weave condition between the ramp to southbound MD 355 and the right tum to MD 187 (Old 

Georgetown Road) would be created. 

• Cost ($112.7 million). 

c.   Alternative 3 - At-Grade Signalized Intersection 

Alternative 3 {Figure 3) would maintain a signalized at-grade crossing at the MD 355 - Montrose 

Road/Randolph Road intersection. The proposed intersection would be relocated to the south of the 

existing at-grade intersection to minimize construction impacts and take advantage of ROW already 

acquired south of Montrose Road/Randolph Road. As a result, Montrose Road/Randolph Road 

would be shifted to the south beginning west of "Old" Old Georgetown Road and continuing east 

through the proposed interchange to the Randolph Road/Chapman Avenue intersection. 

Widening would be required to accommodate the proposed intersection lane configuration at the 

MD 355 - Montrose Road/Randolph Road intersection, described as follows: 

• Northbound MD 355: three left-turn lanes, four through lanes and one right-turn lane. 

• Southbound MD 355: five through lanes (No turns would be permitted from southbound MD 

355 at the intersection with Montrose Road/Randolph Road; all turns would be made from 

"Old" Old Georgetown Road in a manner similar to existing operations. 

• Eastbound Montrose Road: three left-tum lanes, four through lanes and two right-turn lanes. 

• Westbound Randolph Road: three left-tum lanes, three through lanes and one right-tum lane. 

Alternative 3 was not selected as the Selected Alternative for a number of reasons: 

• Greater impact to the park and ride facility located along MD 355. 

• Least pedestrian friendly alternative due to the number of lanes pedestrians would have to 

cross. 

• Provides the worst LOS improvement (E/F), and it has the highest vehicle queuing for the 

projected 2020 traffic. 
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d.  Alternative 9 - Randolph Road Under MD 355 

The Randolph Road Under MD 355 Alternative consists of a grade separation that would depress 

Montrose Road/Randolph Road under MD 355 (Figure 3). Mainline grades of approximately two 

to three percent would be required on Montrose Road/Randolph Road to provide adequate 

clearance at the overpass. 

The proposed overpass would be located to the south of the existing at-grade intersection to 

minimize construction impacts and take advantage of ROW already acquired south of Montrose 

Road/Randolph Road. As a result, Montrose Road/Randolph Road would be shifted to the south 

beginning west of "Old" Old Georgetown Road, continuing east through the proposed interchange 

to the Randolph Road/Chapman Avenue intersection. In general, three through lanes would be 

maintained on MD 355 and two through lanes on Montrose Road/Randolph Road in each direction. 

One-way slip ramps would be constructed east of MD 355, providing a direct connection to and 

from northbound MD 355. A loop ramp would be constructed in the northwest quadrant of the 

intersection to provide access to southbound MD 355. Existing "Old" Old Georgetown Road 

would provide access from southbound MD 355. 

Alternative 9 - Randolph Road under MD 355 (with Option Bl and Option Bl Modified) was 

SHA's recommended alternative. Alternative 9 would best meet the project purpose and need of 

improving safety and traffic operations, while also providing provisions for adequate pedestrian and 

bicycle access to existing and planned activity centers. Two tie-in options were studied as part of 

Alternative 9. These two tie-in options that were studied with this alternative (and the other build 

alternatives presented at the Public Hearing) include Option Bl and Option Bl Modified: 

Option Bl - Option Bl would relocate Randolph Road to the Montrose Parkway right-of- 

way, from Chapman Avenue to a point east of the MARC/CSX railroad tracks, and tie in at the 

existing Randolph Road/Parklawn Drive intersection (Figure 3). The relocated section of 

Randolph Road would have two through lanes in each direction, including the MARC/CSX 

crossing. The MARC/CSX crossing would be designed to accommodate the future extension of 

Nebel Street. 
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Option Bl Modified - Option Bl Modified {Figure 3) is very similar to Option Bl. This 

option would provide additional access to properties located south of Relocated Randolph Road. 

This tie-in option was developed following the Alternates Public Workshop held in February 2000. 

A connection is proposed from the Relocated Randolph Road/Chapman Avenue intersection to 

eastbound Randolph Road. This connection would form the eastbound approach to the four-leg 

intersection at the Randolph Road/Nebel Street intersection. The westbound departure from the 

intersection would form a loop ramp connecting to eastbound Relocated Randolph Road. An 

acceleration lane would be provided across the bridge over the MARC/CSX tracks. The connector 

roadway east of the MARC/CSX tracks between Randolph Road and Relocated Randolph Road 

would remain as proposed under Option Bl. 

The Option Bl Modified tie-in was recommended as part of the Selected Alternative because it 

functions similar to Option Bl, but also provides additional access to properties located south of 

Relocated Randolph Road. 

A Value Engineering (VE) study was performed for Alternative 9 to identify opportunities for 

lowering project costs and enhancing the value of the project. The VE activities brainstormed over 

60 possible options. Four VE options were selected for further study. These four VE options will 

be described in the following section. 

4.   The Selected A Itemative 

a. Alternative 9 With Option 4- Bl Shifted South and Option Bl Modified 

On July 17,2002, the SHA project team recommended Alternate 9 with Option 4-B1 Shifted South 

and Option Bl Modified as the Selected Alternative for the MD 355 Montrose Road/Randolph 

Road Intersection Improvement Study {Figure 4). Typical Sections can be found on Figure 5. 

Alternate 9 With Option 4-B1 Shifted South and Option B-l Modified has the following advantages 

over other alternatives considered: 

• There would be no change in access along MD 355. 

• It would have the least amount of impacts to the park and ride facility of all the build 

alternatives. 
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• Option Bl has (he potential to reduce traffic over the MARC/CSX railroad crossing. 

• Option 4-B1 Shifted South decreases the ROW cost by approximately $17 million dollars. 

The total estimated cost for this alternative is $88.9 million. This cost can be further broken down 

into ROW ($35.1 million), project planning ($1.5 million), engineering ($6.8 million) and 

construction costs ($45.5 million). 

The Selected Alternative is similar to Alternative 9 as presented at the Public Hearing, but design 

modifications/refinements were incorporated to minimize impacts and reduce project costs. The 

concept of Alternative 9 was developed as a result of Focus Group comments. It was refined 

following the December 2001 Location/Design Public Hearing based on comments received at the 

Public Hearing, comments received from the project Focus Group and additional engineering 

studies. The majority of the written comments received following the Public Hearing involved 

issues such as traffic conditions, access lanes, raising existing Randolph Road over the MARC/CSX 

crossing at its current location, sidewalks/pedestrian access and mass transit. Topics discussed at a 

Focus Group Meeting held subsequent to the Public Hearing included business relocations and park 

and ride impacts. At this final Focus Group Meeting, the Focus Group concurred on the Selected 

Alternative. The Focus Group also emphasized avoidance and minimization of impacts throughout 

final design (refer to Chapter /V for a Summary of Public Involvement). 

Two additional issues identified subsequent to the Public Hearing included minimizing impacts to 

the Montrose School and park and ride mitigation. These issues were discussed at various 

coordination meetings with Peerless Rockville Historic Preservation, Ltd., North Bethesda 

Transportation Center and the Montgomery County DPW&T (refer to Chapter IV for a Summary 

of Public Involvement). 
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FIGURE 4 

Selected Alternative - Alternative 9 - 
with Option 4 - Bl Shifted South 
and Option Bl Modified N 
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12- LT. TURN 

TYPICAL SINGLE LEFT TURN DETAIL 

W'._ 

'2' 
M' '2' 

THRU  LANE THRU  LANE  WITH 
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AUX. LANE 

— -^ 

y P/R.   P/GE 
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NOTES: 

30' MEDIAN  TO  A   40' 
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I]      THE AT-GRADE  ALTERNATIVE  SHALL  TRANSITION FROM   / 
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The following supplemental engineering studies were undertaken by SHA to address the issues 

above: 

• Value Engineering - Option 1 - Bl Shifted North. 

• Value Engineering - Option 33 - Roundabout at Chapman/Maple Avenue. 

• Value Engineering - Option 51 - One Way Pair at Parklawn Drive. 

• Value Engineering - Option 4 - Bl Shifted South. 

• Montrose School Design Modifications. 

A Value Engineering Study was conducted in April 2002. The goal of the study was to reduce costs 

and impacts associated with SHA's recommended alternative. The Value Engineering team 

initially developed over 60 options to reduce costs and impacts. Of the 60 initial options, 12 

options were selected for conceptual engineering and fatal flaw review. Four options were then 

selected for further studies at the end of the Value Engineering Studies. These four options and the 

Montrose School engineering design studies are described below: 

1. Option 1 - Bl Shifted North 

Option 1 - Bl Shifted North is similar to Alternate 9 with Option Bl and Option Bl Modified, 

except that the alignment of Relocated Randolph Road is shifted in a northerly direction to 

minimize ROW impacts to business properties along the west side of Parklawn Drive {Appendix 

A). Pedestrian and bicycle safety is similar to the previous Option Bl with the exception of an 

additional conflict point created by the free right movement from southbound Parklawn Drive to 

westbound Relocated Randolph Road. 

This option was dropped due to the impacts to the Randolph Square Apartments just east of the U- 

Haul property. Relocation of the apartment access would be necessary. The intersection of 

Parklawn Drive at Relocated Randolph Road would have to be moved in a northeasterly direction 

from its current location. There would also be a severely skewed intersection at Relocated 

Randolph Road and Parklawn Drive. 

Finding of No Significant Impact 
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2. Option 33 - Roundabout at Chapman/Maple Avenue 

Option 33 consists of a Roundabout at Chapman/Maple Avenue. The roundabout has 10 road spurs 

including movements onto and off of Maple Avenue, Chapman Avenue, Nebel Street, existing 

Randolph Road and Relocated Randolph Road. This option was developed to replace the Option Bl 

Modified slip ramp design. 

Option 33 was dropped due to the unacceptable Level of Service (LOS) in both the AM and PM 

peak periods. In addition, sufficient gaps for the side road traffic to enter the roundabout are not 

provided, thus resulting in long delays and excessive queues. The heavy volume of traffic using the 

northbound MD 355 ramp to eastbound Relocated Randolph Road would cause queuing at the 

roundabout and two additional properties would be impacted under this option. 

3. Option 51 - One Way Pair at Parklawn Drive 

Option 51 would align Relocated Randolph Road from Parklawn Drive to the proposed 

MARC/CSX bridge. Eastbound Relocated Randolph Road would diverge from westbound 

Relocated Randolph Road just east of the MARC/CSX tracks and connect into existing Randolph 

Road west of Parklawn Drive. Parklawn Drive to westbound Relocated Randolph Road would be 

one-way northbound. Southbound Parklawn Drive would proceed on westbound Relocated 

Randolph Road before connecting into eastbound Relocated Randolph Road through a ramp that 

would require a traffic signal. The design speed for this roadway is 30 mph. 

Pedestrian and bicycle access would have to be maintained throughout the corridor by incorporating 

additional sidewalks and crosswalks. Crosswalks located at merge areas (Relocated Randolph 

Road eastbound and westbound and Relocated Randolph Road at Parklawn) would require signals 

to be incorporated into the traffic signal timing. If signal timing was not adequate to move 

pedestrian traffic, large refuge areas would be incorporated at the crosswalks in merging areas. 

Additional bikeways along Parklawn Drive to the east (next to the U-Haul) would be required to 

complete bicycle connectivity. This connection would provide a bikeway from eastbound 

Relocated Randolph Road to existing Randolph Road east of the Parklawn Drive intersection. 

Finding of No Significant Impact 
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The One Way Pair Option was dropped for the following reasons: 

• Some of the movements to access businesses are circuitous. 

o This option may result in a NEPA segmentation issue. NEPA outlines that projects cannot 

be "segmented" to avoid reviewing cumulative effects by dividing larger projects into 

smaller components of that project. The concern with this alternative was that the westbound 

Relocated Randolph Road leg would have been along the Montrose Parkway corridor and 

would "T" into Parklawn Drive with a severe dogleg to get back to existing westbound 

Randolph Road. There was a concern that this alternative would have appeared to segment 

this project from the Montrose Parkway, thus resulting in a NEPA violation. 

• This option would require two signalized intersections (Braxfield Court/Parklawn Drive and 

(Wilkens Avenue/Parklawn Drive) to be approximately 350 feet apart. Montgomery County 

prefers the distance between signalized intersections be at least 600 feet. 

• Another signalized intersection exists 350 feet beyond the second signalized intersection at 

Wilkens Avenue and Parklawn Drive. 

• Queues on westbound Relocated Randolph Road during the AM peak period and eastbound 

during the PM peak period could extend over 1000 feet. The westbound lanes that cross over 

the MARC/CSX bridge would need to be widened from 2 to 3 lanes. 

• The proposed Montgomery County Montrose Parkway Project would require an at-grade 

intersection tie-in with Option 51 at Parklawn Drive. This would impact businesses and 

decrease the LOS at Randolph Road and the Parklawn Drive intersection. 

4.  Team Recommended Alternative - Option 4 - Bl Shifted South 

Option 4 - Bl Shifted South is similar to Alternative 9 with Option Bl and Option Bl Modified. 

Relocated Randolph Road is slightly realigned with a shift to the south and west from the previous 

Option Bl alignment. The shift is designed in order to avoid several property impacts. The 

realignment creates an S-curve starting at the east end of the bridge over the MARC/CSX tracks. 

The design speed has been reduced to 40 mph in order to create smaller turning radii that allow for 

the shift in alignment. Parklawn Drive is also realigned to the east in order to save more properties 

along the west side of Parklawn Drive. Additionally, several properties that had access to the cul- 

de-sac on the east end of existing Randolph Road subsequently have improved access directly to 

Relocated Randolph Road {Appendix A). 

Finding of No Significant Impact 
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The Option 4-B1 Shifted South would create a 4-leg intersection at the proposed T-intersection 

with Relocated Randolph Road and the Nebel Street Connector without a significant amount of 

reconstruction or maintenance of traffic. 

This option decreases the ROW cost by approximately $17 million dollars and does not present a 

drastic design change from the previous team recommended alternative (Alternative 9 with Option 

Bl and Option Bl Modified). 

b.  Montrose School Design Modifications 

In addition to the four VE options studied, SHA also conducted engineering studies in the vicinity 

of the Montrose School to address comments received at the Public Hearing and meetings held with 

Peerless Rockville Historic Preservation, Ltd. (Peerless Rockville) subsequent to the Public 

Hearing. The Montrose School, located on the north side of Randolph Road, is listed on the 

National Register of Historic Places (NRHP) and is owned by Peerless Rockville. The Montrose 

School is currently operating as a nursery school and kindergarten. The property on which the 

school is located is owned by SHA and is leased by Peerless Rockville. The Maryland Historical 

Trust (MHT) acquired an easement on the building in 1986. The historic boundary includes the 

Montrose School House and a one-acre square around the school structure. 

SHA has been working closely with Peerless Rockville and a Focus Group comprised of 

community members to develop enhancements as mitigation for temporary impacts within the 

historic boundary (please refer to Section III.F.4.a. Historic Sites for more detail). Property 

enhancements will be defined as the final design is developed and as detailed below. The 

construction activities related to the school property include the relocation of the entrance 

driveway, relocation of the sidewalk, addition of retaining walls and landscaping. Reforestation 

would also occur in the vicinity of the school property to mitigate for loss of woodlands and help 

recreate a forested setting for the Montrose School. See Figure 6 and Figure 7 for depictions of the 

proposed impacts and mitigation. The following describes the design modifications in the vicinity 

of the Montrose School since the Public Hearing: 

S? 
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1.  Relocation of Entrance Drive 

The entrance drive to the Montrose School must be relocated due to significant changes in proposed 

grades at the existing drive location. The proposed drive would enter to the rear of the school from 

a driveway that provides access onto Chapman Avenue. The relocation of the drive would require 

that 0.29 acres of forest be removed adjacent to the school property. Shade trees, flowering trees 

and/or other plantings would be proposed along the new entrance. 

A portion of the existing drive would be removed and replaced with turf since that portion of the 

drive would no longer provide access to Randolph Road. The removal of this portion of the 

driveway would provide approximately 0.03 acres of additional lawn area for the Montrose School 

property. 

2.  Relocation of Sidewalk/Bikeway 

The sidewalk/bikeway along Randolph Road would be relocated to accommodate the proposed 

grades of the new roadway. The previous design in Alternative 9 with Option B-l Modified located 

the sidewalk at the bottom of a large retaining wall, which would have resulted in no pedestrian 

access to the school from the sidewalk along Randolph Road.   As a result of issues raised by 

Peerless Rockville and the Focus Group, the sidewalk location was reconsidered.   The final 

location, as proposed under the Selected Alternative, connects the public sidewalk to the Montrose 

School sidewalk at the top of the retaining wall rather than the bottom.  The sidewalk alignment 

meanders slightly in order to tie into the existing Montrose School pedestrian access, as well as 

avoid tree impacts and meet Americans with Disability Act (ADA) standards. A significant change 

in grade along the sidewalk alignment would require that maximum ADA grades of 12:1 be used. 

Handrails and landings would be installed as necessary to make the sidewalk ADA compliant. ADA 

standards in lieu of American Association of State Highway and Transportation Officials 

(AASHTO) sidewalk standards are necessary because the path does not follow the roadway 

alignment in this area. The sidewalk would also serve as a bikeway along relocated Randolph Road 

and in compliance with the planned Montrose Parkway typical section that would tie into this area. 

3. Retaining Wall 

A retaining wall is proposed between the Montrose School and Randolph Road in order to 

minimize grading impacts on the Montrose School property and preserve existing landscaping. The 

wall splits on its western end to become two tiers. A terrace is created between the two tiers, which 

Finding of No Significant Impact 
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would help maintain the school's visibility from the road and provide additional landscape 

opportunities. See Figure 7 for a depiction of the school's visibility. Handrails and a safety fence 

are required in order to comply with ADA regulations. Figure 6 also shows a plan view, elevation 

view and typical sections of the retaining wall. 

The retaining wall fagade will be developed during the project's final design stage. SHA will 

coordinate with Peerless Rockville and the Focus Group to select an architectural finish that is 

context-sensitive. The selected finish may also be used on other project elements such as the bridge 

and any other highway structures related to the project in order to establish a thematic aesthetic 

appeal. 

Other comments received through coordination with Peerless Rockville and the Focus Group have 

resulted in the inclusion of a decorative fence at the top of the wall. A fence is necessary for safety 

purposes and the final design of the fence would resemble wrought-iron pickets, in keeping with the 

details of the Montrose School. 

4.  Landscaping 

Landscape planting is proposed along the major routes in the project area, along the relocated 

entrance driveway to the Montrose School, along the proposed sidewalk/bikeway and along the 

proposed retaining walls. Plantings include street trees, shade trees, flowering trees, evergreen 

trees, hedges, individual shrubs and groundcovers. Additionally, reforestation would be installed in 

applicable areas along existing forest edges or in large open tracts. The new forest community 

would help recreate a woodland setting for the school property. Also, the existing shade trees along 

the front property line of the school would be preserved in order to maintain the visual integrity of 

the Montrose School. All proposed landscaping will be designed with continued coordination with 

Peerless Rockville as well as in accordance with available maintenance standards. 

c.   Summary of Selected Alternative with Selected Design Modifications 

Based on the supplemental studies undertaken by SHA to address public concerns, the Selected 

Alternative has been refined to include the following design modifications: 

• Value Engineering Option 4 - Bl Shifted South has been selected for incorporation into the 

Selected Alternative. This option involves the reahgnment of Relocated Randolph Road to 

the south and west from the previous Option Bl alignments as presented at the Public 
Finding of No Significant Impact 
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Hearing and in the EA. This option minimizes property impacts and reduces project costs by 

approximately $17 million. 

«•    Proposed access to the Montrose School has been relocated to the rear of the school from a 

driveway that provides access onto Chapman Avenue. 

• The sidewalk/bikeway location in the vicinity of the Montrose School is proposed for 

relocation. The Selected Alternative was modified from Alternative 9 as presented at the 

Public Hearing and in the EA to now connect the public sidewalk/bikeway to the Montrose 

School sidewalk at the top of the retaining wall rather than the bottom. 

• A retaining wall between the Montrose School and Randolph Road is now proposed as part 

of the Selected Alternative. 

• Landscape planting along the major routes, along the relocated entrance driveway to the 

Montrose School, along the proposed sidewalk/bikeway and along the proposed retaining 

wall is now proposed as part of the Selected Alternative. 

The decision to move forward with these selected options and design modifications is based on 

design feasibility, cost and public input. 

F.        Environmental Consequences of the Selected Alternative 9 - With Option 4 - Bl 

Shifted South and Option Bl Modified 

Environmental impacts that would result from the Selected Alternative are shown on Figure 8 and 

are summarized below. Refer to Table 1 for a summary of all environmental impacts as compared 

to the other alternatives presented at the Public Hearing. This table shows that impacts that would 

result from the Selected Alternative are similar to the impacts for Alternative 9 (Randolph Road 

Under MD 355 with Option Bl Modified), as presented in the EA and at the Public Hearing. The 

Selected Alternative minimizes business displacements, right-of-way acquisitions and forest 

impacts, as compared to Alternative 9 as presented at the Hearing. This alternative also avoids 

permanent impacts within the Montrose School historic boundary. 
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j LIBERTY 
I MUTUAL 

No. 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

32 

33 

41 

42 

Right-of-Way Requirements 

26 

27 

31 

34 

39 

40 

Property Owner 

Hallwood 95 Ltd. Ptnshp 

Bemmil Associates 

Wilgus Assoc. Ltd. Ptnshp 

Wilgus Assoc. Ltd Ptnshp 

Leven, Janice 

State of Maryland 

State of Maryland 

State of Maryland 

State of Maryland 

State of Maryland 

Montrose Crossing Inc. 

State of Maryland 

State of Maryland 

Montuori, Warren K. 

State of Maryland 

Marten Assoc. Ltd Ptnshp 

State of Maryland 

State of Maryland 

State of Maryland 

Puentes, Esperanza 

Puentes, Esperanza 

COT. Assoc. 

State of Maryland 

State of Maryland 

Milestone, Elaine 

Fenton Street LLC 

Maizels, Albert 

State of Maryland 

State of Maryland 

Existing 
Land Use 

Commercial 

Residential 

Forest 

Forest 

Commercial 

Park 'N'Ride 

Park 'N'Ride 

Park 'N'Ride 

Park 'N'Ride 

Open Space 

Commercial 

Commercial 

Park 'N'Ride 

Open Space 

Open Space 

Commercial 

Forest 

Light Industrial 

Light Industrial 

Light Industrial 

Light Industrial 

Light Industrial 

Forest 

Forest 

Light Industrial 

Light Industrial 

Light Industrial 

Shopping CtrLot 

Forest 

"ZcKagFJacJ' 

Alt 9 

0.10 

0.02 

0.81 

0.45 

0.07 

0.04 

0.54 

1.62 

1.40 

0.90 

0.23 

0.74 

0.29 

0.08 

0.15 

0.24 

2.41 

0.34 

0.07 

0.05 

0.004 

0.05 

5.23 

7.43 

0.05 

0.19 

0.02 

0.06 

0.36 

Commerical Property Structural Displacements/ 
Right-of-Way Requirements 

Schultze, Edward 

Berk, Maurice 

Fenton Street LLC 

U-Haul Real Estate Co. 

NPR Partnership 

Windfried G. Hambach 

Total 

Light Industrial 

Light Industrial 

Light Industrial 

Light Industrial 

Light Industrial 

Light Industrial 

0.72 

1.91 

0.66 

1.70 

0.16 

0.22 

29.31 

Business Displacements 

Commercial Property Structural Displacements 

26 Owner Edward Schultze 
(Bids Maytag Complex) 

27 Owner Maurice Berk 
(LAPP Brothers Office Complex) 

31 Owner Fenton Street LLC 
(Vacant Building - Future Kevin's 
Auto Body & Paint) 

34 Owner U-Haul Real Estate Co. 
(U-Haul) 

39 Owner NPR Partnership 
(Dental/Optical Office Complex) 

40 Owner Windfried G. Hambach 
(Randloph Motors Complex) 

Businesses Displaced 

26 Buls Maytag 
26 K.S. Upholstery 
26 R&B Steel Fabricators 
26 Termini Bros., Inc. 
26 Wid Mayer Co. 
27 A-l Automotive Center 
27 Auto Dent Care Inc. 
27 Botanical Interiors 
27 Capital Communications 
27 Foreign Car Auto Service 
27 LAPP Brothers 
27 Master Auto Service Inc. 

27 SK Cleaners 
27 SS Shoe Repair 
27 Viva Flamenco 
31 Vacant Building (Kevin's Auto 

Body & Paint) 
34 U-Haul 
39 Bright Dental Care 
39 Montgomery Eye Care 
40 Gentle Dental 
40 Onnik Dental Lab, Inc. 
40 Randolph Motors 
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1.   Social Impacts 

a. Displacements/Property Impacts 

The Selected Alternative would not displace any residential properties or community facilities. It 

would require 0.02 acre of residential ROW acquisition in the southwest comer of the Pavilion 

Apartments in order to adjust the existing entrance. This alternative would also impact 3.89 acres 

of the park and ride lot. The Selected Alternative would require 0.03 acres of temporary impact 

within the Montrose School historic boundary for fine grading in the southeast comer and the 

addition of a new driveway in the northwest comer of the property.The Selected Alternative would 

also require the acquisition of 7.52 acres of commercial ROW properties, 17.82 acres of ROW from 

undeveloped properties and 0.06 acre of ROW from the Montrose Crossing Shopping Center lot. 

Total ROW requirements with the Selected Alternative would be approximately 29.31 acres. 

b. Disruptions of Neighborhoods and Communities 

No neighborhoods or non-vehicular patterns are expected to be divided by the Selected Alternative. 

However, there would be a grade separation at the existing MD 355 - Montrose Road/Randolph 

Road intersection. A sidewalk is proposed along the southbound side of the MD 355 bridge. A 

signalized intersection on MD 355 at the entrance to the Montrose Crossing Shopping Center would 

provide pedestrian access to the east. Pedestrian movements to the southeast would require use of 

bicycle and walkway paths parallel to MD 355. The Selected Alternative would require the 

acquisition of 0.02 acre of ROW in the southwest comer of the Pavilion Apartments in order to 

adjust the existing entrance. 

The Selected Alternative would not require ROW acquisition from the Randolph Square 

Apartments. The Randolph Square Apartments Complex is a residential area along Randolph 

Road. Access to this apartment complex would be maintained to the surrounding road network via 

Randolph Road. The Selected Alternative would not divide or disrupt the existing cohesiveness of 

this community, thereby maintaining existing access for these residences and surrounding 

neighborhoods and community areas. 

This alternative would not change or alter access to the Forum Apartments property. Access to MD 

355 would be maintained and would not be divided or bypassed as a result of this alternative. 

Similar to the residential properties in adjacent quadrants, the grade separation at the MD 355 - 
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Montrose Road/Randolph Road intersection would maintain and improve pedestrian access. AH 

pedestrian routes would be accommodated and additional sidewalks/bikeways would be added in 

the project area. 

Thinking Beyond the Pavement strategies provide an opportunity to enhance cohesiveness of these 

neighborhoods with adjacent commercial and residential areas. For more detailed information 

about pedestrian access and Thinking Beyond the Pavement strategies, see Section lll.E of this 

document. 

c. Environmental Justice Inventory 

Executive Order (EO) 12898 "Federal Actions to Address Environmental Justice in Minority and 

Low-Income Populations" was signed on February 11, 1994. The EO requires the assessment of 

disproportionately high adverse human health and environmental impacts on minority and low- 

income populations resulting from proposed federal actions. The EO reaffirms the provisions of 

Title VI of the Civil Rights Act of 1964 and related statutes emphasizing the incorporation of those 

provisions with existing planning and environmental processes. Title VI requires federal agencies 

to ensure that their programs, policies and activities do not have the effect of excluding populations 

from the benefits of the project, or subjecting persons and populations to discrimination based on 

race, color or national origin. EO 12898 adds low-income to the list of populations, which should 

be investigated to ensure that they are not excluded from the benefits of the project or subjected to 

discrimination caused by federal programs, policies and activities. 

In compliance with federal guidelines on environmental justice, SHA inventoried groups of low- 

income or minority populations that live within geographic proximity to the Selected Alternative. 

Initial identification of low-income and minority populations was based on existing census 

demographics. Additional efforts to identify environmental justice communities included 

community inventories, coordination with local planning officials and coordination with 

community representatives. Community inventories are defined as windshield surveys of the study 

area to assist in defining locations/boundaries of communities. 

Low-Income Population - The poverty guidelines issued by the Department of Health and Human 

Services (DHHS) are abstracted from the original poverty thresholds updated each year by the 

United States Census Bureau. Examination of census tract data shows that the average household 
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income for the study area is higher than the DHHS poverty guidelines for the year 1999 (Applied 

Geographic Solution - Census Tract Summary, 1999). 

Minority Population - The racial and ethnic makeup of the study area reveals the presence of a 

minority population. The minority population of the census tract shows a disproportionately higher 

percentage (17 percent Hispanic) of minority persons found within the census tract in comparison 

to surrounding areas within the County. Table 6 identifies the racial and ethnic make-up of the 

study area census tract population. The percentage of persons of Hispanic Origin is nearly double 

that of Montgomery County. 

Table 6 
Racial and Ethnic Make-up of the Study Area Population 

Jurisdiction mite ;v.i&ck;,; American 
Indian Asians > -mm*: u'^tptial'.^. {{Hispanic 

Census Tract 72% 8% 1% 14% 5% 100% 17% 

County 73% 14% 0% 11% 2% 100% 9% 

The SHA has encouraged public participation and outreach for the MD 355 - Montrose/Randolph 

Road Intersection Improvement Study through the use of Focus Groups. Members of the 

residential and business communities surrounding the study area were invited to attend Focus 

Group meetings at various locations throughout the study area. Roadway concept alternatives have 

been refined based on comments received at the Focus Group meetings. 

The Selected Alternative would avoid impacting communities having high percentages of low- 

income or minority populations. Areas of known environmental justice populations are well 

outside of the Selected Alternative's proposed right-of-way, and are therefore not 

disproportionately affected. 

d. Summary of SHA's Equal Opportunity Program/Title VI Statement 

It is the policy of SHA to ensure compliance with the provisions of the Title VI of the Civil Rights 

Act of 1964 and related civil rights laws and regulations which prohibit discrimination on the 

grounds of race, color, sex, national origin, age, religion, physical or mental handicap or sexual 

orientation in all SHA projects funded in whole or in part by FHWA.   The SHA will not 
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discriminate in highway planning, design or construction; the acquisition of right-of-way; or the 

provision of relocating advisory assistance. 

e. Relocation Assistance Program 

Relocation of any individuals, families or businesses displaced by this project would be 

accomplished in accordance with the Uniform Relocation Assistance and Real Property Acquisition 

Policies Act of 1970 as amended by the Surface Transportation and Uniform Relocation Assistance 

Act of 1987 (Appendix B) and could be affected in a timely and humane fashion. In the event 

comparable replacement housing is not available for displaced persons or available replacement 

housing is beyond their financial means, replacement "housing as a last resort" will be utilized to 

accomplish the rehousing. An investigation into the characteristics of the individuals affected by 

the proposed roadway improvements resulted in a finding that there would not be a disproportionate 

impact to low-income or minority populations. 

f. Effects on Parks and Recreational Facilities 

The Selected Alternative would not impact any park or recreational facilities. 

g. Effects on Community Facilities and Services 

The Selected Alternative would not displace any schools, healthcare facilities, emergency services, 

libraries or places of worship. There would, however, be a minor temporary impact to the 

Montrose School, which currently operates as a nursery school and kindergarten. The Selected 

Alternative would likely alleviate congestion and address safety by reducing accident potential. It 

is anticipated that accessibility for emergency services would improve with the Selected 

Alternative, although delayed or longer response time could result during construction of the 

alternative. 

1.  Park and Ride Lot 

The Selected Alternative would require impacting 3.89 acres of the park and ride lot located in the 

southwest intersection quadrant of the study area (Figure 9). Approximately 350 parking spaces 

would be lost. The entrance to the lot would also be altered. Eastbound and westbound motorists 

on Montrose^Randolph Roads attempting to access the park and ride would use the loop ramp in the 

northwest quadrant of Montrose/Randolph Road and MD 355. Motorists would have to familiarize 
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themselves with a new traffic pattern to gain access to this facility. The only other viable full 

access entrance is via MD 187 (Old Georgetown Road). 

SHA is currently researching available land within the study area that may be used for a 

replacement park and ride lot. Figure 9 shows potential replacement sites for the park and ride lot 

to mitigate for the impacts. Table 7 lists possible sites that are being considered by the SHA for the 

park and ride lot compensation sites. 

2.  Montrose School 

The Selected Alternative would require 0.03 acre of temporary impact within the Montrose School 

historic boundary for fine grading in the southeast comer and the addition of a new driveway in the 

northwest comer (refer to Figure 6). Please refer to Section IILF.4.a. Historic Sites for more 

detail. 

h.  Maintenance of Traffic (MOT) and Construction Detours 

The Selected Alternative would maximize the amount of new construction that takes place off the 

existing alignment. This would minimize the disruption to existing traffic patterns during much of 

the construction phase. For example, the proposed bridge over the MARC/CSX tracks, the bridge 

approaches and the business access roads can be constructed without dismption to traffic on 

existing Randolph Road. 

To minimize disraption of traffic during construction of other portions of the improvements, a 

temporary roadway would be required. It is anticipated that a temporary roadway would be 

necessary west of and adjacent to existing MD 355 to be used while the grade separation of the MD 

355 - Montrose Road/Randolph Road intersection is being constracted. Based on an assessment of 

preliminary constmction phasing, it is anticipated that all existing access would be maintained 

while the temporary roadway is in use. Property impacts due to the temporary roadway would be 

concentrated in the open space bordered by "Old" Old Georgetown Road/Montrose Road/MD 355 

and the Mid Pike Plaza/park and ride lot. 
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Table 7 

Existing Park and Ride Facility and Potential Mitigation Site Locations 

Site 
Location 
Number 

Parcel(s) 

N236 

N292 

PI 82 

P090 

N79 

P195 

N248 

Site Description 

The parking area adjacent to 
the Mid Pike Plaza 
Shopping Center located 
south of the MD 355 
intersection is owned by 
SHA and is currently being 
leased by the county for an 
existing park and ride lot. 
The triangular area between 
"Old" Old Georgetown 
Road, MD 355 and 
Montrose Road is currently 
open space. 

Additional 
Parking Spaces 

Created 
An additional 200 
spaces may be 
made available by 
expanding the park 
and ride lot beyond 
its current 
boundaries. 

Comments 

The parking lot near Old 
Navy in the Montrose 
Crossing Shopping Center. 

Existing Park and Ride 
Facility 

If developed, this 
lot would be able 
to accommodate 
about 168 
(including 4 
handicap) parking 
spaces. 

Buses would still be able to facilitate 
the needs of patrons riding along MD 
355. 

Approximately 160 
spaces can be 
accommodated at 
this potential site. 

N/A 

The access would be right in and 
right out onto Montrose Road and 
full access onto "Old" Old 
Georgetown Road. Buses would 
have to enter the lot to pick up 
patrons due to stopping restrictions 
along MD 355 in this area. 

The parking lot is currently leased by 
the shopping center. The lease was 
initiated in 1995 with an initial term 
of one year and month-to-month 
lease thereafter. Access to the 
parking lot would be via Montrose 
Crossing Shopping Property. 
The existing park and ride facility 
contains 635 spaces and 
approximately 350 would be 
impacted.  

The use of a temporary roadway would have temporary construction impacts to the existing park 

and ride lot beyond those associated with the overall final improvement. The Selected Alternative 

would have an additional temporary impact of 0.92 acre of the park and ride lot. The impact of 

other construction activity is anticipated to be no greater than the impact of the overall final 

improvement. 

In general, the combination of off-line construction and temporary roadways would permit at least 

the existing number of lanes to be maintained throughout construction. Some decrease in the 

overall level of service may be expected due to the increased congestion as a general result of 

construction activities. 
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i.   Effects on Visual Quality 

Construction of the Selected Alternative would alter the surrounding landscape. Elements have 

been studied to promote context-sensitivity, or Thinking Beyond the Pavement design, and enhance 

visual quality. These elements include pedestrian routes, bicycle routes, road crossings, 

landscaping and streetscaping (Figure 10). 

1.  Pedestrian Routes 

The study area is urbanized. Therefore, there should be continuous safe and accommodating 

pedestrian paths throughout the project area. The Selected Alternative maintains and improves 

pedestrian access. Sidewalk/bikeways would follow both the MD 355 alignment on the east side 

and the Montrose Road and Randolph Road alignment on the north side. The sidewalks/bikeways 

intersect near the Montrose School at the on ramp from Randolph Road to MD 355 northbound in 

the northeast quadrant of the intersection. The intersection of the MD 355 northbound on and off 

ramps with Randolph Road has lower traffic volumes and fewer consecutive lanes to cross than the 

existing MD 355/Randolph Road intersection. Therefore, the new intersection allows for easier 

crossing opportunities for pedestrians and bicyclists. Additionally, all access roads in the study area 

would include sidewalks to accommodate pedestrian traffic. MD 355 southbound, "Old" Old 

Georgetown Road, Relocated Randolph Road and the Nebel Street Connector would introduce new 

sidewalks where there is currently no pedestrian access. See Figure 10 for a complete map of 

pedestrian routes in the study area. The road network in the study area has heavy traffic volumes 

and currently does not provide optimally accommodating crosswalks. The project area crossings 

should be located at signalized intersections to promote pedestrian safety and visibility. The 

Selected Alternative's proposed crossings are all at signalized intersections with one exception. A 

crossing at the ramp from "Old" Old Georgetown Road to MD 355 southbound is not signalized. 

Additional safety considerations will be made in this area during the final design stage. These 

considerations may include providing a raised crosswalk, pavement markings and signage for both 

pedestrians and motorists. 

The proposed sidewalk at the Option Bl Modified ramps has been realigned in order to avoid 

unsignalized crossings that had been proposed with the previous Alternative 9, as presented at the 

Public Hearing. The proposed sidewalk follows the existing Randolph Road alignment in lieu of 

the Relocated Randolph Road alignment on the south side. The sidewalk realignment creates a safer 
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JVbte: 
The bicycle path/sidewalk runs along the north side (WB) ofMontrose Road and Randolph Road Relocated and along the east side (NB) ofMD  355 (Rockville Pike). 
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pedestrian atmosphere by avoiding the unsignalized crossing at the slip ramps while also 

maintaining better pedestrian access along existing Randolph Road. Relocated Randolph Road 

pedestrian and bicycle traffic is accommodated by a sidewalk/bikeway along the north side. 

The proposed sidewalk/bikeway has also been realigned near the Montrose School in response to 

comments received from the Focus Group. The sidewalk/bikeway along Randolph Road as shown 

at the Public Hearing followed the alignment of the roadway. A retaining wall has been added in 

front of the Montrose School, which would have prevented pedestrian access to the school if the 

sidewalk/bikeway alignment had not changed. The sidewalk/bikeway alignment, as proposed, 

meanders slightly in order to tie into the existing Montrose School pedestrian access, as well as to 

avoid tree impacts and meet ADA standards. A significant change in grade along the 

sidewalk/bikeway alignment would require that maximum ADA grades of 12:1 be used. Handrails 

and landings would be installed as necessary to make the sidewalk/bikeway ADA compliant. ADA 

standards in lieu of AASHTO sidewalk standards are necessary because the path does not follow 

the road alignment in this area. 

Directing the crosswalk over traffic islands and medians has been considered throughout the study 

area. The intersection islands and medians can accommodate pedestrian refuge spaces at larger 

intersections to shorten the length of the road crossing and allow pedestrians to focus on crossing 

traffic moving in one direction at a time. 

Setbacks are provided to help buffer pedestrians from vehicular traffic and to improve aesthetics. 

These setbacks may also accommodate utilities, lighting, signage, snow storage and landscaping. 

Site amenities would be included to enhance the pedestrian environment such as bus shelters, 

lighting, landscaping or ornamental pavement. 

2.  Bicycle Routes 

Bicycle accessibility is important in urban areas to encourage alternative modes of transportation 

and accommodate the area bicyclists. The Selected Alternative includes wider outside lanes on all 

the improved roadways and a Class I sidewalk/bikeway along the east side of MD 355. Bike lanes 
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are also provided along Relocated Montrose and Randolph Roads in accordance with the proposed 

Montgomery County Montrose Parkway typical section. The bicycle routes are in accordance with 

the 7992 North Bethesda / Garrett Park Master Plan. 

3. Landscaping Opportunities 

Opportunities for roadside landscaping will be considered with the Selected Alternative. 

Landscaping consists of general applications within a streetscape, a roadside area, a stormwater 

management facility or any property related to the highway. There are several approaches that may 

be taken with the landscaping opportunities. Individual sites may be best suited for different 

treatments. Landscaping in areas along the roads, in medians or on traffic islands would be 

attractive, low-maintenance plantings that do not interfere with sight distance or utilities. Medians 

and roadsides with thematic tree plantings can help create an attractive parkway appeal and help 

with traffic calming. Reforestation can be used in areas that are adjacent to existing forest 

communities or in large tracts. All landscaping and aesthetic treatments would be designed with the 

community's input and within available maintenance capabilities. 

The Selected Alternative also presents opportunities for landscape reclamation on former roadbed. 

The roadbed may be replaced with new top soil and plant material that may act as reforestation, 

open space or landscaped extensions of the adjacent properties, such as the Pavilion Apartments 

and the Montrose School. 

4. Streetscape Opportunities 

Streetscaping is a cohesive urban design focused around a street and its users. Streetscapes provide 

amenities to urban roadways that enhance the usability and aesthetics of the road for its users. They 

emphasize enhancements for pedestrian and other alternative modes of transportation. In order to 

promote walking, bicycling and transit use, the streetscape must be made safe, easily accessible and 

attractive. Providing sidewalks that accommodate the type and the amount of activity can promote 

multi-modal use. For example, sidewalks should be laid out in accordance with the pedestrian 

movement, and attractive lighting, landscaping, signing and pavement designs may be used to 

enhance the pedestrian environment. Additionally, street furniture, bus shelters and pedestrian 

oriented businesses add to the appeal of a streetscape and promote its use. 
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The appurtenances of a highway may also be treated with aesthetic enhancements. Retaining walls, 

parapets, traffic barriers and bridges can be considered for decorative surfaces such as brick, stone 

or formline finish. This would add to the appeal of the streetscape and also help create a thematic 

design. The finish can match existing architectural features to help create a context-sensitive 

aesthetic. 

An attractive and thematic streetscape design also helps to promote neighborhood unity. Cohesive 

aesthetics in a highly visible area help denote community boundaries and establish a visual theme 

for the community to identify with. The new roadway construction offers opportunities to develop a 

unique and attractive streetscape design. Design details will be developed during the final design 

stage with community and stakeholder input. 

2.  Economic Impacts 

An assessment of impacts to study area businesses was considered in terms of effects to regional 

business activity, effects on existing businesses within the study area, access changes and traffic 

patterns changes, potential for new business and effects on tax base and property values. A field 

inventory was conducted in March 2001 to support the aforementioned economic analyses. 

a. Effects on Regional Business Activity 

No negative regional economic impacts are expected as a result of the business displacements 

incurred for the Selected Alternative. The economic impact of the Selected Alternative on the 

displaced businesses is localized (refer to Figure 8). The Selected Alternative does not displace or 

alter access to any large regional employers or employment centers. It is anticipated that the 

mobility improvements gained from the Selected Alternative would benefit the region's economic 

activities. 

b. Effects on Existing Businesses 

1.  Displacements 

Construction of the Selected Alternative would require a total ROW acquisition of 7.52 acres of 

commercial land (refer to Figure 8). Six commercial structures, containing 22 total businesses, 

would be displaced. All business relocations will comply with the provisions of the Uniform 

Relocation and Real Property Acquisition Policies Act of 1970 as amended by Title VI of the 
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Surface Transportation & Uniform Relocation Assistance Act of 1987 and Public Law 105-117 

(Appendix B). The commercial property structural displacements for the Selected Alternative 

include: 

• U-Haul. 

• LAPP Brothers Office Complex. 

• Vacant Building (Future Kevin's Auto Body and Paint). 

• Buls Maytag Complex. 

• Randolph Motors Building. 

• Dental/Optical Offices. 

Of the six structural displacements, four of the buildings have multiple business tenants, including 

the Lapp Brothers Complex, the Dental/Optical Offices, Randolph Motors and the Buls Maytag 

Complex. The LAPP Brothers Complex includes the following businesses: LAPP Brothers, 

Foreign Car Auto Service, SS Shoe Repair, SK Cleaners, Capital Communications, Viva Flamenco, 

Auto-dent Inc., Master Auto Service Inc., Botanical Interiors and A-l Automotive Center. The 

Dental/Optical Office consists of Bright Dental and Montgomery Eye Care. The Buls Maytag 

Complex consists of Buls Maytag, K.S. Upholstery, R&B Steel Fabricators, Termini Bros., Inc. and 

Wid Mayer Co. The Randolph Motors Building consists of Randolph Motors, Gentle Dental and 

Onnik Dental Lab, Inc. (A complete inventory of businesses within and surrounding the study area 

can be found in Appendix C.) 

Three commercial property displacements were avoided as result of the Value Engineering Study 

and Option 4 - Bl Shifted South. These properties include Self Storage USA, the Rockville 

Pregnancy Center Complex and the Randolph Beer and Wine Complex. Six businesses occupy 

these buildings, including Self-Storage USA, Randolph Beer and Wine, Heavenly Nails, Rockville 

Pregnancy Center, Techline Furniture & Cabinetry and Washington Apple Pi. These properties 

would not be displaced with the Selected Alternative due to the southern shift of Relocated 

Randolph Road. 

Based on information gathered from the Greater Washington Initiative, a division within the Board 

of Trade, selected employment estimates from Dun & Brad Street business files and SHA's District 

3 - Office of Real Estate, approximately 81 persons are employed at the 22 displaced businesses 
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located within the previously mentioned six commercial property structural displacements. The 

Greater Washington Initiative and SHA's District 3 - Office of Real Estate identified the number of 

persons employed at 13 out of a possible 22 displaced businesses and the remaining employment 

data was determined by estimating a representative employment size for the individual business' 

line of work. 

According to the 1992 North Bethesda Master Plan, land parcels identified for potential 

redevelopment exist in the vicinity of the study area. Potential opportunities exist for the displaced 

businesses to resume their commercial activities in close proximity to the MD 355 - Montrose 

Road/Randolph Road intersection. A database of available commercial property within a five-mile 

radius of the study area indicated that approximately nine commercial properties are available at the 

current time, totaling approximately 673,271 square feet of unoccupied commercial property 

(Metropolitan Regional Information Systems, Inc., 9/26/01). 

The Rockville Chamber of Commerce (COC) was contacted to verify if any of the potential 

business displacements were minority-owned businesses. A request was made for the COC to 

check their database for any minority-owned businesses in the given area. Coordination with the 

Rockville COC indicated that, within the potential business displacements, minority-owned 

businesses include, but are not limited to, the following: 

• A-l Automotive Center. 

• Auto Dent Care Inc. 

• Master Auto Service Inc. 

• Vacant Building (Future Kevin's Auto Body and Paint). 

• Randolph Motors 

2.  Mobility and Access 

The Selected Alternative, Alternative 9 with Option 4- Bl Shifted South and Option Bl Modified, 

would alter traffic patterns and business access along Randolph Road. Under this Alternative, 

Randolph Road would be relocated north of its current alignment between Maple Avenue and 

Parklawn Drive. The new roadway would not provide direct access to the businesses along this 

segment of Randolph Road. Patrons traveling westbound on Randolph Road would be required to 

use the signalized access road approximately 600 feet west of the Randolph Road tie-in at Parklawn 
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Drive. Eastbound traffic would have the option of using the signalized intersection or a slip ramp 

to/from eastbound Randolph Road located approximately 300 feet east of the Randolph 

Road/Maple Avenue intersection. Businesses depending on pass-by traffic may be affected by 

these changes to traffic patterns. 

Future roadway improvements along Maple Avenue and a signalized intersection at Maple Avenue 

and Chapman Avenue may also connect businesses along Nebel Street to MD 355. 

Access to all other portions of the study area would remain the same under the Selected Alternative. 

Due to the localized nature of this study area, it is anticipated that access disruptions will be 

minimal, allowing patrons to navigate to a desired location with relative ease. Negative effects to 

businesses may occur due to the loss of pass-by traffic. 

3. Construction Impacts 

Most businesses are anticipated to experience some impact during construction. Customers 

choosing alternate routes to avoid construction and construction-related delay would most likely 

impact businesses that rely on commuter or pass-by traffic. Evaluation of preliminary phases of 

construction indicates that access to existing remaining businesses can be maintained during 

construction. Construction of the Selected Alternative can be phased such that all access is 

maintained in a manner appropriate for the construction condition. For example, the proposed final 

access to the Montrose School will be constructed in the first phase of construction, providing 

necessary access throughout the remainder of the construction. 

4. Potential for New Business 

The Selected Alternative is consistent with the 1992 North Bethesda/Garrett Park Master Plan goals 

of creating a future business environment for general commercial buildings (retail and office) and 

light industrial development. The 1992 Master Plan identified three areas in the study area as vacant 

or recommended for redevelopment. They include sites zoned light industrial east of the MD 

355/Montrose-Randolph Road intersection, the Wilgus Property and Mid Pike Plaza. The Master 

Plan zoning recommendations for these parcels assume a roadway improvement at the MD 

355/Montrose-Randolph Road intersection. Since the publication of the Master Plan, additional 

development or development plans have occurred at these sites. 
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According to the Master Plan, the Wilgus property and Mid Pike Plaza both have development 

potential that includes retail. Of these properties. Mid Pike Plaza is more susceptible to impacts 

from higher levels of congestion because of its exclusive designation for commercial development. 

This property is currently designated as general commercial that includes all types of retail stores. 

The Wilgus property has potentially greater flexibility for future business opportunity because of 

development potential that permits a greater variety of non-residential uses, such as convenience, 

commercial and office uses. 

The Selected Alternative is consistent with the development opportunities proposed in the 1992 

Master Plan for the sites east of the project intersection designated light industrial. The designation 

was changed from light industrial to low intensity to reduce the intrusion of general office buildings 

to the area. This was necessary to preserve vital industrial space in this area of the County. The 

Selected Alternative would be compatible with the small to medium scale business activities, such 

as research and development, warehousing and storage, light manufacturing and product assembly, 

which are proposed. 

3.  Land Use Impacts/Smart Growth 

Direct land use impacts in the northwestern intersection quadrant would be minor. Impacts would 

include adding an access ramp to "Old" Old Georgetown Road from MD 355 southbound and 

adding sidewalks. A stormwater management facility and new park and ride lot may be added in the 

northwestern intersection quadrant in an existing open space area. Additionally, existing roadway 

pavement would be removed along existing Montrose Road and along the northernmost portions of 

the existing park and ride lot. 

Land use impacts in the northeastern intersection quadrant would involve adding access ramps and 

sidewalks within an area currently consisting of open space land use. Further east in the quadrant, 

the forested tract of open space land (east and west of the MARC/CSX tracks) would be converted 

to transportation land use. 

Land use impacts in the southeastern intersection quadrant would involve converting the existing 

forested land use (immediately southeast of the existing intersection) to transportation land use. 

The majority of forest impacts are to the east of the intersection.  However, approximately 1.04 
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acres of forest would be impacted west of "Old" Old Georgetown Road. A total of nine acres of 

forested land would be impacted with the Selected Alternative. 

The primary land use impacts in the southwestern intersection quadrant involve converting part of 

the existing park and ride facility to transportation land use. Approximately 350 spaces of the park 

and ride would be displaced. Refer to Section Hl.F.l.e for additional information on potential park 

and ride mitigation. 

The Selected Alternative would result in the displacement of three fewer commercial property 

structures and six fewer businesses than the previous Alternative 9 with Option Bl Modified. 

These businesses are located within an area currently zoned as light industrial. All the displaced 

buildings and surrounding land use would be converted to transportation land use for either 

roadway or roadway appurtenances including sidewalks, bikeways, stormwater management, 

reforestation or landscaping. 

Statewide Smart Growth initiatives formally took effect on October 1, 1998. The intent of 

Maryland's Smart Growth Act of 1997 is to direct state funding for growth-related projects to areas 

designated by local jurisdictions as PFAs. PFAs are existing communities and other locally 

designated areas as determined by local jurisdictions in accordance with Smart Growth guidelines. 

The entire study area falls within the PFA. Therefore, this project is consistent with Smart Growth. 

4.   Cultural Resources 

a.  Historic Sites 

The Montrose School 

The Montrose School, located on the north side of Randolph Road just east of MD 355, is listed on 

the National Register of Historic Places (NRHP) and is owned by Peerless Rockville Historic 

Preservation Ltd. The Montrose School is currently operating as a private daycare facility. The 

property on which the school is located is owned by the SHA and is leased by Peerless Rockville 

Historic Preservation Ltd. with the provision that if SHA needed the land for transportation 

purposes. Peerless Rockville would be responsible for moving or razing the building at its expense. 

MHT acquired an easement on the building in 1986. The historic boundary includes the Montrose 

School and a one-acre square around the school structure. 
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The proposed impacts to the Montrose School property include 0.03 acres for temporary 

construction impacts and a relocation of the entrance drive (refer to Figure 6). The entrance drive 

would be relocated because significant grade changes and a retaining wall at the current location 

would make it inaccessible from Randolph Road. The temporary impacts would result from fine 

grading activities to the proposed sidewalk and to the existing path that leads to the main entrance 

of the school, fine grading in the southeast comer of the property and the addition of a new 

driveway in the northwest comer of the property. The historic Montrose School structure and most 

of the existing landscaping would not be impacted by the proposed activities; however, the 

relocation of the driveway would require that 0.29 acre of forest be removed adjacent to the school 

property. Alternative 9, as presented at the Public Hearing, showed 0.03 acres of temporary 

construction impacts. 

SHA has been working closely with Peerless Rockville and the Focus Group made up of 

community members to develop enhancements as mitigation for these impacts. Property 

enhancements would be refined as the final design is developed and as detailed below. The 

constmction activities related to the school property include the relocation of the entrance 

driveway, relocation of the sidewalk, addition of a retaining wall and landscaping. Reforestation 

would also occur in the vicinity of the school property to mitigate for loss of woodlands and help 

recreate a forested setting for the Montrose School. Refer to Section ULEA.b Figure 6 (Proposed 

Montrose School Mitigation) and Figure 7 (Montrose School Line of Sight Drawings) that detail 

the design modifications in the vicinity of the Montrose School that have been incorporated into the 

Selected Alternative. 

The property surrounding the Montrose School does not require evaluation under Section 4(f) of the 

USDOT Act of 1966. A provision of Section 4(f) stipulates that if the property was acquired for 

transportation purposes prior to the determination of its historic significance, the property is not 

eligible for consideration under Section 4(f). This is the case for the Montrose School. SHA has 

coordinated with MHT as part of SHA's Section 106 compliance pursuant to the National Historic 

Preservation Act. SHA has determined that the Selected Alternative will have no adverse effect on 

the Montrose School. The State Historic Preservation Officer (SHPO) concurred with this 

determination on January 7,2003. Please refer to Chapter V Other Agency Correspondence. 
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b.  Archeological Sites 

No National Register eligible archeological resources would be impacted by the Selected 

Alternative as concurred on by the SHPO (January 7, 2003). Please refer to Chapter V Other 

Agency Correspondence. 

5.   Natural Environment/Ecological Conditions 

a.  Topography and Geology 

The Selected Alternative would involve cutting and/or filling to achieve grade separation at the MD 

355 - Montrose Road/Randolph Road intersection. Construction of ramps would also involve 

moving earth. The grade separation at the railroad track would result in an increase in the amount 

of fill needed to raise the road. 

No unique geologic features or economically important mineral deposits would be affected by the 

Selected Alternative. 

€3 

b. Soils 

1.  Erosion and Sedimentation 

Construction of the Selected Alternative would affect soils, especially by erosion and subsequent 

sedimentation during the construction phase. Any erosion would primarily be caused by removal of 

existing vegetation, leading to increased exposure of soils to weather and runoff potential. 

Sedimentation may increase slightly as the soil becomes disturbed and subsequently erodes. No 

streams or waterways are present within the proposed construction zone. Several control methods 

would be used together to decrease erosion effects including structural, vegetative and operational 

methods during construction. These control measures may include: 

• Conducting work during drier seasons (i.e. autumn and early winter). 

• Seeding, sodding and stabilizing slopes as soon as possible to minimize the exposed area. 

• Stabilizing ditches at the tops of cuts and at the bottoms of fill slopes before evacuation and 

formation of embankments. 

• Proper use of sediment traps, silt fences, slope drains, water holding areas and other control 

measures. 
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•    Use of diversion dikes, mulches, netting, energy dissipaters and other physical erosion 

controls on slopes where vegetation cannot be supported. 

A grading plan and sediment and erosion control plan will be prepared and implemented in 

accordance with Maryland Department of the Environment (MDE) regulations. The grading and 

sediment control plans will minimize the potential for impacts to water quality from erosion and 

sedimentation. 

c.   Water Resources 

1.  Surface Water and Groundwater 

Several potential locations for stormwater management facilities have been identified based on a 

preliminary evaluation of the Selected Alternative, Alternative 9 With Option 4- Bl Shifted South 

and Option Bl Modified (refer to Figure 10). The exact size and location of these facilities would 

be identified in the final stormwater management plan to be developed during the final design phase 

of the project and submitted to MDE for review and approval. 

The Selected Alternative would not affect aquifer formations or the level of the groundwater table 

because local aquifers are recharged by precipitation throughout the study area. In general, 

fluctuations of the groundwater level depend upon precipitation amounts and temperature. 

The Selected Alternative has limited potential for groundwater contamination from roadway runoff 

due to the fact that there are closed drainage systems throughout the study area. Possible pollutants 

would include engine oil, brake lining, coolant, rubber and road salt. The impacts are limited 

spatially by the natural processes of the soil, so there should be less effect farther from the roadway. 

To minimize adverse effects from road wash, storm-water best management practices (BMPs) 

would be strictly followed to comply with MDE standards. Specific measures include adherence to 

erosion and sediment control procedures and vegetating and stabilizing exposed soil. Other 

measures may include proper handling of hazardous materials during the construction phase. 

d. Ecological Effects 

1. Terrestrial WUdlife/Habitat 

The Selected Alternative would minimally affect quality of wildlife habitat and vegetation because 

any proposed construction would occur within dense urban development area with only small 

woodland stands throughout the study area. Based on a more refined limit of disturbance (LOP) 
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subsequent to the Environmental Assessment (EA) and the Relocated Randolph Road alignment 

shift to the south, woodland impacts for the Selected Alternative have been minimized to nine acres 

(refer to Table 1 and Figure 8). The loss of vegetation would decrease the amount of available 

habitat for local animal populations that may reside in the study area. The loss of vegetation may 

also encourage these animal populations to relocate to other vegetated areas. 

The Maryland Reforestation Act requires the minimization of forest clearing, replacement of 

removed wooded areas or contributions to a reforestation fund if forested areas are taken. See 

Figure 8 for impacted woodland acreage. The Selected Alternative would comply with the 

Maryland Reforestation Act. Every effort will be made to minimize the impacts within the project 

area. 

Per Natural Resources Article 5-103, "Reforestation Law," adopted 1989, amended 1990 and 1991, 

all highway construction projects utilizing $1 or more of State funding must mitigate for forest 

impacts greater than one acre. Replacement is required on an acre-for-acre (1:1) basis and must be 

accomplished on public land. SHA will adhere to the following prioritized list when selecting 

reforestation sites. 

• Reforestation  within  the  project  right-of-way  or  on   SHA  property  adjacent to the 

construction site. 

• Reforestation on any public land within the County and subwatershed where impacts are 

anticipated. 

• Reforestation to occur in the County or subwatershed in the state in which the construction 

activity is located. 

The following criterion will apply to all planting sites per the options listed above: 

• Open forested planting sites should be at least one-half acre in size and 50 feet wide. 

• Sites adjoining other forest land should be at least one-quarter acre in size and one planting 

row wide. 

• Free-standing strip plantings should be at least 50 feet wide and one-half acre in total size. 

• Site must not be in forested condition before planting. 

• Site must remain in forested condition for the foreseeable future. 
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The Selected Alternative would have minimal effects on wildlife populations within the study area 

because construction would be located in an urban area. Some squirrels, chipmunks, birds and 

insects that dwell in trees and open space in the study area would be displaced, possibly resulting in 

a reduction in populations of those affected species. Edge species that live along the roadways in 

the project area would be pushed farther into the interior of adjacent wooded areas, open space and 

residential/business areas, but new edge habitat should form. The loss of vegetation may also 

indicate that animal populations could relocate to other vegetated areas. 

2. Endangered and Threatened Species 

Coordination with the United States Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS) and the Maryland 

Department of Natural Resources (DNR) indicated that no known federal or state rare, threatened or 

endangered species were identified within the study area. Therefore, none would be affected by the 

Selected Alternative. 

3. Aquatic Wildlife/Habitat 

The Selected Alternative would only minimally affect aquatic species in the study area. Some road 

runoff flowing along drainage ditches may carry slightly increased amounts of pollutants from 

vehicle traffic into streams. However, most road runoff would be filtered by the soil and vegetation 

before contacting surface waters. The potential construction would not be adjacent to any streams. 

6.   Noise Quality 

Three Noise Sensitive Areas (NSAs), represented by seven receptor modeling locations, were 

identified for this project. The locations of these NSAs and receptor locations are shown on Figure 

11. The projected 2020 design-year noise levels indicate that the FHWA Noise Abatement 

Criterion (67 dBA) is approached (66 dBA) or exceeded at two of the three NSAs associated with 

the Selected Build Alternative. 

The following summarizes noise abatement evaluation for each NSA: 

Noise Sensitive Area A -Avalon Crossing Luxury Apartments 

NSA A consists of five apartment buildings located west of the intersection along Montrose Road, 

behind the Montrose Office Center and the Bell Atlantic Building. This NSA is represented by 

Receptors 1 and 2. NSA A would experience build noise levels ranging from 56 to 57 dBA and 
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would not be impacted under the Selected Alternative. The cumulative noise effects of roadway 

improvements were not investigated because NSA A is not impacted. Investigation of a barrier at 

this location is not warranted. 

Noise Sensitive Area B - Pavilion Apartments 

NSA B consists of one apartment building with an outdoor pool located in the northwestern 

quadrant of the intersection of Montrose Road and "Old" Old Georgetown Road. This NSA is 

represented by Receptors 3, 4 and 5. 

Receptor 3 represents the four residences on the south side of the apartment building that face 

Montrose Road. It would experience a noise level of 67 dBA under the Selected Alternative. A 

noise barrier was considered for Receptor 3, but because this receptor represents second floor 

residences and not ground level residences, mitigation is not warranted (according to FHWA and 

SHA criteria). A detailed barrier analysis was not performed. The entrance ramp to the building 

parking garage and a number of commercial/retail properties occupy the ground floor of the south 

side of the Pavilion Apartment property. Because mitigation is not warranted, the cumulative 

effects of traffic noise were not investigated at this location. 

Receptor 4 represents the outdoor pool at the Pavilion Apartments. It would experience a noise 

level of 68 dBA under the Selected Alternative. A noise barrier was considered for Receptor 4. 

However, an existing privately owned wall along the proposed roadway, five to ten feet in height at 

this location, does not allow adequate space for the construction of a barrier. Therefore, the 

cumulative effects of traffic noise were not investigated and a detailed barrier analysis was not 

performed. 

Receptor 5 represents two residences on the east side of the apartment building that face "Old" Old 

Georgetown Road. This receptor was analyzed for consideration of a noise wall under two criteria. 

First, the cumulative effects of traffic noise due to roadway improvements were evaluated. The 

Pavilion Apartments were constructed in 1984 and MD 355 was last improved in 1980 (six lanes 

were added). Therefore, the Pavilion Apartments post-date the most recent roadway improvements 

to MD 355 and residences represented by Receptor 5 would not experience any cumulative traffic 

noise effects from the proposed improvement. Second, the noise levels were analyzed. This 

receptor would experience a noise level of 67 dBA under the Selected Alternative. Noise levels at 
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this location do not increase by the minimum required 3 dBA between the no-build and the Selected 

Alternative. Consequently, this location does not meet SHA reasonableness criteria and a detailed 

barrier analysis was not performed. 

NSA C consists of the Montrose School, a registered historic site that currently operates as a 

daycare facility. This NSA is represented by Receptors 6 and 7. NSA C would experience noise 

levels ranging from 65 to 66 dBA. As shown in Figure 11, Receptor 6 is located on the west side 

of the Montrose School and Receptor 7 is located east of the Montrose School in the existing 

outdoor playground. The playground, the only outdoor use area in NSA C, experiences a noise 

level of 65 dBA under the Selected Alternative. Therefore, this location is not impacted according 

to SHA and FHWA guidelines. An investigation of a barrier was not warranted. 

Noise Impact Mitigation 

In summary, noise abatement was determined to be unwarranted at the Avalon Crossing Luxury 

Apartments (NSA A) and the Montrose School (NSA C), and not feasible in the Pavilion 

Apartments (NSA B) under the Selected Alternative. 

7.  Air Quality 

a. Objectives and Types of Analysis 

This analysis will serve as support documentation for the project and has been prepared in 

accordance with the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA), FHWA, and SHA guidelines. 

Carbon monoxide (CO) impacts are analyzed as the accepted indicator of vehicle-generated air 

pollution. 

The EPA CAL3QHC dispersion model is used to predict CO concentrations for air quality sensitive 

receptors for both the build year (2010) and design year (2020). The detailed analyses predict air 

quality impacts from CO vehicular emissions for both the No-Build Alternative and the Selected 

Alternative at each receptor location. Modeled 1-hour and 8-hour average CO concentrations are 

added to background CO concentrations for comparison to the State and National Ambient Air 

Quality Standards (S/NAAQS). 

b. Construction Impacts 

The construction phase of the proposed project has the potential to impact the local ambient air 

quality by generating fugitive dust through activities such as demolition and materials handling. 
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SHA has addressed this possibility by establishing "Standard Specifications for Construction and 

Materials" which specifies procedures to be followed by contractors involved in site work. 

The Maryland Air and Radiation Management Administration was consulted to determine the 

adequacy of the "Specifications" in terms of satisfying the requirements of the "Regulations 

Governing the Control of Air Pollution in the State of Maryland". The Maryland Air and Radiation 

Management Administration found the specifications to be consistent with the requirements of 

these regulations. Therefore, during the construction period, all appropriate measures (Code of 

Maryland Regulations 26.11.03D) would be incorporated to minimize the impact of the proposed 

transportation improvements on the air quality of the area. 

c.   Receptor Site Locations 

Three air quality receptors were selected to represent air quality sensitive locations within the study 

area. In addition, five signalized intersections were analyzed for the No-Build Alternative and four 

signalized intersections were analyzed for the Selected Alternative. The locations of these air 

quality receptor sites and the signalized intersections analyzed are shown on Figure 11. At these 

intersections, receptors were placed at the edge of ROW along roadways where queue lengths form. 

The CO concentration listed for the intersection is the maximum concentration from the receptors 

used to analyze the intersection. 

The following are the sites chosen for the air quality receptors: 

• AQ-1 - Montrose Office Center, 6001 Randolph Road. 

• AQ-2 - Montrose School, 5721 Randolph Road. 

• AQ-3 - Eye Doctor/Dentist Office, 5515 Randolph Road (No-Build Alternative only). 

The intersection location analyzed include: 

• INT-1 - Montrose Road / "Old" Old Georgetown Road. 

• INT-2 - Montrose Road / Randolph Road / MD 355. 

• INT-3 - Randolph Road / Maple Avenue. 

• INT-10 - Randolph Road / Nebel Street. 

• INT-11 - Randolph Road / Access Road. 

• INT-12-Randolph Road/Parklawn Drive. 
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d.  Results of the Microscale Analysis 

A summary of the CO concentrations is shown in Table 8. The concentrations resulting from the 

No-build Alternative or the implementation of the Selected Alternative are below the S/NAAQS for 

the one-hour analyses. The concentrations resulting from Selected Alternative are also below the 

S/NAAQS for the eight-hour analyses. However, the concentrations are above the S/NAAQS for 

the No-Build Alternative at INT-1,1NT-2 and INT-12 for the eight-hour analysis in 2010, and at 

Table 8 
Predicted 1-Hour and 8-Hour CO Concentrations in 2010 and 2020 

Receptor 
2010 2020                             '   | 

W    No-Build Selected Alternative No-Build Selected Alternative 1 
IHpur 8 Hour 1 Hour 8 Hour 1 Hour 8 Hour IHour 8 Hour. 

AQ-1 10.2 5.5 7.2 3.7 12.1 6.5 7.5 4.3 
AQ-2 11.5 6.8 7.0 4.6 13.3 7.7 7.3 4.8 
AQ-3 14.0 7.1 - - 15.8 8.9 - - 
INT-1 17.9 11.1 12.0 7.3 26.9 13.0 12.9 8.1 
INT-2 23.5 11.4 10.0 6.2 28.5 13.1 10.2 6.9 
INT-3 15.4 7.9 7.7 5.0 17.6 9.8 8.2 5.1 
INT-10 10.1 6.3 7.9 5.9 10.7 6.6 8.4 5.9 
INT-11 - - 10.4 6.0 - - 11.7 6.4 
INT-12 15.7 9.5 11.1 7.6 16.1 10.1 12.2 7.7 

NOTES:  1-hour average CO concentrations include a 2.8-ppm background concentration. Worst case (am or p.m.) shown. 

8-hour average concentrations include a 1.8-ppm background concentration. 

The S/NAAQS for the 1 -hour average is 35.0 ppm. 

The S/NAAQS for the 8-hour average is 9.0 ppm. 

Violations of the S/NAAQS are shown in bold. 

INT-1, INT-2, INT-3 and INT-12 for the eight-hour analysis in 2020. A relative comparison of the 

No-Build Alternative versus the Selected Alternative shows that CO concentrations decrease with 

the construction of the Selected Alternative at all receptor locations. This can be attributed to 

improved levels of service at the intersections resulting in shorter queue length and lower CO 

concentrations. 

e.   Conformity with Regional Air Quality Planning 

The MD 355 - Montrose Road/Raiidolph Road Intersection Improvement Study is located in 

Montgomery County, Maryland. This county is not designated as a non-attainment area for CO or 

particulate matter (PMio), but is designated as a serious non-attainment area for ozone (O3). Since 
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the project is located in an ozone non-attainment area, conformity to the State Implementation Plans 

(SIPs) is determined through a regional air quality analysis performed on the Transportation 

Improvement Plan (TIP) and transportation plan. This project conforms to the SIP as it originates 

from a conforming TIP and transportation plan. 

f.   Analysis Input 

Traffic Data 

The traffic data used for this air quality analysis included average daily traffic volumes (ADTs), 

design hour volume (DHV), percent daily distributions (diurnal traffic curves) and LOS "C" 

volumes for both the Selected and No-Build Alternatives. Traffic speeds were determined by the 

Highway Capacity Manual, based on the level of service volume provided by SHA. The maximum 

speed for roadway segments was limited to the posted speed limit. The ramp speeds were assumed 

to be 20 mph and the access road was assumed to be 30 mph. These data were compiled for each 

alternative and each year of study. The existing posted speed limits for each roadway segment are 

listed in Table 9. 

Table 9 
Posted Speed Limits 

1 4* Roadway 

Montrose Road 
MD355 
Nebel Street 
Parklawn Drive 
Randolph Road 
"Old" Old Georgetown Road 
Maple Avenue/Chapman Avenue 

40 mph 
40 mph 
30 mph 
30 mph 
35 mph 
25 mph 
25 mph 

Posted Speed Limit 

Five signalized intersections were included in the No-Build Alternative, Montrose Road at "Old" 

Old Georgetown Road, Montrose Road-Randolph Road at MD 355, Randolph Road at Maple 

Avenue, Randolph Road at Nebel Street and Randolph Road at Parklawn Drive. The signal timing 

was assumed to be optimized based on current and future traffic volumes. 

Vehicular Emissions 

Mobile source emission factors were obtained for use in the CO prediction models using the latest 

version of the EPA Mobile Source Emission Factors Model, MOBILE5b, released September 14, 

1996.   The emission rates of individual vehicles are influenced by factors such as ambient_aii_ 
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temperature, engine temperature, operating mode, average speed and maintenance. The average 

emission rate for a fleet of vehicles operating on a highway is further influenced by the composition 

of the fleet, vehicle type and vehicle age. MWCOG provided assumptions for these factors used in 

the MD 355 - Montrose Road/Randolph Road Intersection Improvement Study MOBUJESb models. 

Vehicle CO emissions rates increase with decreasing ambient temperature. An ambient 

temperature of 46.50F was used to determine both one-hour and eight-hour impacts. Engine 

operating temperature is included in the emission rate calculation as the fraction of vehicles 

operating in the cold or hot modes. The Federal Test Procedure (FTP) operating mode (20.6% non- 

catalytic cold start vehicles, 27.3% catalytic hot start vehicles and 20.6% catalytic cold start 

vehicles) was used to represent emissions from vehicles for MD 355. Vehicle maintenance is 

factored into the emissions rate calculation as the rate of compliance with the Maryland Vehicle 

Emissions Inspection Program (VEIP). The default MOBILE5b vehicle miles traveled was 

assumed. One set of trip length distributions and registration distributions by age was supplied by 

MWCOG and used in this model. 

Assumptions for the fuel parameters used in MOBILESb were provided by MWCOG. Wintertime 

reformulated gasoline rules were assumed. MWCOG assumes no additional correction factors for 

humidity, air conditioner usage and trailer towing. Refueling emission rates were calculated 

reflecting the mandatory onboard vapor recovery system. 

Meteorological Factors 

For direct comparison to the S/NAAQS, CO concentrations were estimated for worst-case one-hour 

and eight-hour periods. The meteorological conditions that would result in the maximum one-hour 

concentrations are (1) conditions of very light wind speeds (1.0 m/sec) and (2) very stable 

atmospheric conditions (Stability F). The wind direction that results in the maximum receptor 

concentration is dependent upon roadway/receptor geometry. In general, for receptors near free 

flow links, wind angles nearly parallel to the roadway yield the highest CO concentrations. The 

highest CO concentration for receptors near signalized intersections can result from wind directions 

nearly parallel to the roadway to wind directions nearly perpendicular to the roadway depending on 

the interaction of moving and idling vehicles. 

& 
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The worst case 1-hour average analyses conducted for this study were performed using the highest 

one-hour traffic volumes. Stability Class F, and a 1.0 m/sec. wind speed. Both a.m. and p.m. peaks 

were analyzed. The maximum one-hour CO impact was obtained for each air quality sensitive 

receptor by adding the background concentration to the one-hour CO receptor-specific 

concentration. 

To estimate the maximum eight-hour average CO concentration, daily traffic distributions (diurnal 

curves) were used to breakdown the ADTs into hourly traffic volumes. Hourly time segments were 

analyzed to determine the receptor-specific CO concentrations. Stability Class D and a 2.0 m/s 

wind speed was used for the hours before 5 p.m. and Stability Class F and a 1.0 m/s wind speed was 

used for the hours after 5 p.m. The worst consecutive eight hours were averaged and added to the 

background CO concentration to obtain the 8-hour average CO concentration. 

CAL3QHC Analysis 

The mathematical model used to estimate future air quality concentrations was the current version 

of the EPA's CAL3QHC dispersion model, released in June 1993. The CAL3QHC dispersion 

model is a microcomputer-based modeling methodology developed to predict the level of CO or 

other inert pollutant concentrations from motor vehicles traveling near roadway intersections. The 

CAL3QHC model is a consolidation of the CALINE3 line source dispersion model and an 

algorithm that internally estimates the length of the queues formed by idling vehicles at signalized 

intersections. Based on the assumption that vehicles at an intersection are either in motion or in an 

idling state, the program is designed to predict air pollution concentrations by combining the 

emissions from both moving and idling vehicles. By including emissions from idling vehicles, 

CAL3QHC represents a more reliable tool then CALINE3 alone for predicting CO concentrations 

near signalized intersections where idling vehicles interact with moving vehicles in complex 

configurations. Predictions of free flow traffic volumes using either CALINE3 or CAL3QHC 

would yield equivalent results. 

The CAL3QHC program requires the roadways to be broken down into segments known as links. 

Links can be either free flow links (for vehicles moving at a constant velocity) or queue links (for 

idling vehicles). The No-Build Alternative and the Selected Alternative would contain both free- 

flow and queue links since five-signalized intersections already exist and a total of four signalized 

intersections are proposed in the Selected Alternative. Each of these can be one of four types based 
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on the roadway geometry (at-grade, fill, bridge, or depressed). Al] free flow and queue links used 

in this study are at-grade links. The required inputs for each link are the end points, traffic volume 

(vehicles/hour) and the emission factor (g/veh* mile for free flow links or g/veh*hour for queue 

links). Additional inputs for queue links only are the average cycle length (seconds), average red 

time length (seconds), clearance time lost (seconds), saturation flow rate (vehicles/hour), signal 

type (pre-timed actuated, or semi-actuated), and arrival rate (worst, below average, average, above 

average, or best profession). The saturation flow was assumed to be 1,600 vehicles/hour with all. 

signals assumed to be pre-timed, with an average arrival rate, and a clearance lost time of 2.0 

seconds. 

A free flow link is defined as a straight segment of roadway having a constant width, height, traffic 

volume and speed, and vehicle emission factor. A change in any of these factors requires a new 

link to be coded. The width of a free flow link is the roadway width plus 10 feet on each side of the 

roadway to account for the dispersion of the plume generated by the wake of moving vehicles. 

A queue link is defined as a straight segment of roadway with a constant width and emission source 

strength, on which vehicles are idling during the average red time length. The program calculated 

the length of the queue based on the traffic volume and the average red time length. The width of a 

queue link is the roadway width. 

CAL3QHC also requires the input of meteorological factors. These factors are averaging time 

(minutes), surface roughness coefficient (cm), settling velocity (cm/s), deposition velocity (cm/s), 

wind speed (m/s) and mixing height (m). The values used for these factors were held constant 

throughout the analysis and are presented in Table 10. 

CAL3QHC calculates the CO concentration at each receptor for a given wind direction. The wind 

direction was varied through a full 360 degrees in five-degree increments in this study. The results 

for all wind directions for each receptor are placed in a matrix and CAL3QHC determines the wind 

direction that caused the worst CO concentration at each receptor. 

ffl 
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Table 10 
Factor Values 

Averaging Time 
Surface Roughness Coefficient 
Settling Velocity 
Deposition Velocity 

Mixing Height 

Scale Factor 

Source Height 

60 minutes 
175 cm (Office) 
0.0 cm/second 
0.0 cm/second 

1,000 meters 

0.3048 meters/foot 

0.0 feet 

Background Levels 

In order to calculate the total concentration of CO that occurs at a particular receptor site during 

worst-case meteorological conditions, the background levels are considered in addition to the levels 

directly attributable to the facility under consideration. 

The background levels used were measured in 1999 at the Virginia Department of Environmental 

Quality monitoring station on Arlington Boulevard near Seven Comers in Fairfax County, as 

presented on the EPA AIRS Data website. Data from this site was used because it most closely 

represents the suburban, residential and commercial character of the study site (Table 11). 

Table 11 
Background Levels 
^P^Si^SB^iii^iBEip^^tt^ 
Year IHour 8 hour 
2010 2.8 1.8 
2020 2.8 1.8 

| * Parts Per Million 
Data obtained from EPA's AIRS Data website 
United States Department of the Environment 
Office of Air Quality Planning & Standards 
Information Transfer & Program Integration Division 
Information Transfer Group 
Research Triangle Park, NC 27711 
http:/Avww.epa.gov/airsdata 

Conclusion 

All air quality modeling is consistent with the EPA's "Guidelines for Modeling Carbon Monoxide 

from Roadway Intersections" published in November 1992. The CO analysis conducted for the 

MD 355 - Montrose Road/Randolph Road Intersection Improvement Study resulted in violation of 
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the 8-hour National Ambient Air Quality Standards with the No-Build Alternative and Alternative 3 

(with and without option Bl Modified). Year 2020 analysis of the No-Build Alternative resulted in 

four intersections exceeding the eight-hour S/NAAQS concentration for CO. These intersections 

include the following: 

• Montrose RoadTOld" Old Georgetown Road. 

• MD 355 - Montrose Road/Randolph Road. 

• Randolph Road/Maple Avenue. 

• Randolph Road/Parklawn Drive. 

The Selected Alternative does not violate the 1-hour or 8-hour S/NAAQS CO criteria in either the 

2010 or 2020 analysis years. Construction of the Selected Alternative would decrease CO 

concentrations at all receptor locations. This can be attributed to improved levels of service at the 

intersections, resulting in shorter queue lengths and consequently lower CO concentrations. 

Copies of this air quality analysis were circulated in August 2001 to EPA and MDE, Maryland Air 

and Radiation Management Administration for review and comment. For more detailed 

information regarding the air quality analysis, please reference MD 355 Montrose Road-Randolph 

Road from West of Old Georgetown Road to East ofParklawn Drive Air Quality Analysis. 

8.   Hazardous Materials 

The scope of the hazardous waste investigation conducted for this project to date was limited to 

visual observations made during the site reconnaissance and the review of background information 

such as state and federal regulatory database information. 

Additional information, which was not readily available at the time of this report, may result in the 

modification of the information presented herein. The information summarized does not confirm or 

guarantee the absence of disposed hazardous waste or environmental concerns. 

A total of twenty sites were identified during the Initial Site Assessment (ISA) investigation. All the 

identified properties have the potential for soil and/or groundwater contamination that could require 

cleanup, disposal and potential remediation. The Selected Alternative would displace five sites and 

potentially impact three other sites identified during the ISA. 
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A Preliminary Site Investigation (PS1) is currently being conducted by SHA on eight sites within 

the project area and is expected to be complete in March 2003. Surface, sub surface and possibly 

groundwater samples will be collected from each of the sites. All samples will be analyzed for a 

list of probable contaminants. A detailed report of the PSI will be completed after the field 

sampling and laboratory analysis. Impacted properties having underground storage tanks will 

require them to be removed in accordance with all applicable local and state regulations. 

G.       Secondary and Cumulative Effects Analysis 

A Secondary and Cumulative Effects Analysis (SCEA) was performed in compliance with the 

NEPA and Council on Environmental Quality (CEQ) regulations that require the secondary and 

cumulative effects of a project to be examined (40 CFR 1508.25 (c)). 

1.   Scoping 

a. Resources 

Table 12 is a summary matrix listing the resources to be analyzed in the project SCEA. The 

resources listed represent those that have the potential to be directly impacted by the Selected 

Alternative. Table 12 also identifies the sub-boundary (i.e., resource boundary or census tracts) 

used in conducting the SCEA for individual resources, the analysis methodology, data sources and 

agencies that provided the data necessary to conduct the SCEA for the resources analyzed. 

b. Boundary 

The establishment of the SCEA geographical boundary is a synthesis of all sub-boundaries 

considered into one overall SCEA boundary. The sub-boundaries considered in establishing the 

SCEA geographical boundary are listed below and can be found on Figure 12: 

• ARDS •    Census Tracts 

• Area Of Traffic Influence •    County Planning Area(s) 

• Subwatersheds •    Sewer and Water Service 

Figure 12 also shows the synthesis of the Alternatives Retained for Detailed Study, Area of Traffic 

Influence, Subwatershed and Census Tracts sub-boundaries in the overall SCEA geographical 

boundary. Because the subwatersheds extend beyond the proposed SCEA geographical boundary, 

analysis of forested lands utilize existing data such as watershed trends reports whose information 

lie beyond the proposed SCEA boundary. 
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Table 12 
Preliminary SCEA Resources 

Forests 

Historic 
Resources 

Subwatershed 

Census Tract 

Trends analysis, overlays 
Identify areas of highest growth using 
population and employment demographics for 
the SCEA geographical boundary. This will 
determine habitat impact trends from the past to 
the present time frame. For anticipated present 
(near future) and future impacts, overlay future 
land use mapping (forested areas and open 
spaces) with proposed future development areas 
to calculate potential future impacts. State and 
local forest regulations will be considered when 
assessing/estimating impacts.  
Trends analysis, overlays 
Obtain information from Maryland Historical 
Trust regarding National Register and/or 
Maryland Inventory sites within the SCEA 
boundary. Past impacts data was not available, 
therefore past impacts were not assessed. 
Present, including near future, and future 
impacts will be projected by overlaying land use 
in relation to existing historic/archeological 
sites. When assessing present and future 
impacts, consider laws in place protecting these 
resources. 

Historic Mapping 
North Bethesda/Garret Park Master 
Plan 
Breeding Bird Atlas 
EPA Landscape Atlas Maps 
Aerial Photography 
1997 Land Use/Land Cover Maps 

MHT Correspondence 
National Register of Historic Places 
Database 
Maryland Inventory of Historic 
Properties Database 
North Bethesda/Garrett Park Master 
Plan 

MDP 
USFWS 
DNR 
MDE 
M-NCPPC 
MWCOG 
Montgomery County 
Department of Park and 
Planning 

• DNR 
• M-NCPPC 
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c.   Time Frame 

1.  Past Time Frame 

The year 1980 was selected as the past time frame for the SCEA. This date marks the lane 

additions to several roadway segments of MD 355 within Montgomery County, and soon after, the 

opening of the "Red Line" from Washington D.C. to Shady Grove and the addition of three 

Metrorail stations in North Bethesda. As listed in Table 13 and illustrated on Figure 13, the 

selection of 1980 as the past time frame is substantiated by population trends increasing 14 percent 

in the period from 1980 through 1990. During the previous decade population decreased by 14 

percent. 

Table 13 
Montgomery County and SCEA Study Area Populations (1970 - 2020) 
Montgomery County and SCEA Stady Area Population      '^^^J--^'^' '^v-'.V 

.''\'^•''••;'^>>;y/; \Xi;'^r'' 
1970* , 1980* 1990* 2000* 2010^ 2020**,:?' vv 

SCEA Study Area 51,396 44,418 50,488 56,206 N/A N/A 

Growth Increase N/A -14% 14% 11% N/A N/A 

Entire County 522,809 579,053 762,875 860,000 945,000 1,000,000 

Growth Increase N/A 11% 32% 13% 10% 6% 

* From US Census Bureau Tracts 

** From Montgomery County Planning Commission 

Figure 13 
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2.  Future Time Frame 

Year 2020 was chosen for the SCEA's reasonably foreseeable future time frame. This is the design 

year of the project and represents the time frame in which travel forecasting land use assumptions 

were conducted for the project. Additional readily available 2025 land use data from MWCOG 

Round 6.2 land use forecast was used to support the SCEA analysis in the future time frame. 

2.   Analysis 

Terrestrial Habitat and Historic Resources were the two resources evaluated as part of the SCEA. 

With the Selected Alternative, Alternative 9 with Option 4- Bl Shifted South and Option Bl 

Modified, evaluation of the alternatives and correspondence with local M-NCPPC planners revealed 

that no secondary impacts are expected to occur with any of the proposed alternatives. 

a.  Land Use Scenarios 

1.  Past 

The past land use scenario established for the SCEA is consistent with the 1980 past SCEA time 

frame. Readily available land use data for this time period was limited. To establish a past land use 

scenario, Montgomery County's "Wedges and Corridors" plan was used. The "Wedges and 

Corridors" plan is the portion of Montgomery County's General Plan that guides development. The 

Montgomery County General Plan was approved by the County Council in 1969 as a modification 

of the Montgomery County portion of "On Wedges and Corridors: A General Plan for the 

Development of the Washington Regional District." The General Plan provides broad policy 

guidance for development patterns and for transportation and environmental issues in Montgomery 

County. The concept focuses on wedges and corridors, with employment and residential nodes 

concentrated in corridors served by rail transit and major highways. 

Figure 14 shows the extent of the land use categories that guide growth in Montgomery County. 

The SCEA boundary consists of two types of "Wedges and Corridors" land use categories including 

the 1-270 Corridor and the Urban Ring. Both of these categories contain a mix of residential and 

commercial land uses. 

2. Present 

The present land use scenario established for the SCEA is based on Maryland Department of 

Planning (MDP) land use/land cover maps. The MDP land use/land cover maps generally classify 

land uses that are 10 acres and larger in size (MDP, 1997). The land use scenario used for the 
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SCEA was generalized into the major categories of residential, commercial/industrial, agricultural, 

forest, open water/wetlands and bare land. As shown on Figure 15, the majority of the SCEA study 

area is developed. Residential and commercial land uses are the dominant classifications within the 

SCEA boundary. The MDP land use map was updated to reflect development that is planned for 

the near future (approximately 1-5 years). Near Future development identified in the 1992 North 

Bethesda/Garrett Park Master Plan was added to the MDP base map. Proposed development, 

according to the 1992 North Bethesda/Garrett Park Master Plan, is listed in Table 14 and shown on 

Figure 15. Near future development shows that planned residential and commercial growth within 

the SCEA study area is consistent with the underlying land use classified by MDP. Field 

verification of these developments shows that all but one (Tri-Rock) property has been developed 

since publication of the Master Plan. 

3.  Future 

The future land use scenario was established by overlaying parcels of land identified in the 1992 

Master Plan as "vacant or redevelopable" with the present land use scenario map. Each of the land 

parcels is summarized in Table 15 and shown on Figure 16. Zoning changes were recommended 

by the 1992 North Bethesda/Garrett Park Master Plan to encourage development of these parcels or 

change the type of development that is currently in place. Overlaying land parcels greater than ten 

acres with the present land use map provides an indication of how the future landscape may change 

from its current condition. Examination of each of the parcels shows that recommended zoning 

changes are consistent with the present-year land use scenario for five of the parcels. Five additional 

parcels, however, are slated for growth that is not consistent with the underlying present land use 

scenario. These inconsistencies are shown on Figure 15 and include the following: 

• Montrose Crossing. 

• Wilgus. 

• Georgetown Preparatory School. 

• Holy Cross. 

• Davis-Lux Lane. 
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Table 14 

Near Future Development 
|             Development Size Descriptiot* 

i Twinbrook Mall and Towers 212,000 Sq. Ft., 231 
Apartments 

Mixed-Use Development 

2 Chapman Place 
320,800 Sq. Ft. Office, 44,200 
Sq. Ft Retail, 355 Apartments Mixed-Use Development 

3 Tri-Rock 275,000 Sq. Ft. Office Facility, Non-Residential Pipeline 
4 Wilgus Tract 161,880 Sq. Ft. Office Facility 

5 Washington Science Center, Parcel E 225,386 Sq. Ft. 
Office Facility, Non-Residential Pipeline 

6 State Highway Administration 60,000 Sq. Ft. Office Facility 
7 The Wisconsin 755 Condominium Units Two-Building, High-Rise Condominium 

8 Nuclear Regulatory Commission 357,900 Sq. Ft., 200 
Apartments 

Office Facility, Non-Residential Pipeline 

9 Milton 132 Housing Units Residential, Townhouses 
10 IBM 1,384,430 Sq. Ft. Office Facility, Non-Residential Pipeline 
11 Rock Spring Plaza 183,990 Sq. Ft. Office Facility, Non-Residential Pipeline 
12 Marriott 249,000 Sq. Ft. Hotel, Non-Residential Completion 

A 1-270 "Y" N/A 
Improve Interchange at Democracy Blvd and 
Femwood Road 

B 1-270 
N/A 

Construct a Diamond Interchange to Connect 1-270 
and Rockledge Drive 

C 1-270 "Y" N/A 
Improve the 1-270 "Y"/Democracy Blvd 
Interchange 

Table 15 

Future Land Use Devel 'opment 
Property Property Size Existing Land Use Existing Zoning Proposed Zoning Change 

i 1-1 Zone Ouiside Sector Plans 176 Acres Commercial/Industrial 
• Light Industrial 
4 General Commercial 

• Low Intensity-Light Indusuial 
• Limited Commercial, North of Bou Ave 

2 Montrose Crossing 39 Acres Commercial/Industrial: 
• 8 Acres-General Commercial 
• 32 Acres-Light Industrial 

-• Residential-Mixed Use Development, 
Regional Center - Commercial Based '.. 

3 Armstrong and Mervis 23 Acres Residential and Forest 

• 17 Acres-Residential, One-Family to the 
East and Multiple Family, Medium Density 
Residential 
• 6 Acres-Residential. One-Family 

• Residential One-Family with Transferable 
Development Rights 

4 Wilgus 30 Acres Commercial/Industrial 

• 300-Feet -Residential, One-Family with 
Commercial Office 
• Central Portion- Office Commercial and 
General Commercial 

• 8 Acres-A Base Zone of Residential, One- 
Family 
• 2 Acres-Limited Commercial 
• 10 Acres-A Floating Zone 
• 4 Acres-Low Density Office 

5 Mid Pike Plaza 20 Acres Commercial/Industrial • General Commercial 
+ General Commercial with a General 
Commercial Euclidean Zone, for future 
development, subject to Urban Design Review 

6 White Flint Parking Lot 15 Acres Commercial/Industrial 
• 12 Acres-General Commercial 
• 3 Acres-Residential, One-Family 

• Existing Zoning is Confirmed 

7 Georgetown Prepatory School 92.59 Acres Commercial/Industrial • Single-Family, Residential + Single-Family, Residential is confirmed with 
a recommended Planned Development Zone 

g Holy Cross 35 Acres Commercial/Industrial • Residential, One-Family • Existing Zoning is Confirmed 

9 Davis-Lux Lane 19 Acres Commercial/Industrial • Residential, One-Family 
• 50 percent is recommended for an access 
ramp from 1-270 to Rock Spring Park and the 
remaining 50 percent will remain the same 

10 Loehmann's Plaza 10 Acres Commercial/Industrial 
• 8 Acres- Convenience Commercial 
• 2 Acres- Residential Townhouse 

• Rezone- Limited Commercial 

11 Montgomery Conference Center 315,000 Sq Ft Commercial/Industrial • General Commercial • Existing Zoning is Confirmed 
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Generally the future land use in the SCEA geographical boundary for the year 2020 would remain 

similar to the existing scenario. The parcels described above may alter the appearance of small 

isolated land areas, but are unlikely to change the overall land use from its current condition. The 

impact of these changes may be minimal due to the prevalence of mixed-use development in many 

of these parcels. The most noticeable change to the future landscape would be the intensity of 

development in the area. The trends analysis (detailed below) shows that the area within the SCEA 

geographical boundary will continue to develop through the addition of people and jobs. 

b.  SCEA Resource Effects 

1.   Terrestrial Habitat (Forests) 

Available data regarding present forest habitat was obtained from aerial mapping of the SCEA 

study area. Terrestrial habitat primarily includes forested areas that are present as forested corridors 

alongside streams, as land preserved for future transitway alignment and as fragmented patches 

interspersed with highway, commercial and residential land uses. Other forms of terrestrial habitat, 

such as open space, were not found within the SCEA geographical boundary. 

a.  Past 

The SCEA study area is contained within the Middle Potomac-Catoctin and Middle Potomac 

Anacostia-Occoquan River Basins (USGS HU Units). The EPA Landscape Atlas maps (1990 data) 

indicate that both of these basins are less than 48 percent forested and that greater than 21 percent of 

this forested area is fragmented. Both river basins have less than 24 percent of forest interior 

habitat (large tracts of contiguous forest cover). Less than two percent of both watersheds have 

suitable interior forest habitat. 

Past stresses to forest habitats and corridors include forest fragmentation due to highway, residential 

and commercial land uses and pesticide applications. As shown on Figure 17 and listed on Table 

16, the SCEA study area experienced rapid population and employment growth between 1980 and 

2000. 

Population totals for the watersheds encompassed by the SCEA boundary show more than a 10,000- 

person increase from 1980-1999. Population for the county increased an average of 15.4 percent 

since 1980 and the numerical change (>115,000) between 1990 and 2000 is the highest of all 

counties in Maryland. Subsequent infrastructure associated with this growth was supported by a 

number of transportation projects and is shown on Figure 18. 
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Table 16 

Population and Employment Change 1980-2000 
Tranportation 
Analysis Zone 

Note 
I               Jobs Percent 

Change 
Population Percent 

Change 1980 2000 1980 2000 
68 315 316 0% 3,585 3,566 -1% 
123 3,666 5,013 37% 4,436 4,622 4% 
130 4,585 23,375 410% 16 3 -81% 
132 319 539 69% 3,135 2,585 -18% 
134 * 3,286 4,757 45% 2,238 2,411 8% 
135 * 408 1,649 304% 1,546 3,704 140% 
137 * 2,876 6,250 117% 522 984 89% 
138 • 507 156 -69% 4,252 4,159 -2% 
175 * 419 1,197 186% 6,165 6,005 -3% 
185 * 964 1,354 40% 5,934 5,196 -12% 
121,122 • 13,537 14,407 6% 3,655 4,120 13% 
124,125 * 5,857 4,849 -17% 2,582 3,033 17% 
126,139 * 311 467 50% 2,082 1,731 -17% 
131,127 * 3,752 5,219 39% 360 5804 1512% 
133,136 * 7,040 14,720 109% 3 1739 57867% 
172,173 * 4,030 8,290 106% 6,146 3,851 -37% 

Data from the USGS-PWRC (Patuxent Wildlife Research Center) indicates a general negative trend 

estimate in Maryland between the 1966-1996 Breeding Bird Survey (BBS) period for many species 

in the Woodland Breeding Species Group. The primary reasons for the general decline in breeding 

populations of certain species within the SCEA boundary include: 

• Forest habitat loss and fragmentation, and wintering habitat loss due to development. 

• Loss of food sources (mainly insects) due to pesticide applications. 

• Human disturbance. 

• Brown-headed Cowbird parasitism. 

b. Future 

Trends analyses shows that development pressures continue to add stress to terrestrial habitat inside 

of the SCEA geographical boundary. According to MWCOG Round 6.2 forecasts, future 

population is expected to increase 20 percent and employment is expected to increase thirteen 

percent between the years 2000 and 2020. This growth is illustrated on Figure 19 and listed on 

Table 17. 
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Table 17 

Population and Employment Change 2000-2020 

Tranportation 
Analysis Zone 

I               Jobs Percent 
Change 

|           Population Percent 
Change 2,000 2020 2000 2020 

68 316 325 3% 3,566 3,454 -3% 
121 3,101 3,395 9% 4,120 4,280 4% 
122 11,306 11,974 6% iliiliiil! 1,832 183100% 
123 5,013 5,282 5% 4,622 4,870 5% 
124 350 350 0% 960 1,045 9% 
125 4,499 4,989 11% 2,073 2,193 6% 
126 53 53 0% 1,438 1,438 0% 
127 4,833 5,031 4% 395 454 15% 
130 23,375 29,151 25% iiiiiiiiiiiii 2,288 76167% 
131 386 416 8% 5,409 5,585 3% 
132 539 539 0% 2,585 2,802 8% 
133 13,030 14,514 11% 179 187 4% 
134 4,757 5,023 6% 2,411 2,668 11% 
135 1,649 1,654 0% 3,704 4,058 10% 
136 1,690 2,652 57% 1,560 2,001 28% 
137 6,250 6,949 11% 984 3,146 220% 
138 156 156 0% 4,159 4,347 5% 
139 414 426 3% 293 2,701 822% 
172 422 422 0% 3,535 3,517 -1% 
173 7,868 8,277 5% 316 546 73% 
175 1,197 1,197 0% 6,005 5,852 -3% 
185 1,354 1,354 0% 5,196 5,057 -3% 

Overlay analysis shows that one land parcel (Armstrong and Mervis) identified as vacant or 

redevelopable occurs in an area containing forested land. This property is located just south of 

Montrose Road and west of MD 355. The location of this parcel is illustrated on Figure 20 and 

summarized in Table 15. The parcel consists of 23 acres of mixed residential and forested land. 

Future development pressures associated with the proposed Montrose Parkway alignment may 

occur at this site. The 1992 Bethesda/Garrett Park Master Plan identifies the need to preserve as 

much of the natural wooded land as possible as a way of buffering residential properties from the 

future Montrose Parkway {Figure 20). 
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Although overlay analysis identifies only one land area conducive to terrestrial habitat, the added 

growth planned for the future may continue to put pressure on species utilizing the remaining 

forested land. To minimize further degradation of terrestrial habitat, a number of laws and 

regulations are applicable to preserving this land in the future time frame. They include: 

• The MD Reforestation Law (Natural Resources Article 5-103). 

• The Montgomery County - Forest Conservation Law (1992 L.M.C.). 

• The Montgomery County Legacy Open Space Program. 

2.   Historic Resources 

a.   Trends/Overlays/Matrices 
Evaluation of historic resources utilized data from the National Register of Historic Places, 

Maryland Inventory of Historic Properties and the Montgomery County Master Plan for Historic 

Preservation. Overlay was the primary analysis methodology used to assess potential impacts to 

historic resources. 

A total of three National Register of Historic Places listings are contained within the SCEA 

geographical boundary. These properties include: 

• Third Edition to Rockville and St. Mary's Church (NR-506) 

• Montrose School (NR-722) 

• Garrett Park Historic District (NR-265). 

National Register of Historic Places listings are properties identified as significant consistent with 

Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act. In the State of Maryland, this listing is 

administered by the State Historic Preservation Office. 

A total of 39 properties (including the three properties listed on the National Register of Historic 

Places) listed in the Maryland Inventory of Historic Properties are contained within the SCEA 

geographical boundary. The Maryland Inventory of Historic Properties is a listing of historic 

structures, monuments, districts and other properties maintained by the Maryland Historical Trust 

(MHT) Office of Research, Survey and Registration. These 39 properties are shown on Figure 21 

and listed in Table 18. 
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1. Past 

Records that show trends in the elimination or protection of historic sites in the past time frame are 

not readily available. Because of this, a past to present trends analysis was not conducted for these 

resources. 

2. Future 

Future assessment of historic properties included overlaying future development on the locations of 

existing known historic properties. Overlay analysis determined that the Montrose School is the 

only National Register of Historic Places listing that falls within an area proposed as a key 

redevelopable parcel. The land on which this property is located, owned by SHA, is in close 

proximity to the county's Chapman Road (Extension) project. The Montrose School, owned by 

Peerless Rockville Historic Preservation Ltd., is located along Randolph Road east of MD 355, near 

the Montrose Crossing property. 

The Montrose School is also listed on the Maryland Inventory of Historic Properties. Overlay 

analysis indicated that three additional properties listed on the Maryland Inventory of Historic 

Properties are located within the areas proposed for future development. These properties include: 

• Wilkens Estate - Parklawn Cemetery (M: 30-01). 

• Georgetown Preparatory School -Our Lady of the Lourdes Chapel (M: 30-20). 

• Metropolitan Branch B&O Rail Road (M: 0). 

It was assumed, using the overlay analysis methodology, that these are the only sites within the 

SCEA boundary potentially susceptible to cumulative effects. It should be noted that the Montrose 

School's inclusion on the National Register of Historic Places and inclusion on the Master Plan for 

Historic Preservation (7992 North Bethesda/Garrett Park Master Plan) offers protection to this 

resource. MHT has concurred that the Selected Alternative would have no adverse effect to the 

Montrose School (January 7,2003). 
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Table 18 

Historic Properties 

Historic 
Property ID 

Number 
Property Name Street Address 

NR-506 Third Edition to Rockville and St. Mary's Church; Entry Date -11/20/78 
NR-722 Montrose School House; Entry Date -1/24/83 Randolph Road, Rockville 
NR-265 Garrett Park Historic District; Entry Date -1/31/75 Garrett Park 
M: 26-21-02 Tyson Wheeler Funeral Home 1331 Rockville Pike (MD 355), Rockville 
M: 30-04 Smokehouse 12012 Old Bridge Road, Rockville 
M: 30-05 Holly Oaks 6520 Tilden Lane, Rockville 
M: 26-21-01 Simmons Building 706 Rockville Pike (MD 355), Rockville 
M: 26-21-04 Sprigg Poole House (Doggett House) 1300 Rockville Pike (MD 355), Rockville 
M: 26-21-06 Congressional Airport (Congressional Shopping City) Rockville Pike (MD 355), Rockville 
M: 26-21-05 Dixie Cream Donut Shop (Montgomery Donuts) 1402 Rockville Pike (MD 355), Rockville 
M: 26-13-09 Janeta Houses Survey District 808-822 Veirs Mill Road (MD 28), Rockville 
M: 26-13 Rt. 28/Baltimore Rd. Area Rockville 
M: 26-17 Glenview Farm Area 603 Edmonston Drive, Twinbrook 
M: 30-19 Davis Farm 10500 Old Georgetown Rd.(MD187), Bethesda 
M: 30-14 Linden Oak Beach Drive, Bethesda 
M: 30-12 Corby Estate (Strathmore Hall Arts Center) 10801 Rockville Pike (MD 355), Rockville 
M: 30-13-05 Chevy House 10912 Montrose Avenue, Garrett Park 
M: 30-13-03 Garrett Park Chapel (Garrett Park Town Hall) 10814 Kenilworth Avenue, Garrett Park 
M: 30-13-04 Garrett Park School (Garrett Park Day Care Center) 4810 Oxford Street, Garrett Park 
M: 30-06 Uncle Tom's Cabin (Riley House) 11420 Old Georgetown Rd (MD187), Rockville 
M: 30-07 Luttrell Estate Nicholson Lane, Rockville 
M: 30-08 Wall Estate 5900 Executive Boulevard, Rockville 
M: 30-10 Rainbow Motel 11520 Rockville Pike (MD 355), Rockville 
M: 30-09 Mantouri Estate 11609 Rockville Pike (MD 355), Rockville 
M: 30-02 Montrose Schoolhouse Randolph Road, Rockville 
M: 30-03 Gaegler House (Rammed Earth House) 12190 Rockville Pike (MD 355), Rockville 
M: 30-11 Timberlawn (Shriver Estate) 5700 Sugarbush Lane, Rockville 
M: 30-13-02 Israel House (Hill-Avery House) 11204 Kenilworth Avenue, Garrett Park 
M: 26-21-03 Halpine Store (Radio Shack) 1600 Rockville Pike (MD 355), Rockville 
M: 27-19 Original Veirs Mill Viers Mill Road (MD 586), Rockville 
M: 27-18 Baltimore Road Bridge - No. M. 0201   (at Rock Creek) Baltimore Road, Twinbrook 
M: 26-25 Twinbrook Area - Section 1 - Survey District Rockville 
M: 30-01 Wilkins Estate (Parklawn Cemetery) 12800 Veirs Mill Road (MD 186), Rockville 
M: 30-01 Wilkins Estate (Parklawn Cemetery) 12800 Veirs Mill Road (MD 186), Rockville 
M: 30-13 Garrett Park Historic District Garrett Park 
M: 30-20 Georgetown Preparatory School(OurLady of LourdesChpl) 10900 Rockville Pike (MD 355), Rockville 
M: 26-18-01 Rockville Cemetery and Caretaker's House 1350 Baltimore Road, Twinbrook 
M: 26-18 Rockville Cemeteries Baltimore Road, Twinbrook 
M:0 Metropolitan Branch, B&O RR 

3.   Conclusions 
Preliminary resources to be considered in the SCEA are those resources that would be directly 

impacted by each of the ARDS. An initial environmental inventory identified resources within the 

project area and resources potentially impacted by the project ARDS. 

Finding of No Significant Impact 
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In addition to directly impacted resources, SHA's SCEA Guidelines (June 2000) also require 

identification of resources potentially impacted by secondary development. Coordination was 

initiated with the M-NCPPC to determine potential secondary development that could impact 

additional resources. This coordination indicated that no development is contingent upon the 

implementation of any of the alternatives retained for detailed study. Therefore, no secondary 

effects would result from the Selected Alternative (please refer to Chapter V Other Agency 

Correspondence, Page V-23d). 

a. Terrestrial Habitat (Forests) 
No cumulative effects to terrestrial land are expected to occur in the SCEA geographical boundary 

for the future time frame. The presence of various environmental and conservation programs/laws 

would minimize impacts from future development. In addition, natural succession would continue 

to offset some of the woodland losses, as would reforestation mitigation requirements of approved 

Forest Conservation Plans pursuant to the county's Forest Conservation Program. 

The Selected Alternative would result in nine acres of woodland impacts. 

b. Historic Resources 
It was concluded that the Montrose School is not expected to suffer cumulative effects, due to the 

various historic preservation tools existing in Montgomery County. The additional three sites listed 

in the Maryland Inventory of Historic Properties may, however, be impacted by cumulative effects 

because the Maryland Inventory of Historic Properties involves no regulatory restrictions or 

controls. 

The Selected Alternative would result in 0.03 acre of temporary construction impact to the 

Montrose School. 

Finding of No Significant Impact 
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IV.    SUMMARY OF PUBLIC INVOLVEMENT 

This section summarizes the public involvement that has occurred throughout the planning stages of 

this project. 

A.       Introduction 

A series of public Focus Group meetings have been held along with an Alternates Public Workshop 

(February 9, 2000) and a Location/Design Public Hearing (December 3, 2001). These 

meetings/workshops/hearing were held to obtain community input throughout the project planning 

process. These meetings have included maps, videos, slide presentations, displays and brochures to 

disseminate information about the project to both the general public and public officials. Meetings 

have also been held with members from transportation and environmental resource agencies to 

share information about the project and to discuss issues and concerns. In addition, SHA's 

WebPage contains a project fact sheet that provides information on this particular planning project. 

The fact sheet summarizes the project's purpose and provides contact information. 

Agency concurrence on the project Purpose and Need was obtained in February - March 1999. 

Purpose and Need concurrence was the only formal concurrence point for this project before it was 

dropped from the Streamlined Environmental and Regulatory Process due to minimal 

environmental impacts. Although formal concurrence points beyond the Purpose and Need were 

not required, SHA has continued to update the agencies on the status of the project. 

B.       Focus Group 

SHA, in coordination with the M-NCPPC, DPW&T and elected officials, formed a Project Focus 

Group comprised of local residents, community leaders, business leaders, transportation leaders, the 

Montrose School representatives. Peerless Rockville representatives, elected officials and County 

representatives. Refer to Page VI-32 of the Environmental Assessment (EA), MD 355 - Montrose 

Road/Randolph Road Intersection Improvement Study (November 2001), for a list of Focus Group 

Members and representation. 

Finding of No Significant Impact 
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The following includes Focus Group Meeting dates and topics discussed: 

• September 8, 1999 - Established the fundamentals of the Focus Group meetings, discussed 

background information of the project and addressed general questions and comments presented 

by the focus group attendees. 

• October 13, 1999 - Identified Focus Group issues/concerns to consider in developing project 

alternatives, reviewed conceptual alternatives and provided an overview of SHA's 'Thinking 

Beyond the Pavement" design considerations. 

• November 17, 1999 - Reviewed MARC Master Plans for projected freight traffic in the study 

area, examined photographs of similar intersection/interchange types, reported on funding status 

and reviewed conceptual alternatives. 

• December 15, 1999 - Reviewed engineering studies for Randolph Road, bridging the 

MARC/CSX railroad tracks and addressed conceptual alternatives presented at the November 

17th meeting. 

• January 19,2000 - Discussed the project in regards to the Master Plan and preparation for the 

Alternates Public Workshop scheduled for January 31, 2000. 

• February 23,2000 - Discussion of the Public Workshop comments 

• September 6, 2000 - Presented results of traffic and conceptual engineering studies based on 

alternative suggestions provided by the Focus Group, MNCPPC and the City of Rockville. 

• November 15, 2000 - Officially announced the ARDS and revisited "Thinking Beyond the 

Pavement" issues. 

• July 12, 2001 - Discussed the ARDS specifications, 'Thinking Beyond the Pavement" and 

environmental concerns. 

• July 17, 2002 - Presented the team's preferred alternative as a result of the VE study. 

Alternative 9 with Option 4 - Bl Shifted South and Option Bl Modified. VE options are 

discussed in Section m.E.2.e of this document. "Thinking Beyond the Pavement" concepts for 

the preferred alternative were also discussed. Park and ride impacts were reviewed and possible 

mitigation measures were provided, along with landscape improvements to the Montrose 

School. 
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The Focus Group has assisted in the development of intersection improvements and addressed local 

traffic circulation, access and aesthetic concerns. Other issues that were addressed by the Focus 

Group include: transit options, pedestrian/bicycle trails, landscaping, MARC/CSX Railroad track 

crossings, and property/business owner issues. Transit improvements that were within the project 

scope included replacing Park and Ride spaces and local transit connectivity. Mass transit plans 

were also investigated to determine if they fall within the project study area. Pedestrian/bicycle 

trails would extend the existing bikeway south and would tie into the existing Wood Lane bike path. 

It was also proposed to continue south to connect into the existing trail in Bethesda. The Focus 

Group agreed that trees would be important in the aesthetic plan for the project. A mixture of 

materials and vegetation could provide a buffer between streets and sidewalks. The design team 

investigated the MARC/CSX railroad crossings with the options of raising the MARC/CSX line 

above Randolph Road as well as below it. Affects to businesses within the study area were 

investigated and alternatives which allowed full access to the businesses were studied in further 

detail. The Focus Group's goal was to assure that alternatives were developed with a local 

perspective and to assure that the project team was aware of key community issues. 

Comments and suggestions received from the Focus Group were continually evaluated and 

incorporated into the preliminary concepts, where possible. The Focus Group recommended the 

Randolph Road Under MD 355 concept to SHA, which was developed subsequent to the Alternates 

Public Workshop and included in the Alternatives Retained for Detailed Study. Refer to Table HH 

on Page III-3 of the EA, MD 355 - Montrose Road/Randolph Road Intersection Improvement Study 

(November 2001), for a summary of written comments received from Focus Group members 

following discussion of the various alternatives discussed at a Focus Group Meeting on November 

15,2000. 

One Focus Group meeting has occurred since the December 2001 Location/Design Public Hearing 

and distribution of the November 2001 EA. During this meeting on July 17, 2002, the project team 

recommended Alternative 9 with Option 4 - Bl Shifted South and Option Bl Modified (refer to 

Public Involvement Correspondence, Page V-lb for minutes from the July 17, 2002 Focus Group 
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meeting). The Focus Group concurs with the Selected Alternative. Other topics discussed at this 

Focus Group meeting included business relocations and parking. The Focus Group also 

emphasized avoidance and minimization of impacts throughout final design. 

C.       Alternates Public Workshop 

On February 9, 2000, an Alternates Public Workshop was held at the Earl B. Woods Middle School. 

Approximately 25 people offered written comments or provided private testimony on the proposed 

alternatives. One no-build and three intersection improvement alternatives (with options) were 

presented to the public. Not all of the previously mentioned preliminary alternatives were presented 

at the public workshop due to various reasons, including operational concerns, ROW impacts, 

maintenance of traffic issues and/or insufficiency in meeting the study objectives. The build 

alternatives included a SPU1 and an at-grade signalized intersection, along with an at-grade one- 

way pair system improvement option for the at-grade signalized intersection alternate. SHA 

developed the alternatives so that each could be connected to both the planned parkway and the 

existing roadway network. 

The summary of comments from the Alternates Public Workshop can be found in a table on Page 

VI-56 of the EA, MD 355 - Montrose Road/Randolph Road Intersection Improvement Study 

(November 2001). These comments included topics such as alternatives design, traffic conditions, 

truck traffic, Randolph Road/MARC/CSX crossing, transit, environmental features, 

pedestrian/bicycle access and the proposed Montrose Parkway. 

D.       Montrose School Impact Coordination Meeting 

Meetings were held on March 14, 2002 and April 15, 2002 to discuss impacts within the Montrose 

School historic boundary that will result from construction of the Selected Alternative. SHA staff 

met with representatives of Peerless Rockville Preservation, Ltd. to discuss ways to minimize or 

mitigate for those impacts. Items discussed at the meeting included investigation of a terraced wall 

concept, presentation of a stepped retaining wall option that lessens the visual and physical impact 

to the school property, facades for the walls and fences and noise analysis results. (Refer to Section 

HLF.S.a. for a discussion of proposed mitigation for Montrose School.) Peerless Rockville 

Preservation, Ltd. provided input on the following: 
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• Protection of trees in the southwest quadrant of the historic boundary, 

• Preserving the public enjoyment of the exterior of the school and visibility from the roadway, 

• Coordinating the facade used for the retaining wall with the proposed bridge over 

Montrose/Randolph Roads, 

• Access to the property (proposed school access through the Montrose Crossing Shopping 

Center), 

• Noise concerns affecting the use of the school property; and 

• Preference for stepped retaining wall. 

E.       Park and Ride Mitigation Meeting 

On July 25, 2002, SHA staff met with representatives of the North Bethesda Transportation Center 

and the Montgomery County DPW&T to discuss the existing Park and Ride lot and possible 

mitigation options. The purpose of this meeting was to discuss mitigation for the loss of 350 

parking spaces from the Park and Ride lot located in the southwest intersection quadrant. The 

Selected Alternative has the least amount of impacts to the Park and Ride facility of all the build 

alternatives under consideration. SHA discussed potential mitigation sites in the vicinity of the 

study area that may be available for a replacement Park and Ride lot. Minutes from this meeting 

are located in Public Involvement Correspondence, Page V-3b (August 8, 2002). The four areas 

that SHA identified as potential mitigation sites include: 

• The parking area adjacent to the Mid Pike Plaza Shopping Center, 

• The triangular area between "Old" Old Georgetown Road, MD 355 and Montrose Road, 

• The parking lot near Old Navy in the Montrose Crossing Shopping Center, and 

• The proposed Montgomery Eastern Montrose Parkway right-of-way located east of the 

MARC/CSX train tracks. 

All of the above sites are currently being considered, and no decisions have been made as to which 

site will be used for a replacement Park and Ride lot (refer to Section IHJF.l.e and Figure 13 for 

further detail on the proposed Park and Ride mitigation). Based on input from North Bethesda 

Transportation Center and the Montgomery County DPW&T, SHA will further review the Park and 

Ride mitigation strategies before a decision is made. 
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F.        Location/Design Public Hearing 

A Location/Design Public Hearing for this project was held on December 3, 2001. Eighty-two 

people attended. Refer to the Summary of Public Hearing Speakers/Comments in Section 1V.G.1 

for public and private testimony comments received during and following the Public Hearing. The 

following organizations and communities were represented through public and private testimony at 

the Location/Design Public Hearing: 

Peerless Rockville Historic Preservation, 

Ltd. 

Montrose Civic Association 

Montrose Parkway Alternatives Coalition 

Randolph Civic Association 

North Beth'esda 

Montgomery Square Community 

Association 

Montgomerians Opposed to Vehicle 

Entanglement (MOVE) 

Potomac Citizens for Better Potomac 

White Flint 

Citizens Association for Luck's Manor 

Charrington Association 

Silver Spring 

City of Rockville 

Conservation Chair of the Montgomery 

Group of the Sierra Club 

Walnut Woods 

Old Farm Wetlands 

Action Committee for Transit 

Roads 

G.       Location/Design Public Hearing Comments 

A summary of the testimony provided at the December 3, 2001 Location/Design Public Hearing and 

the responses subsequently developed by the SHA is provided in Section IV.GJ. The majority of 

the written comments received involved miscellaneous comments such as traffic conditions, access 

lanes, Randolph Road over CSX, sidewalks/pedestrians and mass transit. Alternate 1 (No-Build 

Alternative) received the most public support (refer to Section 1V.G.2 for the Summary of 

Individual Written Comments following the Public Hearing). Written comments and SHA response 

letters can be found in Section IV.GJ of this document. 

^ 
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The purpose of the hearing was to present the results of the engineering and environmental studies 

and to receive public comments on the project. Ten people spoke at the hearing, and four people 

provided private testimony. A complete transcript of the Public Hearing is available for review at 

the Project Planning Division Office, State Highway Administration, 707 North Calvert Street, 

Baltimore, Maryland 21202. 
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W.GA Public Hearine Testimony 

1.  Speaker. Eileen McGuckion, Peerless Rockville Historic Preservation Ltd. 

Comment: "...but if SHA should sell off the extra land [behind the Montrose School] that it 

has back there. Peerless needs assurance of right of acceptable access in 

perpetuity." "We request that you look into noise abatement and mitigation 

strategies around and inside the building." "We're concerned that safe, long-term 

public access to the building be improved or not decreased." "We're concerned 

that the school retain the landscaping, woods, and other softeners around it, with 

any future owners of the surrounding properties honoring that. We're concerned 

that the vital wooded area to the west of the schoolhouse be retained. We're 

concerned that there be access from the hiker/biker trail and for handicap users to 

the schoolhouse. We're concerned that the original 1-acre square be retained as an 

integral parcel for historic value and for usability. We're concerned that if the 

property is to be declared surplus by SHA, that Peerless Rockville will have the 

opportunity to purchase it." 

SHA Response: Selected Alternative 9 with Option B4 - Bl Shifted South and Option Bl 

Modified is the Selected Alternative. SHA has met with Peerless Rockville 

subsequent to the Public Hearing to address the issues raised by Peerless Rockville. 

SHA has been working with Peerless Rockville regarding access to the property, 

the retaining wall, landscaping and other concerns raised. 

With this alternative, access to the Montrose School was relocated to the 

northwestern portion of the property. The relocated access was necessary due to 

design constraints of grades at the existing drive location. 
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At the request of Peerless Rockville Historic Preservation, SHA conducted 

additional noise studies. Initially, SHA evaluated noise mitigation for the Montrose 

School in the form of noise walls.   This analysis revealed that, although a wall 

would be effective in reducing noise levels, it would also eliminate the viewshed of 

the historic property from the roadway. In discussions with Peerless Rockville, it 

was determined that maintaining the viewshed was a vital issue in developing a 

mitigation strategy. Subsequently, SHA developed a landscaping design that would 

include a retaining wall that would provide some mitigation while maintaining the 

viewshed to the property. SHA evaluated the effectiveness of this design in 

reducing noise levels and found that the design would provide a 2 to 3 decibel 

reduction in noise levels on the Montrose School property. This reduction would 

drop exterior noise levels below the FHWA impact noise level (66 dBA) at the 

playground located immediately east of the Montrose School. Additionally, at the 

request of Peerless Rockville, SHA evaluated the effectiveness of the existing 

smicture in reducing interior noise levels. The results of this analysis revealed that 

the existing structure provides approximately 18 to 19 decibels of noise reduction 

to interior noise levels. A newly constructed structure with modem sound proofing 

would provide approximately 20 decibels of noise reduction.   Based on this 

comparison, the existing structure is providing approximately the same noise 

reduction as a new structure, and therefore, additional mitigation would be 

ineffective. 

Public access to the school will be maintained with the Selected Alternative. 

Public access to the school is maintained by connecting the public sidewalk to the 

Montrose School sidewalk at the top of the retaining wall rather than the bottom. 

The sidewalk alignment is slightly meandering in order to tie into the existing 

Montrose School pedestrian access, avoid tree impacts and meet American with 

Disability Act (ADA) requirements. 
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13, 

The existing shade trees along the front of the Montrose School property boundary 

will be preserved in order to maintain the visual integrity of the Montrose School. 

Landscaping is proposed along the relocated access driveway to the school and 

along the proposed retaining wall. In addition, reforestation will be installed in 

applicable areas along the existing forest edges or in large open tracts. 

The historic boundary includes the Montrose School House and a one-acre square 

around the school structure. SHA coordinated with the Maryland Historical Trust 

(MHT), who determined that the one-acre parcel surrounding the school is part of 

the historic property. 

A right-of-way representative from SHA will coordinate with the Rockville 

Peerless regarding the purchase of the land. 

2.   Speaker. Emily Mintz, Montrose Parkway Alternatives Coalition 

Comment. "There are two fundamental questions to this massive project.   Does it have 

independent utility for traffic flow, and is it wrath the cost?" 

SHA Response: SHA has determined that this project has independent utility as the purpose 

of the project is to improve safety and traffic operations for those vehicles using the 

MD 355 intersection at Montrose Road/Randolph Road and the at-grade 

MARC/CSX Transportation railroad crossing on Randolph Road. In addition, this 

project will provide adequate pedestrian and bicycle access to the existing arid 

planned activity center. 

This project was studied by the SHA as part of the Congestion Relief Study (CRS). 

The MD 355 - Montrose Road/Randolph Road intersection requires improvements 

within the proposed limits, and the existing at-grade crossing must also be addressed 

at the same time. The existing and projected LOS, V/C ratios and accident analysis 

exhibit the need to improve this intersection. 

Finding of No Significant Impact 



/3A 
MD 355 - Montrose Road/Randolph Road Intersection Improvement Study 

•SS" 

The Selected Alternative will not preclude other associated County projects, 

including the Chapman Avenue Extended - Between Bou Avenue and Randolph 

Road, Nebel Street Extended and the Montrose Parkway. 

Due to the high cost associated with Alternative 9, as presented at the Public 

Hearing, SHA conducted additional Value Engineering (VE) studies to lower project 

costs. These studies reduced project costs from $75.8 million to $59.6 million. 

Right-of-way costs for the Selected Alternative were decreased by approximately 

$16.9 million without a drastic design change from the previous alternative. 

3.  Speaker. Ken Reed, MOVE (Montgomerians Opposed to Vehicle Entanglement) 

Comment: "We support construction of the full Montrose Parkway as envisioned by the 

1992 North Bethesda/Garrett Park Master Plan, and as such we wholeheartedly 

endorse the SHA Project to grade separate Montrose Road or the Parkway, 

Rockville Pike and the CSX tracks. We are endorsing Alternative 9 with Option 

Bl modified." "We also feel like there should be sufficient fencing over and along 

the tracks." "We concur with 1MPAC that the Park & Ride lot must be moved. Get 

it off Rockville Pike." "There should be some movement to open up Old 

Georgetown Road and this could possibly help in the design of this project a little 

bit better, maybe getting some traffic off of Rockville Pike, so we do have a true 

Town Center." 

SHA Response-. It is noted that the County-proposed Montrose Parkway is supported, and the 

Selected Alternative will not preclude construction of the Parkway. SHA has 

selected Alternative 9 with Option 4 - Bl Shifted South and Option Bl Modified. 

This alternative is similar to Alternative 9 as presented at the Public Hearing, with 

slight design modifications that reduce overall project costs. 
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Fencing over and along the CSX tracks will be reviewed as part of the Thinking 

Beyond the Pavement concepts as the project moves into the final design phase. 

The existing Park and Ride lot will be impacted by the Selected Alternative. SHA 

is currently researching available land within the study area that may be pursued 

for replacement park and ride. Refer to Chapter mJF.l for potential replacement 

sites for Park and Ride. 

4. Speaker. David Brown, resident 

Comment. "I don't see a tie in with the proposed Montrose Parkway, which leads me to ask, 

are you going to build this without the proposed Montrose Parkway?" 

SHA Response: The Selected Alternative does not preclude future tie-in of the Montrose 

Parkway. The purpose of this project is to improve safety and traffic operations for 

those vehicles using the MD 355 intersection at Montrose Road/Randolph Road 

and the at-grade MARC/CSX Transportation railroad crossing on Randolph Road. 

In addition, this project will provide adequate pedestrian and bicycle access to the 

existing and planned activity center. The Selected Alternative was designed to be 

built with or without the proposed Montrose Parkway. 

5. Speaker. Alan Freeman, Chairington Association 

Comment. "As an initial matter we believe that SHA's decision making process must 

recognize the increasing residential character of the neighborhood around the 

Montrose/Randolph intersection." "...we could support Alternative 9 because it is 

the most conducive to achieving our neighborhood vision." 

SHA Response: SHA recognizes the residential character of the neighborhood around the 

Montrose/Randolph Road intersection. SHA conducted a socio-economic 

analyses, which inventoried all residential neighborhoods and commercial 

Finding of No Significant Impact 
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properties within the study area. SHA has noted your comment that Alternative 9 

would be most conducive to your neighborhood vision. SHA is pleased to report 

that Alternative 9 has been selected as the Selected Alternative. 

6.   Speaker. Karen Cookerpeal, resident 

Comment: "I want something that is pedestrian friendly..." "We need to have places for 

buses to stop." "The Park & Ride at Mid-Pike, we want that moved to 270 for a 

very simple reason. It takes a lot of traffic off Montrose." "What's going to 

happen to all the businesses in that area [Randolph Rd]?" "My preference is a road 

that goes with the railroad tracks going over Randolph." 

SHA Response: One of the main purposes of this project is to provide adequate pedestrian 

and bicycle access to the existing and planned activity center. SHA has 

incorporated pedestrian-friendly components into the Selected Alternative, which 

incorporates sidewalk and bike paths to achieve the goal of improving pedestrian 

and bicycle access. 

Some of the existing Park and Ride lot at Mid Pike will be impacted by the 

Selected Alternative. SHA is currently researching available land within the study 

area that may be used for replacement park and ride. Refer to Chapter IILF.l for 

potential replacement sites for Park and Ride. 

SHA has noted that you prefer a road that goes with the railroad tracks going over 

Randolph Road. The Selected Alternative is Alternative 9 with Option 4 - Bl 

Shifted South and Option Bl Modified, and the proposed road will go under 

Randolph Road. 

SHA is aware that there are some bus stops located in the study area. However, the 

Montgomery County Ride-On service no longer provide bus service on Montrose 

Road at "Old" Old Georgetown Road, on Randolph Road at Paiklawn Drive, on 

Findina of No Significant Impact 
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Rockville Pike at The Forum, on Rockville Pike at Mid Pike plaza and on 

Rockville Pike at Randolph Road. Although the current design does not provide 

enough shoulder (15 foot outside lane) to allow buses to stop without impeding 

traffic, it may be feasible to design bus turnouts at certain bus stops. According to 

the American Association of State Highway and Transportation Officials 

(AASHTO), a bus needs at least 10 feet and preferably 12 feet of turnout width to 

be separated from through traffic. During final design, SHA will coordinate with 

the appropriate bus services to determine where the relocated bus stops will be 

located, and whether a bus turnout would be prudent at that location. 

7. Speaker. Carl Hen, resident 

Comment, "...[the alternative you should be looking at], is instead of just a No:Build look at 

an aggressive travel demand management alternative." 

SHA Response: Travel demand management (TDM) strategies were considered as part of 

this project. SHA determined that no single Congestion Management System 

(CMS) strategy, including TDM strategies, would meet the projected travel 

demand. Please refer to the Environmental Assessment prepared for this project 

(November 2001) for more detail. 

8. Speaker. Laura Novack, resident 

Comment. "The Build Alternatives currently being proposed are overkill. The build 

Alternative will lead to an increase in congestion on neighboring intersections and 

on intersecting streets because they are designed to facilitate use by single 

occupancy vehicles." 

SHA Response: Travel demand management (TDM) strategies were considered as part of 

this project. SHA determined that no single Congestion Management System 

(CMS) strategy, including TDM strategies, would meet the projected travel 

demand. Please refer to the Environmental Assessment prepared for this project 

(November 2001) for more detail. 

Finding of No Significant Impact 
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The Build Alternative is not expected to contribute to an increase in congestion on 

neighboring intersections or on intersecting streets. The improvements proposed 

for the MD 355/Montrose Rd/Randolph Rd intersection are designed to 

accommodate the forecast traffic volumes. Since the improvements are relatively 

localized (i.e., they do not significantly impact regional travel), the travel forecasts 

do not indicate that additional trips will be attracted to the intersection as a result of 

the Selected Alternative. 

9.  Speaker. Ben Ross, President - Action Committee for Transit 

Comment: " [I ask you to look at] is something instead of a bridge with ramps that will 

blight this area, I think you should look at the possibility of a Dupont Circle style 

underpass that will facilitate people crossing the street." "You need to have some 

sort of bus priority lane built into the intersection of Randolph and Parklawn, 

especially of it becomes the traffic choke point. 

SHA Response: SHA determined that traffic circles would result in a failing Level of Service 

(LOS) and therefore would not address the purpose and need of this project. The 

Dupont Circle is located to the northwest of the White House in Washington D.C. 

It is a large circle (diameter about SOO") with an underpass for the Connecticut 

Avenue through movement. During the alternatives analysis stage of the study, 

several alternates utilizing circles were looked at including grade-separated circles. 

The grade-separated circles were dropped due to: poor levels of service, possible 

business access impacts, and significant maintenance of traffic (MOT) and utility 

costs for lowering MD 355. The Selected Alternative provides a much improved 

level of service, provides full business access, and allows pedestrians to travel 

under MD 355 and avoid hazardous crossing situations. 

SHA is aware that there are some bus stops within the study area. The 

Montgomery County Ride-On service has stops: on Montrose Road at "Old" Old 

Georgetown Road, on Randolph Road at Parklawn Drive, on Rockville Pike at The 

Forum, on Rockville Pike at Mid Pike plaza and on Rockville Pike at Randolph 
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Road. Although the current design does not provide enough shoulder (15 foot 

outside lane) to allow buses to stop without impeding traffic, it may be feasible to 

design bus turnouts at certain bus stops. According to the American Association of 

State Highway and Transportation Officials (AASHTO), a bus needs at least 10 

feet and preferably 12 feet of turnout width to be separated firom through traffic. 

During final design, SHA will coordinate with the appropriate bus services to 

determine where the relocated bus stops will be located, and whether a bus turnout 

would be prudent at that location. 

10. Speaker. Alberto Puentes, Business Owner 

Comment: "...my question is, is it worse to jeopardize local businesses and other people in 

our community to accommodate other people from other communities trafficking 

from let's say Silver Spring to 270, back and forward, and we misplacing that the 

main jams, congestion is caused by the rail track on Randolph Road which is 

dangerous and also there's a lot of traffic delayed due to some trains extensively 

long." 

SHA Response: A portion of the Selected Alternative from Chapman Avenue to ParWawn 

Drive will be extended over the CSX tracks, thus reducing the congestion that 

currently exists. The purpose of this project is to examine safety and service 

improvements to reduce congestion at the MD 355 - Montrose Road/Randolph 

Road intersection as well as at the crossing of the MARC/CSX railroad crossing, 

thereby alleviating traffic operation issues and safety concerns. Chapter HI 

provides a detailed description regarding the project Purpose and Need, and 

accident data. 
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Priv/itf! Testimony 

1.    Speaker. Ben Klempner, resident 

Comment: Mr. Klempner lives near the railroad tracks and is disturbed by the noise. He 

would like to see something done to eliminate the noise from train traffic between 

8 a.m. and 8 p.m. 

SHA Response: Issues regarding rail noise should be addressed by the Washington 

Metropolitan Area Transit Authority (WMATA), the operators of the Washington 

Metro. 

2.    Speaker. Jim Fary, Chair, The Conservative Chair of the Montgomery Group of the Siena 

Club on behalf of the Old Farm Wetlands 

Comment. Mr. Fary feels that the wetland area is vital and would like to see a 250-foot 

bridge built to help protect the wetlands. 

SHA Response: No wetlands have been identified within the study area. The Alternative 9: 

with Option 4- Bl Shifted South and Option Bl Modified would not impact any 

wetlands. 

3.    Speaker. Anne Ambler, commuter 

Comment: Ms. Ambler would like to see use of the current paved roads and sacrificing trees. 

She also supports making driving and automobiles less appealing and the option of 

transit more appealing to current motorists. 

SHA Response: Much of the study area is currently paved. Based on a more refined limit of 

disturbance (LOD) subsequent to the EA and the Relocated Randolph Road 

alignment shift to the south, woodland impacts for the Selected Alternative have 

been minimized to nine acres. Within the study area, there are no existing large 
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forest stands, but rather fragmented patches of woodlands. SHA will comply with 

Natural Resources Article 5-103, "Reforestation Law," and will be required to 

mitigate on an acre-for-acre basis for forest impacts. 

In addition to improving traffic and safety, an additional goal of the project is to 

facilitate vehicular, pedestrian and bicycle access to existing and planned 

development and transit stations so as to support and encourage transit use. This 

alone; however, will not meet the purpose and need for the project. 

4.    Speaker. Michelle Sullivan, resident 

Comment: Ms. Sullivan is in full support of the project and particularly supports Option 9. 

She is also in favor of the bridge being built over the railroad tracks 

SHA Response: SHA is pleased to report that the SHA-Selected Alternative is Alternative 9 

with Option 4 - Bl Shifted South and Option Bl Modified. With this alternative, 

the bridge is proposed over the railroad tracks. 
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IV.G.2 
SUMMARY OF WRITTEN COMMENTS AND 
COMMENTS RECEIVED AT THE LOCATION/ 
DESIGN PUBLIC HEARING 
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-••: Summary of WntteIl?iCotttili^i^alaiS^^#^i^;^|• 
Comments Rectew$d at the JLocatiotiM^iatlPMIcp^luidii 

'.'•"•'-  -"'"'''•-•" ;<::..--''.:     -i^ ^T/V:'' *Xr-:':v ^LS^^;^^ 

Comments supporting a particular alternative or project in general: 

• Alternative 1 -No-Build Alternate 11 

• Alternative 2-Single Point Urban Diamond Interchange 5 

• Alternative 3 - At-Grade Intersection Improvement 1 

• Alternative 9 - Randolph Road Under MD 355 7 

• B-l Modified 2 

• Miscellaneous Comments 17 

*Some comment cards contained more than one suggestion (for and/or against) 

*Four people raised concerns regarding a need for sidewalks/bike paths/lanes 

improvements 

Alternative comments: 

• Alternative 1 - No-Build Alternate 

=> It is absolutely insane to build any additional roads conceived as improvements. 
You are funneling more traffic into Route 355, which already is the longest parking 
lot in the area. 

=>  As currently proposed, the build alternatives are overkill, which will result in 
needless destruction of green space. 

=> We oppose the No-Build Alternative and the alternative that merely uses the 
existing intersection and does nothing to eliminate the extremely dangerous at- 
grade railroad crossing. 

=> ... As a resident who travels through the Montrose/Randolph intersection more 
frequently perhaps than anybody else, the congestion there isn't bad enough to 
justify the considerable cost of a new interchange. 

• Alternative 2 - Single Point Urban Diamond Interchange 

=> Build Option B-l Alternate 2 now...Don't wait! 

^> With traffic increasing over the years, an underpass + overpass are the best 
alternatives. If this is not done, traffic on 355 + Montrose/Randolph will never 
move properly. 

1 
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Favor Alternative 2 over Alternative 9 because of its capability to travel south from 
either Monlrose crossing via Randolph/Montrose or Montrose Road coming east 
from 1-270. 

Alternative 3 

=> Alternative 3 has the best line of sight and hiker/biker access, but because of the 
extreme road width, traffic comes closest to the school. Widening the road on the 
south side, and softening the area between the school and traffic would help this. 

Alternative 9 

=> We urge your support for construction of the Montrose Road/355/CSX track 
project. While this project is not in Potomac, Potomac-area residents depend 
heavily on using Montrose Road, Falls Road and Tuckerman lane to get to 
Rockville Pike (MD 355). We support either alternative that separates Route 355 
from Montrose Parkway: Alternative 9 or 2. 

=>  Alternative 9 can possibly work if the SHA focuses on the pedestrian crossings, 
continuous sidewalks and bike path and works with Mid-Pike plaza... 

=> Alternative 9 is less expensive and less involved than the Single Point Urban 
Diamond. Alternative 9 also facilitates Smart Growth Better. It doesn't cut off 
access to Mid-Pike Plaza, which is possibly going to be redeveloped.... 

B-l Modified 

=> We support an option to create off ramps from the new Nebel Street extended to the 
new interchange. This will cut the ;unount of traffic over the CSX tracks. 

Other general comments/suggestions/concerns; 

Comments concerning alternatives in general 

• Build the proposed bridge along the intersection of Montrose Rd. and Rockville Pike, 
on the existing Randolph Road. The tremendous cost of otherwise diverting traffic 
will take needed funds away from education and other community needs. In addition, 
it will inconvenience drivers with multiple S-curves. 

• If any building is to be done, it should be limited to a grade separated crossing at the 
railroad crossing on the currently existing Randolph Road. In no event should the 
straight Randolph Road be contorted as proposed in the build alternatives, as the 
negative environmental impact would be severe and unnecessary. 

• All alternatives show Randolph Road relocated to a wooded strip creating an S-curve 
in both horizontal and vertical planes. It's dangerous and unnecessary. 

• 
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We simply do not understand the need to replace the current straight ahead alignment 
with one that is twisting and convoluted. In our view that does little more than create 
new safety hazards and destroy approximately ten acres of perfectly good trees. 

While eliminating at-grade railroad crossings is a goal, sacrificing traffic capacity by 
half and ruining a viable commercial strip is not a commensurate advantage. 

Comments concerning Randolph Road over CSX 

•    There should be no roads in the state of Maryland where cars drive on top of railroad 
tracks. Cars on railroad tracks are a dangerous, traffic clogging, obsolete road design. 

Comments concerning sidewalks/pedestrians 

•    Please balance interest of pedestrians and residents against those of automobile drivers. 
All plans except the no build are for car flows. 

Comments concerning mass transit 

• Please add some plans for mass transit. 
• Construct a bridge over CSX in such a way that one or two tracks can be added to the 

rail line. This way capacity can be added to the CSX metropolitan branch. The 
additional capacity would allow additional MARC trains. 

• An aggressive transit oriented plan approach such as that proposed by the County 
around or near metro stops should be taken to address the traffic flow at the MD 355 - 
Montrose Road/Randolph Road intersection. 

• Allow enough space on MD 355 to allow the Montrose Fringe Parking lot as a terminal 
for express buses. You could relocate the parking lot to 1-270, but it should stay in the 
area. 

• The design of Randolph Road should be consistent with bus capacity improvements, 
including bus shelters, queue jumper lanes and signal prioritization. Randolph Road 
will have bus priority improvements similar to those planned for Veirs Mill Road. 

Miscellaneous Comments 

• Your traffic problem is more a north/south problem than it is an east/west problem, so I 
think you're applying the wrong remedy to correct the problem. 

• Our neighborhood supports any efforts such as the proposed Montrose 355 Intersection 
Improvement that can effectively reduce traffic congestion. Our neighborhood is 
particularly threatened with cut through traffic attempting to avoid the seriously 
congested intersection at Montrose Road and East Jefferson Street. 

• Old Old Georgetown Road is a road that leads to nowhere. If that road could reconnect 
as it once did to MD 187, we might be able to avoid a lot of traffic at the intersection at 
Montrose and Rockville Pike. 

• Add some ease of access lanes onto N-S Rockville Pike. 
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IV.G.3 
INDIVIDUAL WRITTEN COMMENTS FROM THE 
PUBLIC HEARING AND SHA RESPONSE LETTERS 
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9 Maryland Department olltansportation 
State Highway Administration 

January 4,2002 

Parrls N. Glsndanlng 
Qownor 

John 0. Porcarl 
S«erttary 

Parker F. Williams 
Adminl«trator 

M* S. Shechtel 
7230 Wapello Road 
RockviUeMD 20855 

Dear S. Shechtel: 

Thank you for your comments regarding the MD 355 Montrose Road/Randolph 
Road Intersection Improvement Project. The State Highway Administration (SHA) 
encourages public involvement and appreciates your comments. Your comments 
supporting proposed alternate 2 Option B-l have been noted. 

The next step for this project will be the selection of a preferred alternate. This 
decision will be made in the winter 2001/2002 with final location approval expected by 
the summer of 2002. During this process, the selection of the preferred alternate will 
reauiie continued coordination with the federal, state and local government agencies; in 
addition to the citiwn comments received at the MD 355 Montrose Road/ttmdolph Road 
Intersection Improvement Project Location/Design Public hearing held on Monday, 
Decembers, 2001. 

Again thank you for your interest in the MD 355 Montrose Road/Randolph Road 
Intersection Unprovement Project. If you have any further questions or comments, please 
feel free to contact Carmeletta T. Harris, the project manager, at 410-545-8522 or toll- 
free in Maryland at 1-800-548-502 or via email at charris®sha.state.md.us. 

Very twly yours, 

Cynthia D.Simpson , 
Deputy Director ' 
Office of Planning and 
Preliminary Engineering 

By.     flV^^W^ 
Melissa Kosenak 
Project Engineer 
Project Planning Division 

«•      Ms. Carmeletta Harris. Project Manager, State Highway Administration 
Ms. Shannon Rousey, Environmental Manager, State Highway Administration 

•—STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION 
QUESTIONS AND/OR COMMENTS 

My Mtophont number It .— 

Maryland R«lay SanHc* for Impaired Huring or Spvoch 
1-600-735-2258 SUttwtde Toll Free 

Milling Addrasu P.O. Box 717 • Baltkner*, MO ai20»«71T 
Slrett AMnni 707 North Calwt Street • Baltimore, Maryland 21202 

Mosmu 
LOCATION/DESIGN PVBUC HEAJUNG 

MD 355 (MONTROSE ROAD) 
MONTROSE ROAD/RANDOLPH ROAD INTERSECTION 

MONDAY, DECEMBER 3. 2001; 5:30 PM. - 9:00 P.M. 
(Snow Date: January 7, 2002) 

RICHARD MONTGOMERY HIGH SCHOOL 
250 RICHARD MONTGOMERY DRIVE 

ROCKVILLE. MD 20852 

NAME ^ SUaJzP DATE 
/ rU 

PLEASE 

PRINT 

</ 

ADDRESS -^-^    ClMfte£^>        >,C^  
C[rf /2^nK>*f/tc~      STATE   ^W z,p -agyrT" 

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

rffaixM     fy<& •*>•<- 

Q Please add my/our name(s) to the Mailing Ust 

• Please delete my/our nameCs) from the Mailing Ust 
* Persons who have received a copy of this brochure through the mall are already on 

thecrolectMalllnaUst 

X 

A 



Maryland Department of Transportation 
State Highway Administration 

Pams N. mtndenihg 
Gowrwr | 

John D. Potcari 

Pari<er F. WHIIamr 

Juuaiy i, 2002 

Ms-LouiieLovell 
2 CHmbing Row Court 
RockvUIeMD 20850 

DewMs. LoveU: 

Think you for your conunentt itgudiog the MD 355 Moncrose Rotd/Rindolph Rotd Intenectioo 
Irapcovrment Project The State Highway Administntion (SHA) eocouragej public involvement and 
appicciates your commena regtrdiog tnsiit tad pedettriao acceu. 

Xi put of thit project, the SKA is incoiponuing ideas for Thinking Beyond the Pavement such is 
sidewalks, landscape amenities and bicycle or pedestrian facilities wherever possible to preserve and 
enhance the community's character. In addition, the location and design of mass transit facilities will be 
developed consistent with Montgomery County's mass transit system. 

The new step for this project will be the selection of a preferred alternate. This decision will be 
made in the winter 2001/2002 with final location approval expected by the summer of 2002. During this 
process, the selection of the prefened altcxaate will require continued coordination with the federal, itut 
and local government agencies; in addition to the eitiien comments received at the MD 355 Montrose 
Road/Randolph Road Intersection Improvement Project Location/Design Public bearing held on Monday, 
Decembers, 2001. 

Again, thank you for your interest in the MD 355 Montrose Road/Randolph Road Intersection 
Improvement Project If you have any farther questions or comments, please feel tree to contact 
Onneletta T. Harris, the project manager, at 410-545-8522 or toll-fcee in Maryland at 1-800-548-502 or 
via email at chairis®sha4tate.intus. 

Very truly yours. 

Cynthia D.Simpson 
Deputy Director 
Office of Planning and 
Preliminary Engineering 

By: 
Melissa Kosenak 
Project Engineer 
Project Planning Division 

Ms. CaiinelettaHinis, Project Manager, State Highway Administration 
Ms. Shannon Rousey, Environmental Manager. State Highway Admuuioauon 

Maiyland Haley Service tor Impaired Haaring or Spwch 
1-e00-735-22S« StatewM* Toll Fraa 

Mailing Addraaa: P.O. Box 717 • Balttmofa, MD 2120*0717 
StrMtTtddraaa: 707 North Calvart Strut • BaKJmor*. Maryland 21202 

STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION 
QUESTIONS AND/OR COMMENTS 

MO830AU 
LOCATION/DESIGN PUBUC HEARING 

MD 355 (MONTROSE ROAD) 
MONTROSE ROAD/RANDOWH ROAD BfTERSECTJON 

MONDAX, DECEMBER 3.2001; 5:30 PM. - 9.00 P.M. 
(Snow Dae: January 7,2002) 

RICHARD MONTGOMERY HIGH SCHOOL 
250 RICHARD MONTGOMERY DRIVE 

ROCKVILLE. MD 20852 

NAME 
PLEASE 

PRINT 

Louise.    Lav&fJL DATE DecA Zeol 

ADDRESS    3 

CITY 

(LL.wifl/Afo- Ro%(.   cr 

Qorj^x/(L^^ 
STATE _mk. ZIP aaa so 

I/Wo wl»h to comment or Inquire about the following aspecte of this project: 

/     mavV-   avt-      UjkcM.    £k:>      O^^f      au~. «•„   fitf^n TVIrtAr^V 

+1•.>-/L—<t\t<  i*4<Mu'fr^ 

-..L~~^S.:J>    Jv.\>JLs .—Off), ft**** -^^fP 
*^     %^:LJ "  \*AJ>      -fins'    C^u^ 

Cfyn^cl/Aj    JLas^JL   At"^- fYtt~~S   >e^-a- f^_ 

CX*~\ ,, piU**. jb+&> Jekj      w   
_ Please add Wour name(s) to the Mailing List CjnnwJAAujki  if^ 

D Please detetE my/our name(s) from the Mailing Ust        1>- C. 
* Persons who have received a copy of this brochure through the mall are already on 

.    tt» proJectMalllng Ust  -, ;— 



Maryland Department of Transportation 
State Highway Administration 

January 4,2002 

Parts N.Siende'nlng 
Qmimor 

John 0. Porcari 
Stcnury 

Partcer F. Williams 
Adnfoiiirator 

Mr. Thomas Fuchs 
:  13015 Crookston Lane #203 

RockviUeMD 20851 

Dear Mr. Fuehs: 

T .    J?an!C y0U f0r y6ur
T«>lninems regarding the MD 355 Montrose Road/Randolph Road 

involvement and appreciates your comments. 5«»yuouc 

.„,h ..^ETi? t^sfoieet- ^ SHA is incorporating ideas for Thinking Beyond the Pavement 
T?^^ *"£** ""^ •Kl bicycle «!>«»«««> facilities wh.LverpossibleT 
Fwerve ^enhance the community-, character. In «ldition. the location and desig^of mass 
twwit faahhes wiU be developed conswtent with Montgomery County's mass transit system. 
^H*"   FT.aSt^ We ^ WOriC Wi,h *• ^ nilroad t0 det«^''« *= stmcWTize to address this future growth. "»»~« 

The next step for Ws project will be the selection of a preferred alternate. TTiis decision 
voU be made m the winter 2001/2002 with fin.1 location approval expected by the summer of 
2002. Dunng this process, the selection of the preferred alternate will require continued 
coordination with the federal, state and local government agencies; in addition to the citizen 
comments received at the Location/Design Public Hearing. 

Again, thank you for your interest in the MD 355 Montrose Road/Randolph Road 
Jhtenection Improvement Project If you have any further questions or comments, please feel 
fiee to contact Caimeletta T. Hams, the project manager, at 410-545.8522 or toll-ftte in 
Maryland at 1-800-548-502 or via email at chanis® sha.state.md.us. 

Vety truly yours, 

Cynthia D.Simpson 
Deputy Director 
Office of Planning and 
Preliminary Engineering 

Mr. thomas Fuchs 
Page Two 

Ms. Caimeletta Harris, Project Manager, State Highway Administration 
Ms. Heather Amick, Environmental Manager, State Highway Administration 

By: 
Melissa Kosenak 
Project Engineer 
Project Planning Division 

My Wtphontnwntxfli 

Maiytand Rtlay Stnie* (or ImpaJrad Huring or SOMch 
1-W0.73M2M StaKwtdt To« FrV. ^^ 

Strt« AMrtM: 707 North Calvtrt strtM • Batthnore, Maiytand 2iaa 

>5 



'" STATCHKSIWAY ADMINISTOATION 
QUESTIONS AND/OR COMMENTS 

MO830A11 
LOOmON/DESlGN PUBLIC HEARING 

MD 35S (MONTROSEROAD) 
MONTROSE ROAD/RANDOLPH ROAD INTERSECTION 

MONDAY, DECEMBER 3.2001; 5:30 PM. - 9:00 P.M. 
(Snow Date: January 7,2002) 

RICHARD MONTGOMERY HIGH SCHOOL 
250 RICHARD MONTGOMERY DRIVE 

ROCKVILLErMD 20852 

NAME 

PLEASE 

PRINT 

^fhonw    ^voA.* DATE  free.3:ZJO«,'[ 
ADDRESS     1301 <    CrtbhfUrK   L^  ^-2.0^ 

STATE      yVd)     ap    3v6S!S~7 OTY     KocKu;  IN 

I/We wish to comment or Inquire about the following a»pect» ot this project  

f)    ?l'e.q<p    CorvcJ-rv.cf- jke   brtl^P    nvrpr   CSy   ,*^ 

jin €, ^r -V->^o 4-r<\cK^) eg,; 

Cof^'-N JCAC C^y 

&<x\ 
C-ier^Jen^'K 

{.oM-'r<-M^ -h~&.M'it'tp\fi\  dpet   tVclv/<ffc. n\»re »*\*<t.C- -trc^s^S 

^)••^/lou)  eAotff&,   ^^agp   on   WP3rr4-ft oilfjw  ti 

+ ^ v4. 

rfclocfc*-d ^e^ fA^^H ^^--fo X-V7P, bw^ H- 5A>»^^^%< 

^^fXe-  ri&4^^ at- Ra^clolpA ReaJ <L»U be.   CO^IXKLJ- 

4-kal'^ery   Queoe 3vr»vpe.r L^-N^  a^vj  ^I'^J pW^'^.j 

•Please add my/our name(s) to the Mailing list   >f(seNV3   $ifftM e-V Ap ^oi t. 
•Resedelete my/our name(s) from the Waning list f Unrv**/ -for VciVi  h(\',)) 
* Petsonsvvho have received a o^y of this brochure through the mail are already on finnj, 

the jwdectMaUlng List 

^;. 
Maiyiand Department of Transportation 
State Highway Administration 

January 7,2002 

Parrts N. Glendening 
Gov«rnof 

John D. Porcari 

Parker F. Wiffiams 
Adfninimtor 

Ms.L«iraA.Novack 
11703 Hitching Post Lane 
North BethesdaMD 208S2 

Dear Ms. Novaclc 

Thank you for your comments regarding the MD 355 Montrose Road/Randolph Road 
bteisection Improvement Project The State Highway Administretion (SHA) encourages public 
involvement and appreciates your comments. Your comments supporting Alternate 1, the No- 
Build Alternate have been noted. 

Early in the project planning process, the possibility of raising existing Randolph Road 
over the CSX Crossing at its current location was investigated. This option was not carried 
forward for several reasons. If existing Randolph Road was raised over the CSX Crossing on it's 
current alignment, as opposed to Option B-l, access to several businesses would be eliminated 
due to the difference in elevation of the road and the businesses. In addition, in order to 
construct such a crossing, the current road would need to be completely closed or relocated 
during construction. If the road were relocated during construction, it would likely be relocated 
along the current Option B-l alignment, therefore necessitating the disruption of the forested 
area along the Montgomery County proposed Montrose Parkway right-of-way. Currently, all of 
the proposed alternates are located along the Montgomery County's proposed Montrose Parkway 
right-of-way in order to allow the State project and the County project to tie into each other if 
both projects are constructed. 

The next step for this project will be the selection of a preferred alternate. This decision 
will be made in the winter 2001/2002 with final location approval expected by the summer of 
2002. During this process, the selection of the preferred alternate will require continued 
coordination with the federal, state and local government agencies; in addition to, the citizen 
comments received at the MD 355 Montrose Road/Randolph Road Intersection Improvement 
Project Location/Design Public bearing held on Monday, December 3,2001. 

My tolsphoiw numbtr I*  

Mvyttnd Relay Stnrie* for Impaired Hearing or Speech 
1-800-735-2258 SUtewlde Toll Free 

Melllng Addraea: P.O. Box 717 • Baltimore. MD 21203-0717 
Street Addreee: 707 North Celverl Slreet • BaMmore, Merylmd 21202 
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Again, thank you for your interest in the MD 355 Monttose Road/Randolph Road 
Intersection Improvement Project If you have any further questions or comments, please feel 
free to contact Caimeletta T. Harris, the project manager, at 410-545-8522 or toll-free in 
Maryland at 1-800-548-502 or via email at charris® sha.state.md.us.' . 

Very tnily yours, 

Cynthia D. Simpson 
Deputy Director 
Office of Planning and 
Preliminary Engineering 

By: yu^frWe, 
Melissa Kosenak 
Project Engineer 
Project Planning Division 

cc:      Ms. Canneletta Harris, Project Manager, State Highway Administration 
Ms. Heather Amick, Environmental Manager, State Highway Administration 
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Maryland Department of Transportation 
State Highway Administration 

January 7,2002 

Panto N. Gtandenfng 
Qovowc 

John D. Porcari 
Saentwy 

Parter F. wiBams 
MmHitrator 

Ms. Ame Ambler 
12J0SKuilRoad 
Silver Spring MD 20902 

Dear Ms. Ambler 

.  Thank you for your commeno regarding the MD 355 Montrose Road/Randolph Road 
Intersection Improvement Project The State Highway Administrttion (SHA) encourages public 
involvement and appreciates your comments. Your comments supporting transit use have been 
noted. 

Early in the project planning process, the possibility of raising existing Randolph Road 
over the CSX Crossing at its current location was investigated. This option was not earned 
fbnwd for several reasons. If existing Randolph Road was raised over the CSX Crossing on it's 
current alignment, as opposed to Option B-l, access to several businesses would be eliminated 
due to the difference in elevation of the road and the businesses. In addition, in order to 
constnict such a crossing, the cunent road would need to be completely closed or relocated 
during consttuctioa If the road were relocated during construction, it would likely be relocated 
along the current Option B-l alignment, therefore necessitating the disruption of the forested 
area along the Montgomery County proposed Montrose Parkway right-of-way. Currently, all of 
the proposed alternates are located along the Montgomety County's proposed Montrose Parkway 
right-of-way in order to allow the State project and the County project to tie into each other if 
both projects are constructed. 

The next step for this project will be the selection of a preferred alternate. This decision 
will be made in the winter 2001/2002 with final location approval expected by the summer of 
2002. During this process, the selection of the prefetred alternate will require continued 
coordination with the federal, state and local government agencies; in addition to, the citizen 
comments received at die MD 355 Montrose Road/Randolph Road Intetsection Improvement 
Project Location/Design Public hearing held on Monday, December 3,2001. 

My Mtptoflt mm*« It ________^______ 

Mwytand Rttay S»rvte» for Impairwt HHiIng orSpMCh 
1-600-735-2296 StatawM* Ton Fm 

Malting Addrt**: P.O. Box 717 • Battlroort, MO 21203-0717 
StrMt Mdrau: 707 North Calvtrt Stnot • BaWmoro, Maryland 21202 

Ms. Anne Ambler 
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Asah, thank you for your interest in the MD 355 Montrose Road/Randolph Road g t^ment Project  If you have any further questions or comments, please feel 

M^and at 1-800-548-502 or via email at ehamsOsha^te.md.us. • 

Very twly yours, 

Cynthia D.Simpson 
Deputy Director 
Office of Planning and 
Preliminary Engineering 

By:      AfrftflWfc 
Melissa Kosenak 
Project Engineer 
Project Planning Division 

XA   r^^ietta Harris Project Manager, State Highway Administration 
"      £ £^SSLtal Manager. State Highway Administrauon 
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Maryland Department of Transportation 
State Highway Administration 

January 10,2002 

Parris N. Glendening 
Govflfnor 

John 0. Porcarl 
S«cr«[ftry 

Packer F. WllliBms 
Adminfstnitof 

Ms. Ruth H. Meyer 
1707 Wilmait Street 
RodcvilleMD 20852 

Dear Ms. Meyer 

Thank you for your comments regarding the MD 355 Montrose Road/Randolph Road 
Intersection Improvement Project The State Highway Administralion (SHA) encourages public 
involvement and appreciates your comments. Your comments supporting Alternate 2 have been 
noted. 

The next step for this project will be the selection of a preferred alternate. This decision 
will be made in the winter 2002 with final location approval expected by the summer of 2002. 
During this process, the selection of the preferred alternate will require continued coordination 
with the federal, state and local government agencies: in addition to, the citizen comments 
received at the MD 355 Montrose Road/Randolph Road Intersection Improvement Projact 
Location/Design Public hearing held on Monday, December 3,2001. 

Again, thank you for your interest in the MD 355 Montrose Road/Randolph Road 
Intersection Improvement Project. If you have any further questions or comments, please feel 
free to contact Carmeletla T. Harris, the project manager, at 410-545-8522 or toll-free in 
Maryland at 1-800-548-5026 or via email at chlffil98ln,aWK.ind,m. 

Very truly yours, 

Cynthia D.Simpson 
Deputy Director 
Office of Planning and 
Preliminary Engineering 

Melissa Kosenak 
Project Engineer 
Project Planning Division 

By; 

Ms. Carmeletta Harris, Project Manager, State Highway Administration 
Ms. Heather Amick, Environmental Manager. State Highway Administration 

My Maptior* number ti __________^_^___ 

Maryland Rtlay S«rv<ea (or Impalrad Hwring er Speech 
1-800.735-2258 Statawld* Toll Fr»« 

Mailing Addrtaa: P.O. Box 717 • Baltlmort, MO 21203-0717 
StrMt Addr**t: 707 North Calvtrt Strwt • Battlmor*, Maryland 21202 
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!§SS 
Maryland Department ofTransportation 
State Highway Administration 

January 10,2002 

Parris N, Glendenir.g 
Governor 

John O. Porcari 
Secrtary 

Patker F. Williams 
Admlniitrator 

Ms. Christine FUnihal 
5509 Northfield Road 
BethesdaMD 20817 

Dear Ms. Flinthal: 

Thank you for your comments regarding the MD 355 Montrose Road/Randolph Road 
Intersection Improvement Project. The State Highway Administration (SHA) encourages public 
involvement and appreciates your comments concerning the project and the public meeting. 

As part of this project, the SHA is incorporating ideas for Thinking Beyond the Pavement 
such as sidewalks, landscape amenities and bicycle or pedestrian facilities wherever possible to 
preserve and enhance the community's character. Details, such as what types of sidewalk and 
curb treatments will be used will be determined once an alternate is selected for final design. 

The next step for this project wilt.be the selection of a preferred alternate. This decision 
will be made in (he winter 2002 with final location approval expected by the summer of 2002. 
During this process, the selection of the preferred alternate will require continued coordination 
with the federal, state and local government agencies; in addition to the citizen comments 
received at the MD 355 Montrose Road/Randolph Road Intersection Improvement Project 
Location/Design Public hearing held on Monday, December 3,2001. 

Again, thank you for your interest in the MD 355 Montrose Road/Randolph Road 
Intersection Improvement Project If you have any further questions or comments, please feel 
free to contact Canneletta T. Harris, the project manager, at 410-545-8522 or toll-free in 
Maryland at 1-800-548-5026 or via email at chanis@sha.state.md.us. 

Very truly yours, 

Cynthia D. Simpson 
Deputy Director 
Office of Planning and 
Preliminary Engineering 

By: 
Melissa Kosena 
Project Engineer 
Project Planning Division 

My tslaphofM number Is • 

Maryland Rday Sarvte* lor Impalrad Hearing or SpMcn 
1-800-73S-22S8 Staltwld* Toll Fr«o 

Mailing Addr**«; P.O. Box 717 • Baltlmor*, MD 21203-0717 
Strwt Addr*»: 707 North Cahrort'StrMt • Baltlmor*, Maryland 21202 
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cc:      Ms. Cannelena Harris, Project Manager, State Highway Administration 
Ms. Heather Amick, Environmental Manager, State Highway Administranon 

From: Cif^u^u^^ rpZi^Xk^ 
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We'd Like Your Feedback 
To help us improve our public involvement program, 

we would appreciate your comments on tonight's meeting. 

Excelli 

Overall, was the meeting useful and ., 2 
Informative? 

Was the staff courteous, knowledgeable ., 2 
and professional? 

Were the displays & maps easily 1 2 
understood and Informative? 

DM the slide show/video provide a useful ^ 2 
I overview of the project and process? (If 
;,• applicable) 

(H applicable) Did the "visualization" , . 2 
techniques make the propwed • '•_""_/. 
aherriatlves easier to understand?   .    U^J^V-^A*^ ^U^ **   A^^-T^VT" 

1 Examples: artistic sketches, computer- cT;        J^^ ^/vC^J ' Jte*£±-lJJ*»- 
fTerated renderings, 3-D models,   J^'&r ^^^   r~~^.   ^T^_, 

\   mated v^eo. etc. ^ ^.^^       &~^>S£S^ 
Was the meeting held in a convenient , >^>i^*     ^ 4 

(3 

<3> 

© 

4i 

location? 

Was the building and parking appropriate 
for the meeting? 

1 6 
irthe meeting? '„ . • •   1*   •  ftjJL 

SenteSS thestudy, please use the tami in me project brochure.        ^ 

Coe-f-O),^ 

xua/><«•%> 
^   X4« /rvv^**^ •'v   MD 355 (Montroee Road) 9^ 

Location/Design Public Hearing , 
Monday, December 3,2001 M^rt-^^ ^n 

JJJL /AW 'JAM JWyt pUs&^lM*  Cxc**~- ^g^U^fl^Uf^ 

Maryland Department of Transportation 
State Highway Administration 

Parris N. Glendening 
Gowmc 

John D. Porcari 
S«cr«u/y 

Parker F. Williams 
AdmWstritor 

January 10,2002 

Mr. James Katz 
6002 Stonehenge Place 
N.BethesdaMD 20852 

Dear Mr. Katz: 

Thank you for your comments regarding the MD 355 Montrose Road/Randolph 
Road IntCTsection Improvement Project. The State Highway Administration (SHA) 
encourages public involvement and appreciates your comments. 

Early in the project planning process, the possibility of raising existing Randolph 
Road over the CSX Crossing at its cunent location was investigated. This option was not 
carried further for many reasons. If existing Randolph Road was raised over the CSX 
Crossing on it's current alignment, as opposed to Option B-I. access to several additional 
businesses would be eliminated due to the difference in elevation of the road versus the 
businesses. In addition, in order to construct such a crossing, the current road would need 
to be completely closed or relocated during construction. If the road were relocated 
during construction, it would likely be relocated along the current Option 8-1 alignment, 
therefore necessitating the disruption of the forested area along the Montgomery County 
proposed Montrose Parkway right-of-way. Currently, all of the proposed alternates are 
located along the Montgomery County's proposed Montrose Parkway right-of-way in 
order to allow the State project and the County project to tie into each other if both 
projects are constructed. 

The next step for this project will be the selection of a prefened alternate. This 
decision will be made in the winter 2002 with final location approval expected by the 
summer of 2002. During this process, the selection of the preferred alternate will require 
continued coordination with the federal, state and local government agencies; in addition 
to, the citizen comments received at the MD 355 Montrose Road/Randolph Road 
Intersection Improvement Project Location/Design Public hearing held on Monday, 
December 3,2001. 

My Mtfhorm numtur Is ________^___^^_ 

Midland Relay S«rvlcs lor Impalrtd Htaring or SpMCh 
1-800-735-2258 StatawM* Toll Fr«a 

Mailing Addrna: P.O. Bex T17 • BaMmor*. MO 21203-0717 
Str»»t Addra**: 707 North Calvart Str»«t • Baltlmor*. Maryland 21303 



Mr. James Katz 
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Again, thank you for your interest in the MD 3SS Momrose Road/Randolph Road 
Intersection Improvement Project. If you have any further questions or comments, please 
feel free to contact Canneletta T. Harris, the project manager, at 410:343-8322 or toll- 
free in Maryland ait 1-800-548-5026 or via email at eharris@sha.state.md.us. 

Very truly yours, 

Cynthia D. Simpson 
Deputy Director 
Office of Planning and 
Preliminary Engineering 

By:      (VUS^W^- 
Melissa Kosenak 
Project Engineer. 
Project Planning Division 

cc:      Ms. Canneletta Hants. Project Manager, State Highway Administntion 
Ms. Heather Araick, Environmental Manager, State Highway Administration 

From: 'James Katz" 
To: <charTis@sha.state.ma.ua> 
Date: 12/4/01 4:24PM 
Subject Rockville Pike and Motroae Rd. Intersection 

I live dose to the Rocfcville Pike and Motrose Rd. Intersection. 

I wish to urge the State Highway Administration to build the proposed 
. bridge along the Intersection of MontroseRd. and Rockville Pike, on the 

• existing Randolph Rd. 

The tremendous cost of otherwise diverting traffic will take needed funds away from education and other 
community needs. In addition. It will Inconvenience drivers with multiple S-curves. 

Sincerely, 

J.Katz 
8002 Stonehenge Place 
N. Bethesda. Md 
20852 

«. 



Maryland Department of Transportation 
State Highway Administration 

"PamsTCGISi3eSn9 
Oononor 

JohnO. Porcart 
Stcnwy 
Partner F. WWianis 
Mntohliruu 

Januaty22,2002 

Mr. James W. Oarice, Vice President 
Washington Regional Network for livable Communities 
1916 Dundee Road 
RoekvilleMD 20J50 

Dear Mr. Clarice: 

Thanlt you for your comments regarding the MD 35 Montrose Road/Randolph Road 
InteraectiSrovement Project The State Highway Administration (SHA) encourages publ.c 
K^Sppr^stesyourcommems. Your comment, concenung A..*?-=•»l 

- AMMMI (EA) have been noted. We hope that the following p«)v,des you mformanon 
regarding questions isked in your letter. ; 

"In rrtowine the EAfor this project w* found no mention of what this project would do for    | 
£^,Tdi^Station.Nomentionofpotenmim^ofthuproposaIonthcproposed 

MARC station is a serious omission on the part of SHA." 

A MARC station at Montrose Crossing is identified in both MTA's 1[»lM^^s,er 

Plan JiT^CthBethesdaCSmettParicMasterPlan. Although*eMARC «**„ at 
MM^we Qossing has been identified in these Master Plans, it is not currently funded for 

•,3KnMDOr«Mr«««. Furthercooriin^onwiAMarytodTrans.tAdnnmstratton 
' K tepresentotives hu identified that funding is not expected m the ft"*?"^""- 

SSSpSct alternates with representatives of both the MTA and the Wadnngton- 
MetropoUun AreaTrtnsit Authority (WMATA) in addition to nP«^»^^? 
SnnZmetv Countv Department of PubUc Works & Transportation (DPW&T) and the 

aSw would not^eclude future construction of local and state transporunon ptans. 

«OnmesIlI^2Am-33thenMstraU^tobeencoungedMtiatedareident^d. We 
,„XaonofCommuUr Choke, the tax credit employ*, me, ^f^'^'" 
Z^U^authorizMdunderTEAlhandnocomp^doncreditautho^edbyAe 
MSSdAssemUy. Mar,Usnd tooktheUad in offering conmutn <*oUe wWtto 
^^M^f^UAlation. SBA'sfaaur,tointtud*thbas*TDMinih,EA,esp,*>ny• 
^^^^,ectU,nofRocLmme(m355),banoaUrMriousomUHononth. 

partofSBA." 
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Itt«>1and R«^ 8«fvw tor Ijgl^ H^^ Sp^ch 

1400-735-2258 StaWwM* Toll Frw 
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Mr. James W. Clarke 
Page Two 

Regional transportation modeling for the project was completed by the Metropolitan 
Washington Council of Governments (MWCOG). As you are probably aware, MWCOG 
continuously updates the inputs used in the regional model, one of which is mode choice. 
MWCOG takes great care to closely track trends in commuter patterns and, to this extent 
possible, account for these trends in the modeling process. 

The TDM strategies listed on page 10-33 of the EA reflect general strategies currently in 
place or anticipated to be in place in the future. The employer tax credit component of 
Commuter Choice you reference in your letter would provide opportunities for employees to 
utilize the strategies listed by providing financial incentive for both employees and employers. 
The anticipated impacts of the program are taken into consideration in the forecasts. 

"While the North Bethesda Transportation Management District (TMD) exists in the ana 
covered by this study a TMD, we find no mention in this study of the need to insure that this 
TMD is adequately funded. We also find no mention in this EA of the need to insure that the 
mode split proposed for the North Bethesda TMD is being met before construction is started 
on the final choice." 

Although the project falls within the North Bethesda Transportation Management 
District, the transportation initiatives included in this plan alone would not address congestion 
and safety issues at the intersection. It is SHA's desire that the initiatives within the TMD in 
concert with the proposed improvements at the intersection contribute to the safe and efficient 
flow of the traveling public and goods and services in the study area. 

Severe traffic congestion currently exists at the MD 35S Montrose Road/Randolph Road 
intersection, including the at-grade MARC/CSX Transportation railroad crossing on Randolph 
Road, and will continue to worsen and fail with stop-and-go conditions in the 2020 design year. 
The intersection experiences accident rates higher than the statewide average for similar 
roadways, especially for rear end and angle accidents. 

SHA's improvements at this intersection are necessary to address both the existing and 
future capacity needs and safety issues associated with the CSX transportation railroad crossing. 

"In reifawing the Measures of Effectiveness and accompanying maps, we found it difficult to 
teU if there is adequate pedestrian access from the residential complexes in this area to the 
numerous commercial and retail establishments in the study area. This area is part of one of 
the largest retail complexes in the state of Maryland and everything must be done in the 
Montrose Crossing area to insure that neighborhood residents have safe and adequate non- 
automotive access to the numerous retail and commercial establishments that are with easy 
walking distance of their homes." 

\ 
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Mr. James W. Clarke 
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In developing each of the alternates presented in the EA, consideration was given to 
pedestrian access patterns. In fact, some options were rejected, in part, because pedestrian access 
to the retail and commercial establishments would be degraded. Several sections of the EA 
provide details on the effects of the various alternates on pedestrian access. 

There are three residential areas where pedestrian access has been maintained or provided: 
including the Randolph Square Apartments, the Pavilion Apartments and the Forum Apartments. 
Section V.A_2. of the EA addresses the disruption of these neighborhoods and communities 
resulting from each alternate. 

The Thinking Beyond the Pavement maps (Hgure V-2, Sheets I and 2) provide an 
illustration of the proposed pedestrian accommodations for each alternate, including sidewalks 
and bicycle paths. Crosswalks at traffic signals and other Thinking Beyond the Pavement 
strategies have the opportunity to enhance cohesiveness of the neighborhoods with adjacent 
conunereial and residential areas. Mobility throughout the study area is expected to improve (in 
varying degrees) with the implementation of sidewalks and bikeways with each of the build 
alternates. 

Since September 1999, a Focus Group, comprised of local residents, community leaden, 
business leaders, transportation leaden, Montrose School representatives, elected officials, and 
county representatives, has met monthly with the study team. The Focus Group assists in the 
development of intersection improvements and addresses local traffic circulation, access and 
aesthetic concerns. Comments and suggestions received firom the Focus Group have been 
evaluated and incorporated into preliminary concepts where possible. 

The Focus Group has assisted in the development of intersection improvements and 
addressed local traffic circulation, access and aesthetic concerns. Other issues that were 
addressed by the Focus Group include: transit options, pedestrian/bicycle trails, landscaping, 
CSX Railroad track crossings, and property/business owner issues. Pedestrian/bicycle trails 
would extend the existing bikeway south and would tie into the existing Wood Lane bike path. It 
was also proposed to continue south to connect into the existing rail in Bethesda. The Focus 
Group's goal was to assure that alternates were developed with a local perspective and to assure 
that the project team was aware of key commuftity issues. The Focus Group has discussed 
"Thinking Beyond the Pavement" issues at several tneetings and is currently on-going. 

Mr. James W. Clarke 
Page Four 

A2air thank you for your interest in the MD 355 Montrose Road/Randolph Road 
mtersection Improvement Project. If you have any funher qrotU>ns °-°— P J^«< 
free to contact Ms. CarmelettaT. Harris, the Project Manager, at 410-545-8522 or toll-free in 
Maryland at 1-800-548-5026 or via email atchanis@sha.state.md.us. • 

Very truly yours. 

Cynthia Simpson 
Deputy Director 
Office of Planning and 
Preliminary Engineering 

By: 
Melissa Kosenak 

Project Engineer 
Project Planning Division 

^ ^Ms Carmeletta Harris, Project Manager. State Highway Administration 
Ms. Heather Amick, Environmental Manager, State Highway Adnumstrauon 
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Maryland Department of Transportation 
State Highway Administration 

Parrts N. Glendening 
Gawnor 

John 0. Porcari 
Stcriuiy 

Parker F. Williams 
AttiUnlniubr 

January 10,2002 

Mr. Martin Schwartzberc 
11808 Dawville Drive ! 
RockvilleMD 20852 ! 

Dear Mr. Schwartzberc: 

Thank you for your comments regarding the MD 355 Montrose Road/Randolph 
Road Interaection Improvemem Project The State Highway Administration (SHA) 
encourages public involvement aid appreciates your comments relative to the rail 
crossing. As you requested, your name has been added to the project mailing list 

The next step for this project will be the selection of a preferred alternate. This 
decision will be made in the winter 2001/2002 with final location approval expected by 
the summer of 2002. During this process, the selection of the preferred alternate will 
require continued coordination with the federal, state and local government agencies; in 
addition to the citizen comments received at the MD 355 Montrose Road/Randolph Road 
Intersection Improvement Project Location/Design Public hearing held on Monday, 
December 3,2001. 

Again, thank you for your interest in the MD 355 Montrose Road/Randolph Road 
Inteisecdon Improvement Project If you have any further questions or comments, please 
feel free to contact Catmeletta T. Harris, the project manager, at 410-545-8522 or toll- 
ftee in Maryland at 1-800-548-5026 or via email at charrisOsha.state.nid.us. 

Very tnily yours, 

Cynthia D. Simpson 
Deputy Director 
Office of Planning and 
Preliminary Engineering 

By:     ^Uf-H^ft, 
Melissa Kosenak ' 
Project Engineer 
Project Planning Division 

cc:      Ms. Heather Amick, Environmental Manager, State Highway Administration 
Ms. Canneletu Harris, Project Manager, State Highway Administration 

MvM«ohon«numbf 1» 

Maryitnd Rtlcy Swvic* tor Imptlrad Htadng or SpMch 
1-600-735-2258 SlaMwfcte.Toll Fr«« 

Mailing Addr»»»: P.O. Bex 717 • BaKlmor*. MD 212034717 
Strnt Addreaa: 707 North Calvnt Straot • BaKlmor*, Maryland 21202 

-— STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION 
QUESTIONS AND/OR COMMENTS 

MO830A11 
LOCATION/DESIGN PUBUC HEAJUNC 

MD 355 (MONTROSE ROAD) 
MONTROSE ROAD/RANDOLPH ROAD INTERSECTION 

MONDAY. DECEMBER 3,2001; 5:30 P.M. - 9:00 P.M.. 
(Snow Date: January 7,2002) 

RICHARD MONTGOMERY HIGH SCHOOL 
250 RICHARD MONTGOMERY DRIVE 

ROCKVILLE, MD 20852 

PLEASE 

PRINT 

NAME 

ADDRESS 

CITY 

totifiTtrf   SJHtJft/z'frfvhr DATE   litill*i 

PUtittlt STATE JW z'P    2>o0Si^ 

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

emu    tt,e/<r    is    //>    cleft*,   ^f.     4*   c^^^p) 

Ho **.*(•     -P'r 

f 
Onio      ft'S     t* 

Actors     //t„-: 
jnfreaic^Hu^a    fhJd   so•    ***$ 

— • ^* ^-J : =_! f-f—'W     l-*SLLn.l«       ,  ivTA/tmc      ')'v> 

0%<r    O^trs    Sh*.k  ft     R.Vo.V      W£     CftnUj       /JMJ 

o/     frclttux^t     Ship     fci-tr»\    thz^csz     4>   ZX-CT    r^-r 

WMor      rt'*/£-/J   ts   w   tej    del    ti,     ACL?   if ih 

"^"fy- 7H*k.. 
HPIease add my/our name(s) to the Mailing Ust 

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

* Persons who have received a copy of this brochure through the mall are already on 
the orolect Mailing List  



Maryland Department of Transportation 
State Highway Administration 

Panis N. GlerKJarini 
Oowwnor 

John 0. Porcari 
S«cr«uiy 

ParVor F. Williams 
MmMnruor. 

January 10,2002 

Mr. & Mrs. Slrico 
5007 Randolph Road 
N.BethesdaMD 20852 

Dear Mr. and Mrs. Sirico: 

Thank you for your comments regarding the MD 355 Montrose Road/Randolph 
Road Intersection Improvement Project. The State Highway Administration (SHA) 
encourages public involvement and appreciates your comments. Your comments 
supporting Alternate 9 have been noted.. 

The next step for this project will be the selection of a preferred alternate. This 
decision will be made in the winter 2002 with final location approval expected by the 
summer of 2002. During this process, the selection of the preferred alternate will require 
continued coordination with the federal, state and local government agencies; in addition 
to, the citizen comments received at the MD 355 Montrose Road/Randolph Road 
Intersection Improvement Project Location/Design Public hearing held on Monday, 
December 3,2001. 

Again, thank you for your interest in the MD 355 Montrose Road/Randolph Road 
Intersection Improvement Project. If you have any further questions or edsunents, please 
feel fiee to contact Caimeletu T. Harris, the project manager, at 410-545-8522 or toll* 
ftee in Maryland at 1-800-548-5026 or via email at charris@sha.jute.rad.us. 

Very truly yours, 

Cynthia D. Simpson 
Deputy Director 
Office of Planning and 
Preliminary Engineering 

By: •fQAitfrisWR . 
Melissa Kosenak 
Project Engineer 
Project Planning Division 

cc:      Ms. Canneletta Harris, Project Manager, State Highway Administration 
Ms. Heather Amick, Environmental Manager, State Highway Administration 

MyMtcphorwnunbtrU  

Maiytand FMay Saivlc* tor hnpalrad Hni<ng or SpMch 
1-«00-735-225« StiMwM* Toll Fm 

Milling Addmw P.O. Box 717 • Btltfmor*, MD 21203-0717 
- Straat Mdraw: 707 North Calvmt StrMt • Biltimor*, Maryland 21202 

-^-STIKIE HIUHWXY SDMtNISTRAtlON 
QUESTIONS AND/OR COMMENTS 

MD 3SS MONTROSE ROAD/RANDOLPH ROAD 
PROJECT NO. MO830A11 

LOCATIOtyDESIGN PUBLIC HEARING 
MONDAY, DECEMBER 3,2001 

5-.30P.M. 

RICHARD MONTGOMERY HIGH SCHOOL 
250 RICHARD MONTGOMERY DRIVE 

ROCKVILLE, MD 20852-1147 

NAME 
PLEASE 

PRINT 

.AH 4f AvL?- /vVfi* ,  tfA /CJS ' 
•  PATE. /.^/. 

aL 
ADDRESS 

\faa7   'jArtPaytf /">, 
CITY 

A/.   nc*-tt**i}A 
STATE 

/WZ>.. 
2P 

JD&£=> 

1/We vylsih to comment or Inquire about the fallowing aspects of this projacf -j-^^ 

/sjafi*.     AerXl'HS-*   *'*<*-    /WT&rsecure«J. (&£**>£   ^2/>AA*- 

•D6lH>-£»ib£*     0K)    8*7*/    Srt>es    eF  rU-T   gl^V    tsfrt.' 

t>>J    TVS     *>*•    *^1-*»AJ> TJ-frfg^-r.  "cfim  g^t//g 

A*r&i>   -ruAeu*//   QCTT  m^ iC^tnLy. 

CJ*     a*.,,*je   m^r-   sue.    B^,~>£ssex AttEcy**   ay 

a Please add my/our name(s)tD the Mailing Ust        T-#&   eesr o* rss? Ai^&i— 

0 Please delete my/our name(s) from the Mailing Ust "****   ,s •* ?. 

* Persons who have received a copy of this brodiure through the mail are already on 
MaHlnnlW- 



Maryland Department offfansporiailon 
State Highway Administration 

January 10,2002 

"ParifisK Glencfenriii 
Govtmor 

John 0. Porcari 
StcrtUry 

Parker F. Williams 
MmMmrttor 

Mr. Mario Sguigna 
11350 Empire Lane 
RockvilleMD 20852 

Dear Mr. Sguigna: 

Thank you for your comments regarding the MD 355 Montrose Road^andolph 
Road Inte^uon faprovement Project. The State Highway Administittion (S 
encourages pubhc mvolvement and appreciates your comments supporting the nTbuild 
alternate. As per your request, your name has been added to the project mailing list. 

—• • Th""tstePfor I"8 PfOJewwiU be the selection of aprefenwi alternate. This 
daemon wUl U> made «the winter 2001/2002 with final location approval expected by 
the summer of 2002. During this proce*. the selection of the prefe^d altem^i 

!^Z,Tred
H
COOni",a,ion ** *e fc** «• and loc/govemment agencies in 

T^S   ? e0W^XS TCeiVe<1 M *• "O 355 Montrose Ro^WtaShh Road 
JSTaST ^ Uxa,ion/Desi8n ^^ ""ri"* held on Mondiy. 

Again, thank you for your interest in the MD 355 Montrose Road/Randolph Road 
hte^non Improvement Project. If you have any further questions or commenB, please 
fed fteeto contjet Carmeletta T. Hartis, the project manager, at 410-545-8522 or toll 
free in Maryland at 1-800-548-5026 or via email at chanisOsha.staie.md.us. 

Very truly yours, 

Cynthia D. Simpson 
Deputy Director 
Office of Planning and 
Preliminary Engineering 

By:       flUi&£^& 
Melissa Kosenak 
Project Engineer 
Project Planning Division 

Ms. Heather Amick. Environmental M*nager. State Highway Administnuion 
Ms. Carmeletta Harria, Project Manager, State Highway Administration 

Mytrttfriemnwitxrli   

MwylandRitayS«tvk» tec Imcwlnd H.artng or SpMdi 
1-600-73*a2S« StaMwId* Toll Fn» 

SMM AddrM*: 707 North Cilvw StrMt. Btltlnwr., Maiytand 11202 

cc: 

PLEASE 

PRINT 

QUESTIONS AND/OR COMMENTS 

MD 353 MONTROSE ROAD/RANDOLPH ROAD 
PROJECT NO. MO830A11 

LOCATTOIVDESIGN FUBUC HEARING 
MONDAY, DECEMBER 3,2001 

530F.M. 

RICHARD MONTGOMERY HIGH SCHOOL 
250 RICHARD MONTGOMERY DRIVE 

ROOCVILUE, MD 20852-1147 

NAME MflO.SGUiS/vfo. DATE   ;Z/;^p, 

CrTr ^OCkVlLL-^ STATE    ^^      ZIP      XO&SJZ, 

I/We wish to comment or Inquire about tfio followthg aspects of this project 

iVA-5    HH^«?>y-/>t€^vTt.   Spy jQ^jg, fVnft/Ein/vfc. 

"^O^Q^O/K' )/iS'fy<r YVtioL& ito&e*?.  
f&Mm /ns-o   M-OYLX   HAYUD  mtfo /C^MQ *? 

^Please add my/our nameCs) to ttie Mailing list 

- fte^*** my/0U,'name(s) ftlom ,he Man,n9 Ust 

"SSteSft ui?**a "^ * ^brochure ^""^ *• "^are alrtadyon 

«s~- 



Maryland Department of Transportation 
State Highway Administration 

' FarrtsH. {3«>3eSr 
Qwvrc 

John 0. Porcari 
S«cr«Ury 

Paritet F. Williams 
A«i***r«tcr 

January 10,2002 

Ms. Natalie Goldberg ' 
lUlIJoUyWay 
Kensington MD 20895 

Dear Ms. Goldberg: 

Thank you for your comments regarding the MD 3SS Montrose Road/Randolph Road 
Intersection Improvement Project The State Highway Administration (SHA) encourages public 
involvement and appreciates your comments. Your comments supporting Alternate 2 have been 
noted. As you requested, your name has been added to the project mailing list. 

The next step for this project will be the selection of a preferred alternate. This decision 
will be made in the winter 2001/2002 with final location approval expected by the summer of 
2002, During this process, the selection of the preferred alternate will require continued 
coordination with the federal, state and local government agencies; in addition to the citizen 
comments received at the MD 355 Montrose Road/Randolph Road intersection Improvement 
Project Location/Design Public hearing held on Monday, December 3,2001. 

Again, thank you for your interest in the MD 355 Montrose Road/Randolph Road 
Intersection Improvement Project. If you have any further questions or comments, please feel 
free to contact Carmeletta T. Harris, the project manager, at 410-545-8522 or toll-free in 
Maryland at 1-800-548-5026 or via email at chams9sha.state.md.us. 

Very truly yours, 

Cynthia D. Simpson 
Deputy Director 
Office of Planning and 
Preliminary Engineering 

By:     P^^faj^ 
Melissa Kosenak 
Project Engineer 
Project Planning Division 

cc:    . Ma. Heather Amick, Environmental Manager, State Highway Administration 
Ms. Carmeletta Harris, Project Manager, State Highway Administration 

Mv Mtdhona nartmt l» 

Maryland Rflay Sanle* tor Impalnd HMftng or SpMdi 
1400-739-22Sa StattwMe Toll FrM 

Mailing Addma: P.O. Box 717 • BaMmera, MO 21103-0717 
Strnt Addm« 707 North Ctrivart Stmt • BaMmor*, Maryland 21202 

STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION 
QUESTIONS AND/OR COMMENTS 

MO830A11 
LOCATION/DESIGN PUBUC HEARING 

MD 355 (MONTROSE ROAD) 
MONTROSE ROAD/RANDOWH ROAD INTERSECTION 

MONDAY, DECEMBER 3,2001; 5:30 M. - 9:00 P.M. 
(Snow Dae: January 7,2002) 

RICHARD MONTGOMERY HIGH SCHOOL 
250 RICHARD-MONTGOMERY DRIVE 

ROCKVIUE,MD 20852 

PLEASE A/oYa 6f     bt, IJUt*— 
ADDRESS       , -T- //    , ft 

PRINT y//// JaM. L^M^- 
CITY     £._..._   L . STATE 

DATE n/is/o '*l- 

KrHt/.r-J»A HJL ZIP torrr 
l/We wish to comment or Inquire about the following aspects of this pro|ect: 

T *•/*«/, 
hrltj* ilkCff. 

"M IT' 
/i  *fl    fsif/ft 

JTtVfS   uttil^r    Aram    ti^L    /h.b.z*   f0***.^*.   ,„*_  ^J^/C//y^i— 

(.—.   JJ'K  L.r *...Jr'       /K/,..^*   ?    u}^/. 

—<3F "Ijf   *<~r* 

y/^L ...V.J 

W     ..rtrtrrSr, 

42. 

H Please add my/our name(s) to the Mailing Ust 

Q Please delete my/our name(s) from the Mailing List 
* Persons who have received a copy of this brochure through the mail are already on 

the protect Mailing Ust . 
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Maryland Department olDransportation 
State Highway Administration 

January 16,2002 

" Parrts N. Glendsning 
Gownor 

John 0. Porcari 
Sccratvy 

Parker F. Williams 
Adminlstritor 

Mr. Jerry Garson 
8308 Raymond Lane 
Potomac MD 20854 

. Dear Mr. Oaison, 

Thank you for your comments regarding the MD 355 Montrose Road/Randolph 
Road Intersection Improvement Project The State Highway Administntion (SHA) 
encourages public involvement and appreciates your comments. Your comments 
supporting Alternate 2 and Alternate 9 including Option B-l Modified have been noted. 

The next step for this project will be the selection of a prefened alternate. This 
decision will be made in the winter 2001/2002 with final location approval expected by 
the summer of 2002. During this process, the selection of the prpfened alternate will 
require continued coordination with the federal, state and local government agencies; in 
addition to the citizen comments received at the MD 355 Montrose Road/Randolph Road 
Intersection Improvement Project Location/Design Public hearing held on Monday, 
December 3; 2001. 

Again, thank you for your interest in the MD 355 Montrose Road/Randolph Road 
Intersection Improvement Project If you have any further questions or comments, please 
feel free to contact Canneletta T. Karris, the project manager, at 410-545-8522 or toll- 
free in Maryland at 1-800-548-502 or via email at chairis®sha.statejnd.us. 

Very truly yours, 

Cynthia D.Simpson 
Deputy Director 
Office of Planning and 
Preliminary Engineering 

Melissa Kosena 
Project Engineer 
Project Planning Division' 

cc:      Ms. Canneletta Harris, Project Manager, State Highway Administration 
Ms. Heather Amick, Environmental Manager, State Highway Administration 

MyM«phon»nunibwli 

Maiyiand Relay s«ivle* (or Impalrad Having or SpMCh 
1-800-735-2256 StattwW* Toll Fra* 

Mailing Addrau: P.O. Box 717 • BaRbnora, MD 21203-0717 
Strnt Addrau: 707 North Cahrort StraM • BaMnrar*, Maryland 21202 

Citizens for 
Better Potomac Roads 

(308 Raymond tam, Potomac, MD 20854 
301 765-9470 

Testimony of Jerry Ganou, co-chair, Citoens for Better Potomac Roads 
to Maryland Department of Transportation State Highway Administration 

Public Hearing on MD Route 355 & Montrose Road /Randolph Road 
December 3,2001 

Good evening. My name is Jeny Gancu. I co-chair with WameoBuhler of Potomac Citizau for Better Potomac 
Roads. 

We formed this group to fight for better roads and transportation improvemects in Potomac, North Potomac and the rest 
of the Potomac planning region.   Potomac has over 80,000 residents of which over 95% must use automobilea to get 
around, due to the lack of rail or bus transit in most of die region and the spread-out nature of the region. 

Roads in Potomac and the surrounding region are subitandard now and will get worse given projections for 17,000 more 
residents and 7,424 new jobs over die next 20 yean scheduled to be added in Potomac aceordmg to the draft Potomac 
Master Plan. Despite the appearance of a few activists in Potomac who want to maintain the status quo with «U roads 
being two lanes phis a recommendation against new bridges over the Pctomac, the reality is that most residents of 
Potomac would overwhelmingly like to see real solutions to the growing traffic mess, which is confounded by 
Montgomsy CountyVnnwiHingnejj to provide-necessaiy road-capadtyfor current use and thraddrricmalpopulanon and 
»obs. 

An example is the Poll conducted by Connie Morella in her spring 2001 newsletter which asked Do you support a new 
Potomac Rhrx crossing 67% said Yes and only 33% said No. 

We are here tonight to urge yoor support for cousiiuction of the Motflnse Roa<W55/CSX track project WUethis 
project is not in Potomac, Potomac-area residents depend heavily on using Montrose Road, Falls Read and Tuckerman 
Lane to get to Rockville Pike (MD 355). The Pike is a major shopping and jobs destinaticm for Potomac residents. 
Hence, our group supports construction of the Montrose Parkway, and the improvements that the State Highway 
Administrxtioo is proposing at the 355/CSX interchange. 

We urge that this project be expedited as much a possible to relieve the daily daytime, evening and Saturday congestion 
on Montrose Road and the RockviDe Pike (Route 355). 

We support either ahemative that separates Route 355 from Montrose Parkway Attcmative 9 or 2. We oppose the "no 
build" alternative and die alternative that merely widens the existing intencction. 

We support an optioa to create off ramps from the new Nebel Street extended to the new interchange. This will cut the 
amount of traffic on the CSX tracks. 

We support tying in the project to Parklawn and Montrose Parkway Phase n which will save tens of millions of dollars ir 
land acquiiition. 

Please do not give the County Council an excuse to NOT fond Montrose Parkway. Please ensure that the design of the 
VfdntroK Rb«d/355/CSX tracks mterchahge stays' on schedule.  " "•"  " 

Thank you for your time. I would be very happy to answer questions. 



Maryland Department of Transportation 
State Highway Administration 

PariSs N. Glendenlhg 
Gonmw 

John D. Porcari 
S«cnuty 
Parksr F. WlUiams 
Admlnfilrdor 

January 16,2002 

Mr. Gerald Israel 
11801 Rockville Pike 
Apt. 404 
Rockville MD 20852 

Dear Mr. Israel: 

Thank you for your comments regarding the MD 355 Montrose Road/Randolph 
Road Intersection Improvement Project. The State Highway Administration (SHA) 
encourages public involvement and appreciates your comments. 

The aerial photography that was shown at the Location/Design Public Hearing on 
December 3,2001 did not show ongoing construction, however the projected future 
traffic volumes in the project area are determined based on the zoned land uses. 
Therefore, the additional traffic that will be generated by current development has been 
accounted for in the alternates. The project mapping will be updated to show the current 
construction. 

The Maple Avenue extension is a Montgomen' County project. The extension is 
shown on State mapping for visual purposes only. Any questions concerning, this project 
and the impacts related to it can be answered by the Montgomery County Department of 
Public Works and Transportation. 

The next step for this project will be the selection of a preferred alternate. This 
decision will be made in the winter 2001/2002 with final location approval expected by 
the summer of 2002. During this process, the selection of the preferred alternate will 
require continued coordination with the federal, state and local government agenaes; in 
addition to the citizen comments received at the MD 355 Montrose Road/Randolph Road 
Intersection Improvement Project Location/Design Public hearing held on Monday, 
December 3,2001. 

My Maphont numbtr Is __________^_ 

MaiyUnd Btlay 8«ivte» tor Ifnpairad Hairing or Sp«*ch 
1-80O.735-22Sa StaimnW* Toll FrM 

Mailing AddrM«: P.O. Sox 717 • BtfUmer*, MD 212034717 
Street Addr»»»: 707 North Calvtrt Straot • BaWmoro, Maryland 21202 

Mr. Gerald Israel 
Page Two 

Again, thank you for your interest in the MD 355 Montrose Road/Randolph Road 
Intersection Improvement Project. If you have any further questions or comments, please 
feel free to contact Carmeletta T. Harris, the project manager, at 410-545-8522 or toll- 
free in Maryland at 1-800-548-502 or via email at chanis@sha.state.md.us. 

Very truly yours, 

Cynthia D. Simpson 
Deputy Director 
Office of Planning and 
Preliminary Engineering 

By: tfk 
Melissa Kosenak 
Project Engineer 
Project Planning Division 

cc; Ms. Carmeletta Harris, Project Manager, State Highway Administration 
Ms. Shannon Rousey, Environmental Manager, State Highway Administration 

-^ 

-Q 



GERAUU ISRAEL 
11101 ROCKVILLEPWE 

APT 404 
ROCKVILU, MO 20052 

December 3,2001 

Muyland Depanment of Transportation 
Sate Highway Adminutntios 
Office of Planning and Preliminaiy Eagiseering 
Mlil Stop C-301 
Box 717 
Baltimore, MD 21203-O717 

Refoenoe: MD 355 Montrose Road/Randolph Road 
Project No. MO830All 

ToWhomllMvConeero: 

I have reviewed the docanentiition received with the notification of tonighfi "Public Hearing". Iwiihto 
compUment your itaff on an enellest job of presenting the facts and options available prior to this 

I mast however point outtome "Glaring Enorf* relative to nine of the cunent facts presented in tUi 
lumuiary. They are aa&Uows: 

1. In the SouthEast "Quadrant ofthe subject Intochange" all properties atyacent to my hone in The 
Fonun Condominium arc cunently under constroction or planned for omstraction. At the 
moment, all of your designs ihow empty spaces, an open lot full of Landscaping and Plant 
materials, and a boarded up borne. Ndne of this is the case. At this time, a large Office Building 
is nearing constroction completion to our inuniediate West, a 10-Stoiy Office Building and two (2) 
Fifteen-SmyApannmit Buildings are planned immwliately to onr South, bordering Old 
Georgetown Road, and a new Apartment Complex has already been built to the East of that' 
developaenl All in all, there will be apptoxiinateiy 3,000 additional motor vehicles occupying, 
entering, aadfor exiting that small interjection prior to the time year project win be underoey. 
The impict should be enormous and may not have been reflected in your current planning; 

2. There appear* to be an "Extension" of the existing Maple Aveoue, which currently ends at the 
Nortbera border ofthe Fonim Condominium. Your plan shows an ecteaaion of that street which 
happeni to cut iao our property.....ipediicallyutto one of om icueation areas. Further, it cuts 
through two of the projecvtlat already have commenced constraedon. 

! am very pleased about the prospect of "easing traffic" as piuposeil in all three alternatives however I am 
not happy about.the above shown errors and therefore the possibUlty that much of the data contained in the 
report yoo sent is may be "flawed*.  •     ' •   • • 

I would tppndMt your direct response to the above two issues. 

Vaf trulyyours, 

Genld/.ImeT  
Treasurer . 
Hie Fonan Condnmiiimm Owners Attrdirion 

Maryland Department of Transportation 
State Highway Administration 

January 4,2002 

Parris N. ijlen'dening 
Gwernor 

John D. Porcari 
Secretary 

Parker F. Williams 
Administrator 

Dr. Amy Fried 
6002 Stonehenge Place 
North BethesdaMD 20852 

Dear Dr. Fried: 

Thank you for your comments regarding the MD 355 Montrose Road/Randolph Road 
Intersection Improvement Project. The State Highway Administration (SHA) encourages public 
involvement and appreciates your comments. Your comments supporting Alternate 1, the No- 
Build Alternate have been noted. 

The next step for this project will be the selection of a preferred alternate. This decision 
will be made in the winter 2001/2002 with final location approval expected by the summer of 
2002. During this process, the selection of the preferred alternate will require continued 
coordination with the federal, state and local government agencies; in addition to the citizen 
comments received at the MD 355 Montrose Road/Randolph Road Intersection Improvement 
Project Location/Design Public hearing held on Monday, December 3, 2001. 

Again, thank you for your interest in the MD 355 Montrose Road/Randolph Road 
Intersection Improvement Project. If you have any further questions or comments, please feel 
free to contact Carmeletta T. Harris, the project manager, at 410-545-8522 or toll-free in 
Maryland at 1-800-548-502 or via email at chanis@sha.state.md.us. 

Very truly yours. 

Cynthia D. Simpson 
Deputy Director 
Office of Planning and 
Preliminary Engineering 

By:      A ^^VVv^.^ 
Melissa Kosenak 
Project Engineer 
Project Planning Division 

Ms. Carmeletta Harris, Project Manager, State Highway Administration 
Ms. Shannon Rousey, Environmental Manager, State Highway Administration 

My telephone number Is ' 

Maiytand Relay Setvleo for Impaired Heating or Speech 
1-800-735-2258 Statewide Toll Free 

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



From: 'Amy Fried, Ph.0." <(dkJtwumOjuno.com> 
To: <Ghan1tOsha.ttate.md.us> 
Otta: 12/4/011^2PM 
Subjact: RockvWe Pike and Mobote Rd tntareectkm 

Daar Ma. Carmeletta T. Hanto; 

I wtah to uroa tha State Hlghvyay Admlnbtratlon to build the proposed 
bridge along the Intersection of Montrote Rd. and RockvWe Pike, on the 
existing Randolph Rd. The tremandoua cost of olhetwtse diverting traffic 
win take needed funds away from education and other community needs. In 
addition, II will Inconvenience drtvera with multiple S-curvea. 

We live very dose to this intersection, and would be affected by the 
changes.'Again, please align the proposed bridge crossing on the existing 
Randolph Road. 

Thank you vary much. 

Sincerely, 
Amy Fried, Ph.D. 
6002 Stonehenge Place 
North Bethesda, MD 20852 

GET INTERNET ACGESS FROM JUNOI 
Juno offers FREE or PREMIUM Internet access for less! 
Join Juno twtayl For your FREE software, visit: 
httpy/dLwww.|urio.eom/get/WieW. 

,CC: <Nancy_KoppehouM.stBte.md.us> 

From: 
To: 
Data: 
Subject: 

Dear Ms. Harris; 

"Amy Fried, Ph.D.* ^dkrtieumQJuno.con^ 
<CHanfs@shBjtate.md.us> 
12/10/01 4:01PM 

Re: Roekvllle Pike and Montrose Rd. Intersection 

Iwanted to write an addendum to my previous e-mail concerning Montrose 
(Randolph) and 355, In light of the comments of the president of my 
condominium association (Alan Freemen) as quoted In the recent Gazette 
article. I wholeheartedly support Mr. Freeman's comments. While some 
solutions might be better than others, the best solution Is 'no change.- 

Thank you very much. 

Sincerely, 
Amy Fried 
6002 Stonehenge Piece 
North Bethesda, MD 20852 
<Jdkrheum®juno.eom> 

GET INTERNET ACCESS FROM JUNOI '.— 
Juno offers FREE or PREMIUM Internet access for less) 
Join Juno todeyl For your FREE software, visit 
http://dl.www.Juno.com/get/web/. 



Maryland Department of Transportation 
State Highway Administration 

Parrls N. Glenderilng? 
Oovtmor 

John D. Poreart 
Secratary 

Parker F. Williams 
Admtnlitrator 

November 12.2002 

•Ms. Holliday Jones 
5107 CrossfieW Court Apartment # 3 
RockviUeMD 20852 

Dear Ms. Jones: 

The State Highway Administration (SHA) wishes to apologize for our late response to 
your concern about commuting and travel times for the project as we',1 as the concern about time 
for the completion of construction. The State Highway Administration thanks you for your 
interest and concern regarding the MD 355/Montrose Road/Randolph Road Intersection 
Improvement Study. . 

MD 355 at Montrose Road and Randolph Road intersection is a critical intersection in 
Montgomery County and experiencing severe congestion. Therefore, our purpose for this project 
is to improve safety and traffic operations for vehicles and pedestrians using 
MD 355 and Montrose Road/Randolph Road, particularly at the MD 355 intersection of 
Montrose Road/Randolph Road and the at-grade MARC/CSX Transportation railroad crossing 
on Randolph Road. 

The SHA Selected Alternate, Alternate 9: Option 4 with Option B1 Modified improves 
congestion in the project area. The improvement has MD 355 going over the intersection of 
Montrose Road/Randolph Road and separating the east/west traffic from the north/south traffic. 
The improvement also consists of widening the existing roadway (Montrose Road and Randolph 
Road) at Old Old Georgetown Road; and at Parklawn Drive, which also includes exclusive right 
and left turning lanes (see attachment). Based on these improvements, the MD 355 Intersection 
Improvement Project will provide for better traffic flow in the area. 

Also, the Level of Service (LOS) along the east/west roadways from Old Old Georgetown 
Road to Parklawn Drive and the north/south roadways from Hubbard Drive to the Mid Pike 
Plaza entrance will be improved, and the average delay time for each vehicle at the intersections 
along these roadway segments will be decreased; thus reducing the average travel time of the 
commuters who use this network system. 

This project is funded for both the Project Planning phase and the Preliminary 
Engineering or Design phase. Right-of-Way Acquisition and Construction are not currently 
funded. 

My tttophon* numbw It. 

Midland Rttay S«ivtc» (or Impair*! HMrfng or SpMch 
1-«0O-73S-22Se Statowitfo Ton Fro 

Milllns AddraM: P.O. Box 717 • BaMmort, MD 31203-0717 
Straot AddrtM: 707 North Calvort Straot • BoHJmor*, Maryland 31302 

Ms. Holliday Jones 
Page 2 

Thank you again for your interest in the MD 355: Montrose Road/Randolph Road 
Intersection Improvement Project. If you should have any questions, please feel free to contact 
Ms. CarmelettaT. Harris, the Project Manager, at 410-545-8522 or 1-800-548-5026. 

Very truly yours, 

Cynthia D. Simpson 
Deputy Director 
Office of Planning and 
Preliminary Engineering 

By:   
~!SrmelettaT. HarrT 
Project Manager 
Project Planning Division 

Attachment (1) 
cc:      File 

Ms. Heather Amick, Environment Manager, State Highway Administration 



QtJTBSTIONiS AND/OR COMMENTS 

MD 355 MONTROSE ROAT/RANDOtPH ROAD 
PROJECT NO. MOeSOAlI 

LOCATtOI^DESIGN FXWUC HEARING 
MONDAY, DECEMBER 3,2301 

.... ;  ..    53PPJ4» -     . •• 

" RICHARD MONTGOMERY HIGH SCHOOL 
250 RICHARD MONTGOMERY DRIVE 

ROCKVILLE, MD 20852-1147 

PLEASE 

PWKT 

»**** lUll/dau   SOW 
ADDRESS       j-/,//   CroXr&l/ C/** 

DATE II^A '0/ 

CITY fcoOLo^JUs        "STATE - -/n'^-.: ^ ;   .ao/y^ 

Aw« wish to eomment wQnquli^ about th» tjoPpwing aspecte of thfe project; 

^ Ho^lohj  "'II   Conrfrudr'u,   TttixJL. 

^^ 

•:0-Pleaseadd my/our name(s}rto-the-MaJIIn9rUst 

•' Please delete my/our name(s) from the Mailing list 
• Persons who have received a copy of this brochure tfrough the man are already on. 

_ . thsprerjectMainngust  



MD 355 - Montrose Road/Randolph Road Intersection Improvement Study 

A.Elected Officials 
Correspondence 

Finding of No Significant Impact 



I jlO 

Correspondence 

}HA Focus Grdup 
domination 

Request from 
Elected Officials 
Thank You Letter 

_for Focus Group 
dominations 

Joard Member 
3oncurrencie 

Explanation and 
Coordination of 
'reject Activities 

fhank You Letter 

.Staff 
Recommendations 

I Update to 
Recommendations 

Implications for 
i the Truck Ban 

Thank You Letter 
| for Appraising 
SHA 
Update to Project 
Activities 

I 
I 
I 

Comments and Coordmation 
Elected Officials Correspondence 

Date 

July 6,1999 

August 20,1999 

August 7,2000 

April 25,2000 

August 28,2000 

To: 

The Honorable William 
Hussmann, Montgomery 
County Planning Board; M- 
NCPPC   
The Honorable William 
Hussmann, Montgomery 
County Planning Board; M- 
NCPPC   

From: Reference 
No; 

SHA 

SHA • V^a 

SHA 

The Honorable William 
Hussmann, Montgomery 
County Planning Board; M- 
NCPPC   

December 28, 
2000 

January 22, 
2001 

February 17, 
2000 

May 11, 2000 

The Honorable William 
Hussmann, Montgomery 
County Planning Board: M- 
NCPPC  
SHA 

The Honorable William 
Hussmann, Montgomery 
County Planning Board; 
M-NCPPC 
SHA 

SHA 

V-la 

The Honorable William 
Hussmann, Montgomery 
County Planning Board; M- 
NCPPC   
The Honorable Micheal L. 
Subin President, 
Montgomery County Council 

The Honorable William 
Hussmann, Montgomery 
County Planning Board; 
M-NCPPC 
SHA 

SHA 

November 27, 
2000 

The Honorable Micheal L 
Subin President, 
Montgomery County Council 
The Honorable Micheal L. 
Subin President, 
Montgomery County Council 

SHA 

SHA 

V-3a 

V-4a 

V-5a 

V-6a 

V-7a 

V-8a 

V-9a 

V-lOa 



Ill 
Correspondence bate To: From: Reference 

No. 
SHA Focus Group 
Nomination 
Request from 
Elected Officials 

December 21, 
1998 

The Honorable Brian E. 
Frosh, Senate of Maryland 

SHA V-lla 

Nominations of 
Focus Group 
Candidates 

March 4, 1999 SHA The Honorable Brian E. 
Frosh, Senate of 
Maryland 

V-12a 

Thank You T .etter 
for Focus Group 
Nominations 

March 25, 1999 The Honorable Brian E. 
Frosh, Senate of Maryland 

SHA V-13a 

Response to the 
Issue of the 
Composition of the 
Focus Group 

March 20,2000 The Honorable Brian E. 
Frosh, Senate of Maryland 
and Delegates Bronrott, 
Goldwater, and Kopp 

SHA V-14a 

SHA Focus Group 
Nomination 
Request from 
Elected Officials 

.runel7T999 The Honorable Douglas M. 
Duncan, County Executive 

SHA V-15a 

Nominations of 
Focus Group 
Candidates 

July 29, 1999 SHA The Honorable Douglas 
M. Duncan, County 
Executive 

V-16a 

Thank You Letter August 12. 1999 The Honorable Douglas M. 
Dui'K ;i:',. CV.un]\ ]1-. l v .... ., 

SHA V-17a 

Nominations 
Update to Project 
Activities 

November 27, 
2000 

The Honorable Douglas M. 
Duncan, County Executive 

SHA V-18a 

E-mail -Preferred 
Option 

April 24, 2000 SHA The Honorable Derick 
Berlage, Montgomery 
County Council 

V-19a 

Thank You Letter 
for Project 
Suggestions 

May 4, 2000 The Honorable Derick 
Berlage, Montgomery 
County Council 

SHA V-20a 

SHA Focus Group 
Nomination 
Request from 
Elected Officials 

Junel, 1999 The Honorable Rose G. 
Krasnow, Mayor, City of 
Rockville 

SHA V-21a 

Thank You Letter 
for Focus Group 
Nominations 

August 20, 1999 The Honorable Rose G. 
Krasnow, Mayor, City of 
Rockville 

SHA V-22a 

SHA Focus Group 
Nomination 
Request from 
Elected Officials 

Junel, 1999 The Honorable Isiah Leggett, 
President; Montgomery 
County Council 

SHA V-23a 



I /?£_ 
1 Correspondence Date To:             -.  ' From: Reference 

No. 
• Thank You Letter 
1 for Focus Group 

1 Nominations 

August 20,1999 The Honorable Isiah Leggett, 
President; Montgomery 
County Council 

SHA V-24a 

I Update to Project 
II Activities 

November 27, 
2000 

The Honorable Kumar P. 
Barve 

SHA V-25a 

Update to Project 
1 Activities 

November 27, 
2000 

The Honorable Ida G. 
Ruben, Senate of Maryland 

SHA V-26a 

" SHA Focus Group 
Nomination 

• Request from 
"Elected Officials 

December 21, 
1998 

The Honorable Christopher 
Van Hollen, Jr.,Senate of 
Maryland 

SHA V-27a 

• SHA Focus Group 
Nomination 

.Request from 
• Elected Officials 

December 21, 
1998 

The Honorable Jennie M. 
Forehand, Senate of 
Maryland 

SHA V-28a 

Thank You Letter 
.for Briefings on 

1 Project 

April 20,2000 SHA Montgomery County 
Council 

V-29a 

"Fighting Montrose 
.Parkway 

October 12, 
1998 

Governor Paris Glendenning, 
State House 

John H. Ferrell V-30a 

• PesporKf io 

Previous Leuer ]998 
Mr. .lohn H. FerrHl Dnvid ].. Winciead. 

Secreiar) 
v-?]?.     ! 

• Concurrence to 
• Proceed with Stage 
n of the Project 

• Planning Process 

February 26, 
2001 

The Honorable Blair G. 
Ewing, President 
Montgomery County Council 

SHA V-32a 

1 Concurrence to 
Proceed with Stage 

ill of the Project 
(planning Process 

February 26, 
2001 

The Honorable Douglas M. 
Duncan, Montgomery 
County Executive 

SHA V-33a 



Maryfamf Departmant of Tfonsportollon 
State Highway Administration 

July «. t9V» 

• TO HOflOfWNG WHnnn HuunuMi. 
Chttrmin'. 
MMrtgofnery County PlinnlngBmrt 
MarylniMlMtamt Cipltil tak 
•nd ninnlng COfranttriM 

*N«r Spring MD 209KU7C0 

DMraMhmmnnMtaiM:   *:" 

*« Spr«ng««mm«r »o AKO.. the Inters• lmp«^m«if prajM phnnln. *rfr«l^5j 

^•   ^w"«<n»»atfw«c»«IM.tMferprttrthnntrvfagon• teitoBft.0,moBw 
raeoi group to pravM* in opportwlty Ihr icpmeMitivct of eomimmity, tmrinen, mil mehl 
intaat graapi to pinleipite in the proj«*dtvelopment. u wen t, to Am inlbmuhm wftk iht 
HixJytMm. AMNie«wingnc«l.tothoMperaomiBlaaedfiirtlwlbent9«iapMMMHn 
hitltl meeting within Urn MM on* to twomonthi. Yoo will beeoantiy copied «i«bartn in 
«wy<»yon«of)BurryM«M'M"wMB>»IBpWhlpnl«lntlibni>etl^. 

As you know, both MD 3SS (RoeWllt Pike) md Montrett Rotd/JUndolph toai, «Meh 
tin eritfcil nottVMuth md euthnM retdi InMowtganwry Coonty, mpeUlvely, m 
'experiencing Mvtn eongesrion, pMtkttltrty fai tfie *fclntty wlttra the** nw taipottMinndwiy* 
hrtenect ThepufpoteorthbpniiectbioiinprovtnntyindtnineopentionslbrvthklesM) 

-pedestriinsmingMDJJSmdMeaireMKoaiVKmdolphlU^mdthett-tr^eMAROCSX 
TrtmpoirtMlonitllroadenmingenRmdotphlloed. AnaputdtfWiiheetirttndandlbr 
ytiur fentiniAi - Sonie wtefMici thnl wHI be InveMlgMed OwoughoM thit fludy nanoi the mv 
WM ahenwiive (do nothing), demind namgement iMte^es whNnthe «udy tnt.M'gnk 
MeneditNi iinpfOvenwnts tin. jnoe wpmteo intenlunge inprovcmenl^ boui of triecli wfe wH^ 

•look * connecting into the abting rotdMyt md thtMontgomery County md Qjof RoetailV 
ptopooed MunUun Pufcwiy. THi(«ojeci pttming MudynnolWvMigiting no 
hjtmmukm of the tocrty imlpuiwd Muinuw Prtwiy. 

ifhedevetepment of tM» pro|«el phnrfpt HwJy Indudeem Altermtet PtMe WortoW 
.  thbP»U(l9W)wl>PnMielTMii4fM''»«'i"ctw*lt>l)*rl>,rillofa00<>- T*****• 

ofAI»tidl^henttelpeiedhytNPI*of»OI,«*fc*iiluiiwiii«hllD»ofo«l«ei*W««. 
I Dej(|N ^ipMli 

I HI IH lOi MM 
•MtaflMMMI MkMl^lTA 

•« AMMeei ftrnMi 0MM tM 
, MO flMMrtT' 

HgiTwo 

4IM«MS|«r^^""•*,,,"WMDMn^«"-« Melons, thopn^. 
I Iras to 

Hell J. PederMn, Dhector 
OffloecfPhnniimnd 

Mr WchndC. Itentfwn^ OhrffTiif niuOui^ Mwytind Witionel Cephd Piifc end 

^•f^>Z2a^.^rf<>»^^W^^Meryl«ndWedoMlCil>fc«l»«ric 



MarytandDepailnmtofnamportatfm 
State Highway Administration 

Pnn%M.*ftt-~ 

Uwiiiium 

SO'wSptbtMD TOI0.J760 

», ww 

^j*ta*e next ^eek, my rtrffwoi be h 
••* fte ooBrfnUM MMAab mi wll' 

• te pnfeeiBUtn;!! 410.3454516. ' ' r.mBonqr, 

l-WB TM Un MfMMi 1M AM 

p. •»••»••--, 

•   VNJ i                      • .    • 

iHe^MAnYLANO-NATlONAL CAPITAL PARK AND PLANNING COMMISSION 

w- ,        i                                                                                                      O01149&4808 

OWa»rfWi»a*iiMi 
1 

'                              Au9nll7.2000 

N«n Pwlaraan, tMrMtor 
OfltaB of Pfmwrtnq mrf PralMmiry Englnmifng 
MMytand State MghtMyAdrnhMrMon 
P.O.B«w717    j 

»Mwytanrf, 212<KM)717 

Mr. 

Thw* yo|> far your Jtrty 20 WeJlnq to th« Plnnrrfng B«wwl regaTrflnq Itw Mwrylmyl 
Ret^uSMontroM RMdmanrfelph Rmd lnf«rM«eRen rtmfy. The BoflH ixmuiirwt wKh 
OwtMrrwennnteniManarBgwdlng knmdhrtspancyguMsnM •• oonWrwd In fte four 

Eschr a. Each of lh«thrM«ltem««vas(ima1bed by staff In ttmlr July 13 packet. "M- 

NCPPC *r. •M-NCPPC «r. and •PaiHal DlamofyT are eofwM»n» MKtth th« 

1992 North BettramaftsarTett PafV Mastw Plan. 

b. Tr» "U+ICPPC f^ a«emath» beat meet* the Intent of Ihe 1992 North 

BdnMOwGwrni PMIC Mtttor Wsn. 
0.      T»a>M<<yPC<rand'IIMICPPCfraWeiiiath^ahouMtiaretelnw»faf 

dataltod atudy. Th* "PartM Otammr anwnaOv* ah«*J no« bm ratalnwl for 
<MaM atiMty. Iwawl on tha Itawa daacrfbwl both by «te« an* 8HA. 

2.      CouidlnatfcwofthtoSHApwiaclwtlhthartliatbaiwtKiitelluiiprolaetaandplanaln 

North Battwada mat ba cwHJnoad. In partfcular. ttw ralatlonahlp bt&mtm Wa 
pro)ad^thaoB>arMaa>wPtenwcoH»wandatlonanotyw<»wthafaqtew'«Con- 

•tralnMi Long Rang* Plan, parifcularty »• aaatem porflon of tha Mo'*OT*^*' 
wy. Chapman A»anua artandaJf./and maw aggraaa^a UaiiaportaHon danwnd 

ahouM to as^MtMeonaUarad In avafaattng tha proa arr' 

lakKty. )' 

JL v^ 
••••'k 



AugwIT.aoOO 

• I** 

th* dMtrad toval of baffle MTVIM thouM b« iHMtuml mtaflw* to &ttm tQatmr' 
IntowwBon* atono RodwDto Plka. not agriiMt:an atiMluto ttandarl Hw hr^raw 

WBWi to Itw MafMdkm of Roekvns Ate and MontraMffimMpIt Roadi m*' 
w^|»wMaa>wuohM|)aallyao»atf»>w>e<onl>noti 

4. CenMtnet^m t» Martar Plw la axtramaty hvutatitHammm, * pmaMrr 

allw^iiaBalwMMbai^waadaqwIlydurtngilatolladdartgwtoaalaeladaripf' 
«Wchbartmaatotto<ranywtoaontwadio(WMBiBa«iaatla.«»ouM»ai>lteli • 

aHamattva raquba a Martar Plan snancknant. Via dataHad daalgn praeaaa ad"' 

* wtNVf doounaia •!• i 

Aa you fhanflonad In your praaantoflon v Oi^.wto fanpa of baffi I 
and potonUal aoMfana In 9m Montaaa Creaalno mm ara among *a ma* eomptac *- 
Moii<tfunaiyCioun<y.Wa^>p«aelatoywaHbito<wWa>iy<^pw»ol 

•ftfi B«M|«Ma*t 

April 25,2000 

Mr. wnniiiill,1luiiiii(iii| , 
Oiitrmin •   • 
Montgomery County Plinnin&BMftf 
Mtrjrlind^Itttoni? C^hil PtA 
And f hnnlng Cowmlulua' 
f> «7 Owrjpt Avone 
SlMrStntngMD 3091O.97W 

Dw pVa IntSlllMnG. 

^.a- 2I1III?/B0 % ^ ,*eeW te"!,' "WfW Momgotnery Coonty't Montrone P.rVwiy 
itotfy rndflw Stre Wghwty AdmlnlttrtthM't (SHA)MD ISS/MOMRIM RoiMtiiwtolpIi Rot* 
hUewJiingt rttoty. Wtppttnthw yon hrva been mMnfbnnerf regirtting eoonfimtlan hefween 
mrtwotgeneieitnitodrreipecllvettuiffa. ExtewWi coortflnillon tirt been ocotrrfwg it til 
It^fJnaorfWpwthwtgendetitylwnieowltnuetaoeoirtnthetliWw. W«hiv«el«>b«(n' 
coordbMlngwMi yew MafTfigirAni both aMfiOtto your ItttvetfMuiiurprtM to both of 

SHA it developing •Iterintijes for the MD 3SS/Montrose lloid/Rindolph Road 
imerehenge thM m designed to thijr ein da Into either Momro*e Pufcwfey or exlfting MontriiM 
Roid. THi it being done to CMUnVlndependem utility* of the in«rchtnge project under the 
Htfkml Eavbaamemil PoHey Aet-(NEPA)requirwnenti. Otherwise til ofMdntiwte PnVwiy 
ffcwMmedtobaMndedfaiSHA'iHEPAmdy. II btlta being done beeante the •pprovftlmd 
Qmingiii nffionigftf MontnMe riniwiy ay the Coifnfy Council It unottlsia it tint time* TM 

'oetigitivabcnif developed eon ft neeenvy toMtiiRy comuaci theintcnlunge to tie into 
Montmt Riiad, k CM be tied into Montreee Ptilcwiy reltfvriy euily and fcwujpeniivdyhithe 
Mum Uawtoe, elwwint^ei &m ftfaw the Montreee Perthwiy ilignment mM of MD 355 wffl 
be derigMd to they can Wtlilly tie into RimMph Roed end en be rttttNeJy.eesHy anttded 
eM ekwg dNMortratePvlNfiytligMiMniJo Vein Mill Rued ifMontgemery County ehootet . 
tsmakewehtnorteMionhitheniturt. We reeognbe the prtwWontofthe Muter Pltn for the 
me. KEyAraqub«ttfMt««tMlyMtn>euot«Me"ikertiiti«et,indiidlngiHertutWeifnt   ' 
aMt^MdlatheMaMrPlM. Alt«Mil««»fbr both, Manmw Parkway aad the MD3S5 

',:» k It mmtU dM «a ewlne* OMMa to acMdva Ok 
liaai 



Mr.WiirWBRHulfnltBII 

ngtTvn 

yw'MbeMwwditatSHAtndfteMortgortiayCaoBiyDepm^ 

*ama tn OiMty eocnfinted. Jf jtm km tny Ibrltar qootion ar tmM »•>• to brief iv 
rhming Boml on bow oar prafeets it* fato «eh odw, phm te n haow. 

Vaymljr 

»jy4 » y^/ftu* 

Neil I. Perfenen, Director 
Oniofi of Plifuilfig mo 

lU^. 
i DVKtOf 

J 

''•"'•risv»im«r» 

Aapnt M, MOO 

Mr.wmiwiRlfcmwiw 
Onirmtn 
MwT«««*JKMlontl CtpHtl Tut 

«W(Oeortft A^wmi 
S«m Spring MD M910.3780 

DtirCWrmMlfcirtCi:   M       .     '   . 

g^T1 "* P**11* rrfM«' 1" y<w fctter uri J. -IZ!?**? Tm»"**«i'ww Project, w. 

PwIKrKa^^ **•« •- n^««, p^^,., 

"Mr PJM^XI^IL^^^ •" 
4IO.S4S45lf(loll^hM«y^^|4»S4t.S««,orp«»lon«r@,l».md.lf«tw. 

.  ' VeiylnilyyBorj, 

Nelll.Pttfenen    . 
Depufjr AdmlntMrttor for 

. Ptiiming tnd Engineering • 

«     »fe Din Htr^r, PJE., Muter PtmCoonflmari *tefl*iM**fomd Cipltil P«rit •««"   . 
Pufuun| Conuniuioii • 

.-._    Mr.PrtF.MiJon^.P.^IY(^JlB^t»vhlo^Stie«Hi^ . 

V^ 

NJ 
1^ 



.THe^MARYLANO-NATIONAL CAl>tTAL PARK Wlb Pt>mHNO COMMtPf 

001)488 ./"•-Td 

Hj^...^,, 

. DMjailMrtt| 200Q 

' Mir. Naif JiPodfirrmn   '. 
Oapirty ^<trrilntalr*«ar for PbnMkig 

•nit PranrnWary Ei^hMNlng 
'State Mghoray AHtnMMMtan 
Mflvywntf DofMrtrnofif of 1 
7t)7Norti.Calve>tSkM( 

.M02ia»<Fri7 

MrP^o: 

Do no« dinry fbrmml (h«-M-NCPPC DT snd -KM4CPPC (Br •WcmmNaii m 
ARama*n«r°Astalna<l far OatoHwl Slwty (ARDS). M tw My 20. 2000 prnfscl 
btWIng. m« ^hrwWg Bo*0 iwonwiwndwi turt Www NB •Mmrtnw bw wteh»< 
tor «MrtMl iMy. SNA hM ««MqMM|f .(toeunwpM (M otiar •AMUMM* 
preHotM (or AR08 M« wpwtar to tw TkUfCPPC (Q* Md "MMCPPC «r 

*. W% nfraln MBMM II ftifcrt flMponrtt to tw renwWnQ 
fWimor9i«Jiilr20bMin9.1>MM«WBn«fMndiia 
DraHOB •flu PfvGKRM DiWIVnD B •HHRBB Vy^iWBn w 

A»w»tiBv»dlMMW^«weam|<^rf>«n^B<tHMiydito(»yMB>*iiMOw^no» 
<rffto>ttO«»w»«tei>i|i<>>«rt»u>>^|to**rt^Me^*'<l^>>l*>!IBl,c*>*,,1,*,*^*,'Bn''r" 
IwytowiwiWIun. W« •wwJtoto >w iwtm^wwMtopurcortoTMtottotewwIyiartnn**' 

.^^.(iijiluiili*iii>iU»"inf>i|ll«totiliiiiiiili Tftlutiflif in  " 

VWtomM. 

\/- *^ 

MarylimlDeparlnmtoflhrBportatlm 
State! Highway Administration 

MMwy 2^2001 

Mir.wmtml 

MsMgoiiMi y Cmmty Ttamdng B«NH 

Mif7«tnd -Kttimtl Ciphd ?«i 
wdPltmintCoitnilnlM 
tmOMftDaAvMui 
SVMr^ringMD.miA.JTM 

DMT Ctafrmm HteniM: 

wMiths 

UA-J"!?!.^! 'S!1^7wlr ^'"« fed »» *» «««•« m orlhe praJMtiMMgkr.PM 

«M««t^toB,h»Mtf*iMkryta«l-|^oo.S4«.502«orYlitn«nil    - 

Vwytmfy yoon; 

Mr. Albwt QenttH, Wwoor of Montgonjgy Counry DPWAT 
VSIVMMa^rajw Mtiugtr, Snlt H]|hwty Admlnlflntkm 
»*. fMi 1. MmvIfepMy>dmliilttnior tor PlMrtiig mi Bi«bM(Hi« 

V-* 



5j/£   Maryland D9ptH\tn»nlefTi 

Febrary 17,2000 

The HononMt Mkhtel U SoWn 
riesMertt 
Montgomery Gwmy Cmmeil 
100Mny!tiidA«em!e 
RoefevilhMD 20850 

Dear TauMent Snbin: 

ft hta come to the ttteiKkm of the Mirytaid Depvtment of Timsportirfon (hit the 
Momfonwiy CottMy Cmmcil b eotsnierinf the possiWHty ofbeminj tracks from the jmjpoos) 
MOBBwePiricwijr. Wemyciinkmb«l«83fwdeddeti)doso,beetnse$ochiiroekbiBiBiy 
to'e bnpKcatkMB Ibf the preposed inenhafe of MD 353 wMiMomresemlRndolphRotdt. 

Bued on prien'ties estiblistied by the Mnmjomery Coonty ExeeoMve, Ctanefl, tni 
detejariofs to the General Assembly, the Stite Righwty AdtninisMtton (SHA) ta performim 
project planning studies for tn iiwewhange tt MD 355 nd Montren md Rmdotph Roids. The - 
.SKA !s -worUnf with i focus jtwip ofstakehoMers Mentifled by deeted officiils Bom the act. 
ft'orieinj with the focus group, we have meinpted to devefop • series of tttemttives thst weoM 
ser/e projected traffic needs fat the trtl. Bned on traffic Bmcasts wWeh tike into seeoact 
planned development in the m% we nive concluded thst only ilteiiiillves which woold hive a 
gmle-sepanted interchange with no «-grade Intetsecdon tt MD 355 and Moatnse and 
Randolph Roads would opents saxisractorily is the design year. An attennto public ineeong 
wn scheduled ferMondny, Jantury 31 but, because of the snow, was feschediiM rarn* 
8^4 pjn, Febraaqr 9, at the Earl B. Woods Middle School 

\ 
A particularly complex issue in the dewlopincot of allenuitiru has been how to tie a 

gnrie-sepanted interchange into both tlft propoied Montroae Parkway and existing Montrete 
Road just west of the imerehanne. The area a»aihble to do so is quite limited, and the inBfc 
volumes that ninst be accommodaied « quite large. We hive had a great deal of difficulty in 
devetoptog jntewection designs that ire not profected to upatte on* eipacity. If web were ^ 
limited to using only existing Montrasc Rnrf, twdt^uiulu uiuvuwanls in the »*«^<ln* J"" 
wast of the interchange will be increased, mi *ecapecfcy of lliasa luliisarrinni wW be 
negatively hnpacfed. 

tteweM^aai 
ftr«MOMh|t1l|W 
iiiailU»Hli|*t> 

Jlje Honortbto Mktnel L. Sttbh 
PqaTM 

^V*^*?*^ appetrtmwlje to ttnlce a decision at tHs tfane thst eoold potenthlly 
*r?*.'rHm ^"Ct m "^ ^^ ^ t*^* " "ggp^l* hterehange design.- tfsneh a 
tetotenwm^rntde now, it might nqrire us to devetop • more eastly or more hnjwethre 
faterdanfedoign. SiwIiadedsloucouMrisojeopardiaonrsWBtytosplvefteveiyprnMeui 

.ft woold be our pteasura to dbens this flnAer with you or yov staff Ifyou 
quodons,pMseftdftuntoeometneorMtHeOJ." -        -- -—    - 

>. SHA tt 4194494411 

Staeereiy,   ./  . 

J4OI9 D.F0CCD1 

i i^eeftttty 
i 

Mr. r<eu j. Pedetseo, utteeior oi^wDBBg SDd PteuflBtnttV ffwgwi^^wwg, otste 
fTT-liMiMii it    T   !••   ilt niguway AunmijsuBiuQ 

Mr. PaAaf F. wnHttns. AduihUUttw.Stttaia^way AdtnlulstiaHon 

^ 



State Highway Administration 

Mfy 11.3000 

the HomftMt Mlch.el U SaWn, PtoMm 
Mwngomwy County Couneil 
lOOMvylndAvmiw 
KocMlteMD 20ISO 

DMT Comdl RrMM«M SuMic 

think you tnr your recent tater.tpprfilng the SMe Highwiy Admlrriitmtan (SHA) of 
iMreeenlMiiom tiken by tiw Council. ***i imilrtrMid Hie UMrtmmu ill hen tmm tduiHeJ 
toltaNofifcB«ilM»-amaft*MMNrriM. ^^ 

"BieSHAwllleotirinneioeoordlnen^iM^oiinonietyCountyeiwew^tfiti . 
of •hamlet thtt Aould be nbined fcr ddiileil flwJy ind tt we hier MeniHy • pratered 
eftenwe,lbnow^theproiect'tLwatio)iI)es)giiPuMleltaring. WeweteomeCeuMylnpui 
teHMt^ uttiMfllMoriliidy ineiBJenoiiQeonlnMetbMiiniMnil of inere^ulnMeMiisociiten 
VMH na ffiMiQMl En^fOMMMH Nwy Ad |NErA| Mo MoepeHdmi ufflny. 

The SiHA b eommhted to ftudybig themlWef Ihit meet Ihe project purqem mi need 
M reeemly begm Ireffie entlyMi ofihermtlvw reconwendeJ by MtryhmMftrtoMl Ceptal 
Ptrtc ipd Plennlng Comminion Wft Theee ehemttvei were eoneeWed wMi the Muter MM 
Intentlpw fa whrf end obwrw tbe conriealvhy dtri hi the Pirn. We expect to IRMM «nr 
ffndlngi wfth CooMy i«pr«MnMi««'hnd to fcew Oar reeoureet oil ehenwtWet dMoMrieod 
potenlWtemeelln|iheSWe,ti»^wNleiw<eWi^ed^itMdetoihe<>w^i«ituni»lti» Tr 
w«l bo In Ike bett bitenM of bo* At SWe end Caurty to eoorftan eflbm cfaeriy m eor 

"fte HononMe Mk Neel h. SaMn 
HaeTtao 

Think you 
Md 
er quetfkiM, pleeM 

I Ibr tfiering you r thmghti 
»*i ftrkeeptng SHA •ppH«ed of the recent eetlont tiken by the Couneil 
Z?2!!,0"*,SM,,,,l-Cort1,yH«i» Ifywihtvoiddltlondoona 

._^~   „ ^ ""•"^ "• ***• "* '• *•*«** «w WreaorofPtankig 

3iraNiyv 

jS^h-Mr 
ee     Mr.Keni. •M nWiMMfy BnpfiMrin^ State Hi|Sw*jr 

% 



DATE 

"Pie HonortMe Mldtiet L. SnMn' 
ProsMcnt* 
Moiiifiiinei jr County Cooieil 

RoeWlKMD 20«5O 

DwQmndl Pnsfcfeni Sa«n: 

(SHA> J^^lfiISI,i!l^:,?,ri,,,!? *• SWe H,«,,w»y A*rtnfaWk» V^nAjotmerecertKtKms liken brfeComefl. W.^^I^^-J^-„,„.„ "T 

R^^l^fl"^ e(,n,'m,es lts ^ <»f*«>«> 35S hrtenecthm wtth Momrme mrf 
X-^^l5, ** T^f"0' te ,B,,me ** herTr ,n,eta •m •'» «• *• to «• rr^^^^^^^aiimiAarwri^^ W,w(ien,1B«lrtMrtftfa1, 
«rt ento^eongmentwhh Iheneortly^orted nMndreort «Ueh litowi for the w. of' 

^j^Month^Polcwiyby^imK.bilesindlighttniebonlT. SHAwilleonthme 
"nMywift Aw unonption beemse dwse ttoeb tre'cwrenfly tMe «o we the three 
roidwiyj mentioned, nmter ement eondhions, md h ippem thrt t*« sepmte emerfngs 
ofMD 355 nwy emite tn onrnfe eondiikm tejpmflng trtffle opentimB. Therefofe, we 
«««» bnpemHYe tint we ptm for the potenthil of one ertminii thM° em he erfupM to 
eoimectto the C<wnty pttiweJ Mantnfee Pericwiy, when ltbpn«le»itferMont|oiiieiy 

—County to (torn. 
i 

SHA wm eontime to eooniht^te wtth Montgomery Coontjr u we nev the 
Mlecdon of itotiutes Art fhooM be retrined for dettiled ttadr end it we tater Mentify • 
preflmedtIteniite,fWtewtagth«prejea,iLoe«tk)oDe»ignPoNkiHe»ln|. We win 
"WMOQM^uoinfjr biptit nreufh QM monthfl 01 itody inwMi nd oonnmB to ROttin 
BUHdM ffiwA requlfeuMnts WB nrast rolrow ts wc owwt ni fnnHMi EBviMMVMntri 
PWIqr Ail (NBPA) nd Minufai todtpadM nlffity. 

SHA is coiiunitteu to sliiuying •fteiiiiUves thtt meet die project pwpose end need 
viu nss recently oegun tiiuio wulyMi oieltentstlves rsooitunenoed vy the Muyltnd ' 
nitionil Csptti] rinc nd Pinning Conunitiioii. iMse theiiutn'es were conceived with 
Qw Muter Pin bitenuon n mind nd ohse^e tbe conraeifvlty donned. In the Fin. we 
pin io ducoss ow nndoigs with Coontjr fepmentstn^BS no to Itmt onr remvcee on 
tlteinilivei tint oner gbod pomtin bi meting IM ftsM f BWdi nd lemnnfig edipubte 

mm. IH»mb»>Hfc»h^HiiHitl«^h«d>d>«»MI»ndCuiiulj 

«._.  .J!^^"!^fa>?ph?8HAtPPri«»<«»fAerBeeWteri«)nittteihyihe 
C^» *• wrAgfag your diumtnoB the mn nd Corny profccn. Ifyoohwe   . 
•dM^ eoneew or qoerton yon we^ Kfc« lo dheow, ptene fcel ftn to enninl me 
orPtalMikmey.tSeProjtdMtwffr. P*laBb«iwlied*(410)54545l6orlDnft« 
•Mil Um,\mA * WXVMt-SOM. 

5inccniyv 

.OK     Mi. Bonn Bwtend. EinlHiiuiieiiiil Mneger, Siete Hlghwey AdraMatietfow 
Mr» Fiui F. Mvoncy^ r*E^ PrejotJ Mm^efy Stcto Hlflnvvy Adminltli WOB 

^ 



fl 
MaryiandDepartnmloftomportatlM 
State Highway AdmlhlatrnVon 

liU'WUMT27,2000 

The Honorabh Mtdut* U SoMa 
Qulrmtn 
Montgomety Counly Coaaen 
100Mu)rlmdA«emie 
RoeWlteMD anso 

miMteted. TVi «m.i    • t i^-^Ly u-^tl-i mrml mrt wrloiimiHjiiihi tmomw i 

mMMin wife HM MD 333 torn pnq to eMrfi kp* npnl^ te pnpond AaMdr 

m^    AaAltWMttiPttblteWBitaliopwiilwiawiPebniirygiitfwEiriB.WowhMMJIt. 
8c«)BllqtMWiMlheflDdfaigioflhec«»eep<ui]aigiiiwAgindlhepwlhriM^Mlrt«d 

A copy w te Bracnn iKn ni •Mtfaf it adoMd. 

An cnvfRMHiKntil oocwMnt will M picpm^ dacriMng CKII •tiefiitil¥9 nd fit • 
poieMMtmpMtt. The doeumenl will twebtnlitodtiMlmMlstTtilible to (he pabUe prior tote 
lMdefiMed|npiiMlehe«tng.whkblttontathp«ly«ebeMedlbrS(irtng200l. btetart 
w«lh Sectfcm Mil of Hit AonoWMl Cod* of*i Onml PMUIe Liwi ofMM)taal «• i 
*• Mdatta^BMyCiianljf Ceanea'f eueanoe* to praaMd to Stogi D of te PnfMl I 

ikrdHMD)3S«l ~     ~      

%»•*•• ^-fc ^iyo***** 

,dCMWr>i ifiM»«nr 

i ne ffonorabto MichMH 
PtftTwa 

IfynabrrB 

M4IM4S4MII, 
oartkapily 

US*h 

my qnatRm « eommenii, plase fed ftee to contact me or Mr. HeTI _ 
AdWinnwiiBr Ibf PliBniis "M EBgnwBnB^ Mr* PBOBHCB CM OO RMHS 

IjMS-MMtlS.eM 

as     Mr.NeOJ. r, Stoto mihwiy Admtebtmkm 

v* 

2& 



State Highway Administration 

Pwkw F.'»» 

SentteofMitjl,,,.! 

n!S!!^|,pp,^^,,-^h--^ 

it^ 

y-n-nmru psw) tnd • PuMcHaffa«taiMivd) 

ttsss 

fcMtattomyooliieriWs Winer. VyeatwMwyqncsfem.rfcMafMBMtoeanWtlM'M 
4104454411 or l-CTMOWm 

' | Heaj.Pedenav Doctor 
Offitt QfrWnnf tno 
«*—»—* •»   •      * 

Th» Hener Ala Oilbtrt 1. daw.' Mwyhnd Home ofDriegrta 

Tnt tfononote T*wf K. Ropp^ Mifyton IICUM oTDdc^ncs 
Dr. Gwnn Oraiv Deputy SttD DvBClofv Mont^ovmy County Counco 
Mr. Beh Vtorrnm. Adhg Dlraem; Mortgomay County D«p«n«nlof^*l^ew'oA, 

* mitTnn^KicWton 
Mr. CWM K. Wnkha, DtetVa Englrwer. StH> Wgtiwiy AAriifawllon 

'I, 
* 



4BIAM C, FMntt 

MM WI«tM 

SSNATS OP MARTLAUD 
.MMtumtlMI.IMt 

D^di^lSW 

Neil J. Pedenen, Director 
tMBee of Phmint and foUmfcNqr 

StMHlitMijrArimifdtlntiM 
P.O. Bm 717 
BtMaMra,MD 21203 

DmtMl: 

I TM* to follow np an the lewr yoo 
undMtfntoMr*eont fbcnf graapto 
*teh*jr of RMMII* MM «d Moabwo RMA 

! BM Hft DBbCBlbCT MldBf fcff u9 

INttMllhBI 101 KlV pOOfiB 1Mb WOMB Bt Wlw CMBGDI|? 

DividH.Brown 
3109 Hlehobwi LMM, 11116 
Roe Wile, MD HNS 
P0l)fM-0l40 

LlndtPrilUh 
1l916Rea«oodLMo 
RocWlle,Ml>30IS2 
0O1)46I-IMO 

AMM. BiyiB 
6024 RMMMOT Drive 
MmkMD 3Mt4 

MMnMn n* StBtB • 
99IIE*wrhAvanoi 
B«dMd^MD 20114 
(M1)S«44324 

• Sitranqr, 

MMrfOttlrMA** 
•^ 

Sfato Highway AdmlnlBtratfon 
as,tM« 

The HononMe Brim B. Fratti 
SmtaofMnyfinl • 
202 Ima Santta bfleo BriMlM 
I10CoDa««A««nM 

21401.1991 

* 
|r/«o 

1—^211^12!!? ,,??P,W*,• " «WWw%1br«mB««liy«lb0*«i 

ronwy^ MIWMH „ W|M oiwilin fcrhNrtfib •prtim. YoawflHweouttMy eopfadwitMi 
•Ode. to am jag or on. of yaar icpnKMnim -wM Eke to poittripte in iMt mMhg. 

JS?.'10''^!?!- '"••"'^ofwyfcwWitfitMea.p(M»(MIH»to«nin.it_ 
V4>4l1ortolfrMi(Mlt.]OMt2t. 4I0.$4V4>4I1, 

VmytnAfjtm, 

Neil J. Pedenm, Dheetor 
OfllcorPtunlngmd   . 

CK     Ml MK*«lteD.Hoflh»MvPrejedMmger.SnteWgKwiy Admin)! 
Mr.a^^ldn^DMdEi«^.StM.H>|hw«yAitnMttV«in 

•••f«M*»k__^ r1- 
MMW Utt N. TlW MMM^ MO *M»«Tt7 

\/-l3» 

la 



Maryland DepartimntofTlvnspdrtalfm 
State Highway Administration 

MvdtM.lOOO 

TTie Honomhle Brif n E. FwA 
Semrte of Mirytuml _ 
201 Times Semite Office Boffdhig 
110 College Avemie 
AimtpolitMD 2140t-199f 

TTie Hononbfe Willium K BromM 
Mtryfind House of Detegntes 
221 Lowe Home Office Buitdmf 
< Governor BMen Boulevtrd 

AimepofitMD 21401.1991 

TTie Hpnonble Murityn Gotdwiter 
MirytiiN) House of Detegttes 
221 Lowe House Office' Building 
6 Governor Bltden Boulevtrd 

Tlw Honorsble Nuncy K. Kopp       | 
Mirytind House of Delegiles 
221 Lowe House Office Building J 
6 Oovgiiwr Btaden Boulevtrd      ] 
AimtpeliiMD 21401.1991 ; 

Deer Stoeior Frosn ttra Delegites Breivod* GolaWiter, tno Koppz 

Htnk yoo for your letter to Mr. Pml Mtloney, of our Office of Pltnmiig md Prefimin 
Engineering (OPPE>. reginTmg the Stste Highwiy Administritten's (SHA) MD JJM*>fl«Hw< 
Rotd/Rjndotph Rotd project You hid conveyed to Mr. Miloneyrtieeoneenis of your 
cofUlltuetit, M^. EHfot ApptciMriv *wise npot we tppnown. 

First, pteweteeepl my ipoteglesfcr the dehy in getting iMt response to you. Itaw 
tncloMd • espy of • tater. Item Mr. Mriomy, wWefc fwponds to the taw of the eemp-"- 

. theFoeutOraup. Mr. Mefcwey'sWtfalmiuius ••• nlvleemdlaiTluiwi*^ 17. 

Tbe HonomMe Brtsn E. Fresh 
Hie HononMe WIlRim A. Bronrolt 
ine Honortfile Miiilyn OoMweter 
Tne nonortMe r*incy K» Kop^ 
PtgeT^     'I 

ABer receiving Mr. Applestein's miliil em.il. OPPE stiff isVed Mr. Ken Held to expWn. 
to the Foeo* Group, his rote is • peM lobbylit for the orgintatlon Endgridloekocg (fbrmerty 
Otitens fcr Tnffie Solutiens). Mr. Held did so ind expressed tfitt. In pirtdpitlnf fn the 
MD JSS/Monwm Ro^-Randolph Koid Study Poan Groupt, he hid been md wis sctlng   -- 
aehnivdy «S I rtpTBaitili»» of the orginiution Montgomentns Opposed to Vehicle 
Entmglement (MOVE). All very recent Focus Omop Meeting. Mr. Reid enptiined tint beta ni 
longer • pitd lobbyist fbr the group. Ho member of the Focus Oreup his chtltenged tta 
ineroon« ind OFFE stiff fnembers (eel tint they hive no reison to ooubt Mr. Keid s 
wpfmtion. 

Think you igtht (br your tetter. If you hive my questions, pteise fed free to contK* me 
ef Mr. WBM I. ridenef^ our Dtrector of running md Fiefliuinii y Engbteenn^ emo cen be 

I * 410-545^411 or I-100.541.5024    • 

rF.Williims 

EnckMUfB , . ^  
ec      Pml P. Miloney, P.R, Prejecl Mimger, Stite Highwiy Admfntstrittoii _ , 

Mr. Nol I. Paferm, Dfewtorof PbiwJnf nd Pirtmhi^ BiiilfW«rh»f Sirta Wghwiy 

T fl,.|.     . ^..^ ^^M»e«eewi.MMe*<m 

t-eMMJe-uec y*1*' 
Pta Me Tlf • Brtknr^ l» ft ieMm_ •••'0 

^ 



tytoml DBpartmnt of Tftnsportotlm 
•fs Highway Administration 

JMM '1 (   1999 

tOIMowMStraM 

HoefcvftkMD SMSO 

navComiiyBmaMlVaDiiabiii:      *' 

The SMB Higtrwiy Arfminltimian (SHA) (t tn the prteas e^ Inhlitlng t Foent OrMp 
Ihit SprinR/Summer to disouj the interaedion hnprrivement project pltmrfng itudy it 
Mb 335 tnd Moritmse RooH/Rmdolph Rotd. The SHA would ipprtciite your luiitmee In 
mmlnitlng op to three emdidites For petentbUy WDfng nn «tert to flReen member fbcui ptiup 
to pit^viue tn oppofttmity for fepreientitivei of co<iitinwmyt niisineti, tnd ipeeiil Interert gitM^pt 
to putldptte in the project devetopmnCts well u to ihire Infbrmition «rtth the ttudy tarn. A 
MtkawingooiittolhonperaoniMleaedlbrthefbeuigroapeMMiMRgtAliihMmMliiit . 
wWiJnthenextonetotwomewhi. Yea will (MeomtefjreopMoatMtiMiniaCMiymartMt 
9m Jfbof fsp^NnNnvis wtwM nn I© ptrtWpiw w IMS nMnfi^. 

Ai fno know, both MD 3SS (Rockvm* Pike) tnd Montrote RotjVRtndolph Rotd, wtfch 
vscrttleil nortWwuthtnd eMlAwjmwdilnMomgtmwyCamHr.iwpeetWdy.tft 
wperlenclng Wvert eowgeition. piilkuliHy hi ttw <Wiil^r wtwre thew two tmpoHtK mtdwiyt 

.IntaraeeL T1iopuipot«ofthhpioJ««ttohnpr8^««^tnd«inoop»titootlbr*«Mettitrf 
pedwrimi tning MD 355 ind Momran RoKTOrtWl* Rwdwitheit-gndBMAROCSX 
TnHpotWkmrtihtMdcrossir^onRmiolphRotd. AimpmitlklihMlinendoMdflir 

•yourrtftrtnwL SomeihertwteilhilwBminv^gitedll^ 
MM thtmriv* (do MhiniX tfenund mtnigenwM stnte^a w<iWtitli>«wly«>.i*y* 

(ntraclkM hnpnwwwrti tnd gnd* septfttrf ^•^"S'^T^^^J!!!!!*^ 
liH*«««^taottari*^«*dwt»*.«d«»^ 
dMbNdMoMnMoftfttwty. -rotpreitctpttmilngydyhiwttiwWlgrtHtto 
r^ -  i«ftt»fa«HypwpuwlMu»limyfc;'«|. 

TWdW*lo^^oftMip^«>«i««l«w<«y^-«^^ 

of tMf tWdy h mrtdpMed by *• Fill of MM.««»«• memmmmiam 
mt LoMhM Md IMt" «*«**. 

TIM HOnofSMt Do^pv M.' 
PifiTto 

Hank1 

edmea 
4IM4M5I& 

yt n tor yaureooperMhm. in an be of my Amher tuistinee, pletie feet IHn to 
-»13-0411 or toll frtt« t-IU-20MniL orPiMl Meloney. the project mmftr. 1 l-m-204^121, orPMl Meloney. the project 

Heil I. Pedenen. Dtnetar 
OIRM ofT1uuun§ mo . 

* 
i 

esl*. Albert^Oe«iei*l)lwBtor.ofjli»M«ionw»yCOdi«yl)^«tni^ of P^noWoiti 

1*. lohn Clrt. Plnrini DWewrof the Montfonwry CowMy D^rtmwl of Pt*Bc 
WoitatndTnMpoiwIoo ^^^ 

•*>. tato f. Wrtbme, AMohMHr, Sute Hghewy Adetlniitmioo 



'.*'- 

B0***"* M. nnttetn 

li 

is 

MOWMI, nwrrunu mm 

Wy 29,1999 

"W Office Box 717 
BtWmore.MnrThnd 2120M7I7 

Dw Ml. faCien: 

-JfttheCSXT/MARCn•,. iTAtSffiSSSiS^'S 

wneaulug pwjeu ihtelmmtBt •^••••••IJJII— 

Ae fill of 2001 b needed, mi I trat SHA wffl devote (he re**•, we^^ toiS^LZ 
Atengttdtlto^pteM.hfcwiftePBMieWoitomnta^oiWlMiWr^ar i    " 
"ed •«• MoB^omay CMtfjr m «b pR^Hl 
,< • 

,1wfll«pprBdi«8fBeeWiit«ei>OrtgyeppyefthBFaeniOiwviileelliit  
mentkmed fa your letter. PtemfceepA10egeltf,^INMWMfa nITtniierMkntMreetor, 
hformed of the ywy't i infieii i H m6 pwtw. WtluAKa— dle(h«ew|<Mwofthl» 

oBMVBlyg 

DOOIIM M. Doseai 

-i 
Gm*, 

DMDIJBB 

>£Z^Z£ZZ^ Oroup 

\/ <* 

rWMtfwgemem nl Shopr*- ft-- iw^— 
P<a^Bw1^t)^°°WWiC^BrDwdopinem 

20013 

VfrJCfflneAJWd, Editor 

^WQ-dnwyDrt*. 
N** BCOMM^ Mtoytaid 20SS2 

M^EmJIyMlftn 
d712SaIkyLna 



Maiftani OepartmtAofTmspotMlm 
State Highway Administration 

tagmt tt, 19*9 

'nvHononMeDodi^MM.DaMM 
County CIBBBOIIVB 

101 Mono* 8b«(t 
**Tteor 
HadMHaMD amSA 

Dtv County DMBOUVQ IxincMC 

•Ilitnk ym fhr iwmhiuiiig fcor WMAnt* to p«Hdptte an OwMPaSS/lUndolpliBMH 
MoiiW»ll(WilPnij«el«MnilngS!hiiJy. TIIB Sw«HW»w«y Mmfalaratkm (SHA) "ww*^ 
poWlc famtWaiMM to to wttwnrty hnporttni h *• «*+»pmm*<*mm»M»*mw*mto>> 

WUMn ih. MI wwk. my sfffwifl 1M h eortid •hh the •^'f^*^'r?^' 
id«dntet1ienf«F«w<hwpn^1n«te*^«^1^«|««^ 
Tetm bcHeva iwy liiip«*w« the nTOf wl»—I—f*"**1?'? •—l^^!gJ 
(hM by invoWni ttw puMk dm^i FOCBI Orwp mwMWBo^ •• MMopMt araa jwr 

1lfflkl^)<|Wl*^«MMn^ofh<»l*'^l*^"Ml<0<ll,ll<'^• 

^^Iooklbnmdtodo.-l-2-J-^ 

- MdGfraritoeMimirfK 

Tw^wttM»w>,<^WPrt*>roc,a0'wl^>W|' 

Mllin«M410.5454m!«IBi»^*W|taM*»,,^"1*W^^ 

V«yw<yj«««^ 

* 

Mstymd DsptrfilMf 0f DiinjMiMhM 
Sfafa Highway AdmlnMmtion 

Ktmntar 17,2000 

Tim HonorsWe Denglm M. DOKM- 

• 101 Moort© Sowf, ^^ Flow 
RacMlfiMD SOSSO 

DMF CotBity HMCWIVG DHDCBK 

The Sttte Hl^iwty ArinrinlstnHon (SHA) hra eottip1el«l InUliil ptojeel ptumlng^ 
' Ibr the proposed hrfpnwanentiteMD 355 rt Moirtmse Rotd/RiinJolph Roirt. Proposed 

•tteratiVe* IneMe Attemthre 1 (No-Bflllrf), Altentttb* 2 (Stanle Polnl tWien DimwSnd 
btathtnfe), AltemMhrs 3 (At-Onde SlfMnzed tateweeHoo) end the Rendolph Roed Under 
MDjiSAtomtJm 

•     Durfng the hdtitl pltming itige, eltenutlvM were developed, engofog eo*"*"**"1 ••* 
'  (he MB 353 Poem Orwtp WM mde^tken, end in emliMunenlil Inventory cf the «t« i 

eaninteted. Ttoeri^uiBiieilUlhwHttiyMenaBediietMielMdeucloeMiiwwileieeui 
.   ••euiirtlwulitrtu 11M(Wmlmimmtnfitmilimint-TT Abo.SHAh-todwi 

lI)mlMlll^llmll^l^^flT^1T^l^ltT^^rT—^^-'i •   I1'—*•!*—•—" 

Aa Altanittt Public WotkAop WB held en Febniity 9 «the EMlB^«*Mi*»e 
gchoel to yewaKrtilafflnffoflheeeneeptnilentfneertngend the prelnriMtyMW*"' 

A etipy rfttabredrtre torn (he meeting b otelow. 

•An en»fcw«hent.1 doemnent w»n be pieputd. *«HMii^el»w*«^* 

with Seelhrn M12 nf *e A«oWe* Cede rf the OIMI W>>te «^.,gg5|?MS „ 
rwe8nefcwne.l»IWeeed^BS^vll«f^^wJ««"M«*4l•0*,"IW,," 

IAMMMI Wf WWW 0WWH ^•^•.   ^^^^^•^ m 



IfoKononMaDmilMM. 

^U ** ^ewy qoatkmoreetnma*!, ptem kd frw to eoniKl mewMr.Nrf 

uMMMUTB' 
ce:     Mr. Neil 1. Pedewen, Pqwty /ulmliiliUatm, Stete HighwyAifanfairtittfon 

W-miiuiIUJL-UB r^j^^, 

COWCIUEUBERI 

""•^^•weOUMOLBBMOW »»-m.7WT   (»<H.«1S4j 

PyMtBu^i 

V-\^x 
4^ 



N.C 
•r 

State Highway Administration fiHSj1 

mif •, 1000 ^•"fR*""'". 

Tlie Honorable Deride Beriag* 
Montgomery County CouneU 
Executive Office BuiMag 
101 Monroe Street 
IlMkvtltoMD 20150 

Dew CaundlmenBeriige: 

Tlunk you for your recent emtil regtrding die StUe Highway AdminiStntion'* (SHA) 
Mb 355/Montrdee Rotd-Randolph Koed Infmlton Trnproveroent Study. SHAappredatee 
ractMng input M alt ftt pnjeqla. 

Your request for SHA to rtudy an alternative that includes Montrose Road pasting ow   .. 
MD3SS it cmraitly being studied. Similar |n|Wtwu received from meniben of the Stwyi 
Focut Group u wed as memben of tha pobOe who attended the AtemtatPiMo Woriohop b 

Once traftic analyses for this and other iltemitives have been completed inddtscuned,  . 
our study team, which includes represenUtives from the Montgomery County Depaitment of 
Public Works and Transportation, Marylaind-National Capiul Piric and Planning Commission, 
and the City of Rockville, will determine which alternatives should be studied In greater detail 
The selection of the attemates to be studied in detail will be based on how well the ahemadves   ' 
being considered meet the purpose and need for the state's initiative and the potential bnpaets 
that would be created, if constnicted. Part of the criteria thil will be used to identify alteniadvts 
fcr Anther Itudy will be the potential f* adaptabflity to the county's Montrose Parkway project 

Thinlc you tgiin for your ieces| emsil regsriiing SHA's MD JSS/Montrose Roed- 
Randolph Road Intenectkm Improven^nt Study, ff you have any additional oonoemor 

• questions yon would like to discuss, please feel free to^contact me or Pad Makxiey. the ft*rt 
lAAnr. Pwleanbewediedat4i(W454516orto0freewWihiMafylandMl-l0M4».5026. 
r-v-^ ... 

Ve^rtnnyyoun, 

Neil J.Pedenen, Director 
OfBce ofPtsnnlng and 
Piellmlnsiy Bngfaosnin 

I ec:      Ms. Dome Buscemi, Environmental Manager, State Highway AdministfftkM 
! Mr. Paul F. Maloney. PA, Proje* ManaUr, State Highway AdmlniswAm 
I I^.PwltarF1Vrailaina,Admlnlstiator,S^teMg^y^mW«i«io« 

i»l ****** nmrtm*. 

1400-7S6-ttse WalyWa TH Me 
 , MdrtW PABam^aHMlt,HO XHOMTIT 
Mriram: 7*7 NaMl jBftyeM towl • MM 

Maryland DBpartmentontinsportitlon 
State Highway Administration 

ParrftMOanhnlng 

John 0. POfCefl 
Stcmwy 
Paiker.F. WHtanw 

*»• I. 1999' 

The Honorable Rqae a Krasnow 
Mayor 
City of Rockville 
111 Maryland Avenue 
RockvflleMD 20SSO-2364 

DearMayorKiyw*  ^',' - 

this aJlSSSSr Adrirr,,i0n (SHA) «•'" the process of initi.ting a Focus Group 
a»l 2S2S?JS?7 ?" ^T*tn ,n'Provemert P"*« Planning'study at h©355 
«d Montrose Ro.d«Undolph Road. The SHA would appreciate the Council memben' 

T£Z£Z!ZT* UP to ""^ CI2didl,eS p0,?,,il"y ^"B « •«" » Hfteen member foowgioup to provide an opportunity for representatives of community, business, and special 
mereA groups to psrtidpate in the project development, as well as to.share information with the 
tody leant A notice will go out to those persons selected for the focus group establishing an    ' 
taual meeting within the next one to two months. You will be courtesy copied On this notice hi 
ease you or one of your representatives would like to putidptte in this meeting. 

As you know, both MD 353 (Rockville Pike) and Montrose Road/Randolph Road, whkh 
are critical north/south and east/west reads in Montgomery County, respectively, are 
experiencing seven congestion, paiticulariy in the vicinity where these two important roadway* 
intersect The purpose of this project is .to improve safety and trafiic operations for vehicles and 

jedestrisns using MD 3SS and Montrose Road/Randolph Road and the at-grade MARC/CSX 
TiMsportadon railroad crossing on RandolpttRoad. A map and a 6ct sheet are enclosed for 
your reference. Some alternates thst will be iAvestigsted throughout this Study include the no-    . 
build ahemative (do nothing), demand management strategies within the study area, at-grade' 
intersection improvements and grade separated interchange improvements, both of which we will 

^ look at connecting into the existing roadways and the Montgomety County and City of Rockville 
' proposed Montrose Parkway. This project pltnning study is not investigating the 

Implimiatatlon of tha locally proposed Montroee Parkway. 

The development of this project planning study includes an Alternates Public Workshop 
tHs Fall (1999) and a Public Hearing tentatively scheduled for the Fall of 2000. The conclusion 
of this study ts anticipeted by the Fall of 2001, with the recommendation of a selected akemete 

- and LocMion arid Design approvals. 

3 
Msqlmtf Mr fcnfe. lerlmpAwi HMAIS < 

MOO-m-USt StstwMe TWI^. 
KO. On TV    _ 

TtritortkCaivert Street 
ataes^nr v^ 



IJmonWe Rose O. Knsaow 
PtgeTwo 

Tlunkyoa for your eoopendoo. Ifl cut be ofmjr father •ssutance, please fed ftce to 
^1^^410.545^11 ortolltoit l4ll-20MnS,(yPtdM«loneTlthe project mmgq.il 

Vay tnily yotm, 

Neil J. Pedenen, Director 
_ OfEetofPlammgmd 

Endosmes 
ec     Ms. Kathy Mitchell, Director, City of RocicvQIe 

PwrisN.QtendMkig. 
Qowwnor 

John D. Porcari 

ParVarF.Wmams 

Wa^anrf Department of tmsporiallon 
State Highway Administration 

"n* Hononfcle Row o. KMSBOW 
Miyor j 

tllKteylmdAvOTie 
R«*»iDeMD 20850-2364 

D^Mayorl^w:   ^'V 

WthiB the next week. m» ttmtr^Mt. • 

pJ^ngproeea,andgo^sth«theStodyTemfclfc-!? ^T*""P08"«" •*««.Project 
of the reftnnced tatesectfon. wVhowftl w     £* ""y '"'P'^6 *• »fe^ opttrion 

Ihearea. j1•" •,w,^^ll,«»Po^coiie«TOofliidMdoalilo^to 

^P^m^J^M^^^^-^WO^^orP^F.Mdoney, 

Very truly yours, 
i ! 

Nell J. Pedenen, Director 
1 Office of Pluming «nd 

Prelholnaiy Engineering 

Ms. Kathy Mitchell, Director, City of RockvUle 

Mr.PartwT.WPB.m^AdmWslialy.StatepighwvAdnilnfatedoii 

// 
M-.  

ec 

9Kf MspfioM nunbcr b, 

Maryknit Itahy Snvles tor'Impalrsd Henho or SpMdh 
1-800.735.2238 SWawMtToinoe 

-"SSlli**?* "*• •« 7IJt_W*ior^ UD 2120W)7ir 
t «w* • BatUmera, Harytond 31201 

—    .~r""9 moonrnK no. oat ni V'QQ, 



Mmyland Departmant of Transportation 
State Highway Administration 

t,-in* 

Tntt HOMNVOW uttli Lcuctt 
PrMMent 
MontgorMfy County Council 
1M Miryltnd Avenue 
RsckvttteMD 2MS0 

iVe Dmr Council PmMent iMfoxc 

The Slue Higfcwiy Adtnintslrtlion (SHA) it in the prbcess oftnilitting t Foeu* Ofwip 
•Ms Spring/Summer to dijeust the Interteefteit trnpruveniem project plinning mrty « MD 355 
•ml Montme Rotd/Rindolfih Rotd. The SHA would ipprteitte the Council members' 
•nimnce in nofnimting up to three cendiditei rof potenthtty serving on • ten to fifteen member 
(tan group to pravMe in opportunity for rtpresemitWei of eommunity, business, ind specid 
ImertJt groups to pirtieiptte in the project devetopmem, u well is to shire informtion with the 
Study mm. A notiee wilt go out to those pWSoM ttlected for the focus group esMMsMni en 
Mtiel meeting within the next one to two months. You will be courtesy copied otftMs notiee In 
on ywi or one of yuut mneseimWw would like m pwMpew in thb meeting. 

As ytw know, both MD 3SS CRoekville Pike) end Montrese KaetWlendolph Reed. w«el> 
•rt critkel northtouih knd eUtAwtst reeds in Moi*|omery County, respectively, srt 
•tpolmeins ttmt congestion, psrtleutiify In the eWttkr «*« ««• «*» lm^*Tfw^\ 
Intmeet Tlwpuipos«ofdiispit^1i»im|*<wnfe^iiidWrilteoper«k»sfor^ 

ptdotriins tiling MD 355 tnd Montrose RowVRmMph Ri*d mA the M-gnde MAROCSX 
Trii^wtwion nilratd crossing on Rendolph Rosd. Ainspimltftcl*eet«t«el««rt»r 
ytournrefMM. Seme thertatesthetwni^einvwiigtted throughout this study inetodethtno. 
buiM shenwive (do nothing^ demend m»i»Sement flrttegiei within the ^"^•fr'f*'" 
imvseolon hnptttvemenis end giede sepented Imerthsnge »^w^««». »*£72<V" 
look rfamMMg into the existing reedw^ end the Mo*tgomery CountyendOiy of *«*»» 

MoomwePerlcwiy. TOs project plennlng ftudy 4s not MnWifUii* the 
of the loerity ptov"^ Moeuun fatiif. 

this Fen (l»i) end . f*^^iS^jSSl!mSlSXi* «** •««*" of thb swdy is MtHci|wnd »y Hw Wt rf»". *»> <" tmmmmtmm m • »~.~- 

wnMeWliUuMt 

Thenk yonj for your ciBopcuiton. iricoibeormyfortherjuistance.pteesefoel fteeto 
all me « 410.5454«| I or ion Ace « MU-WMfZI. or Peol MeleiXy. the protect nHMger, <t 
4I0-S4S4SI*. r . 

Neil I. rcdeisenv.Direcior 
* -OffietofPlsmiiigend  - 

Dr. Ohm OMm, Vtfttf Sttff Dtneior^MiMttbaMy Ciunty Couttell 

33* 



MafyfamfOepsrfmenfofThwspwfaffOT 
State Highway Administration 

,to**ffl»MD JMJO 

*"«»« », 1999 

Thmln 

'yhem ]*' 

In 

^*|*« "«t -wk. ny staffWbe b.« 

T*e SHA Mil mike wwy effcrt to, 
^w lookfcrwgnJ to eloje enorlbwhm • 
^^e^tfa»Fee«B0BWpmnllU,MIUU|luaUMu^lbe«mterw: 

4  • 

yttf Indy yuuii, 

fell J. Pedmen, Director 
Office of PhmiBii tnd 

Dr. Ohm OHta, Dqmtjr Staff Dhreto,, MbattfMMnr Contr Cocndl 

IHUfcH tMlHll *A*m Wfjt••!*••_«,JIB tlMMWr 
*• • ';M 

Noyw*w27,2000 

tttMnCt 

M»»yi»n<! Home ofrVtlM.«_ 

OKtheiibw, MD 2M78.S249 

DwDelegrteBiU: '   ' 
I 

«2l5^^^S&^!,'e:^T* 9 - »« E.H B. Woo* MMdle 

to««Wdedgi, fmhllc fce^fa^ ^^ "jS2? ,,ljr".',e ,V,i,',We ,0 •he P** P*» •»«" 
wMi Seetioo MI2 of the AnnWed(>1w££^!?0,e,' ^ ^"S »»'• '" •«»«««"«> 

"•toy San4w tar fcw*^a.i »*    -*   _ * ^ 

*A+mivt. 
>•••••,•.* 

mmsverir 
tim NA25Q 

JS 



MryflMIMpffftMNlir ffHlfNMtlOM 

TIM HOMHAW KWMT r» 

KgiTW> 

Ifyoahtvemy 
PrauMit ouf Do^Mty 
«4I0.34S-04II,MI 

OC OOflBHttrtlf pl6ttQ KOI DM 101 
IWFVBnDftBal 

toiwO*ii^i>i,w. • 

orMrNaBJ. 

HovwAtt 27,3000 

The HononMe Idt' 3. Mb« 
Senstt of MnytnM 
100 Jtmef SemtiB dfllw 
110 College Ararok 
AmpobMD 21401-1991 

DavSanMBrMbck 

08*       Mr. rWI J* 
Mr.JotaD. 

mi The Stile Highwiy Admmistnfinn (SHA) has completed initiil project pluming 
for the proponed li^prrtvemrtitt to MB 353 it MontiWe RtwJ/Riiwfalph Ro«d. Propmed 
•Heroithrei teeMi Altenthre 1 (Ho-Buikf), AhemtiTe 2 (Single Point Uttan Wimond 
InteRlmge). AlteiUtf** 3 (AMMe SifMOnd bteneatiaa) nd the lUn«W|*1toed Under 
M>3SS 

.     A.AIten^P«blfcW0rtaW^held*Felmi^9i^E«d^«*M^ 

L«B^tomen1.ld8e«n^«mbepn!p«d.de«Hbtag«eh.l^^^to 

MSPIM krleMD S5S etMwueeWilKW—tiH* 9imt piejeet 



The HonMUa Ma G. RfiaT 
PagslWo* 

u ytra ttflVB HIT ^ucftKNis oc connwKS« pwus fed ITM JO 
WwM^oorbqi^AiWnbtrilnrfcrPtaBfaf "idEnghieofai. Mr. 
M4UM4S4Mlt,14SU0Mt2l,ar --    -- 

orMr.HeB 

ec • !*.N«1J.Wmai,Dq»iyA4!ndiiiiWBr,Seb!agJiw^^ 
•nMRoMrtbhJotaD.Porarf.Swwt^r," 

**»•—.. 

^yfimdDeparlmentofTransportgibn 
State Highway Administration 

•^•^•r Jl. 19* 

IWCBRega/Um 

•rt MomrBse RMdmrndolph Roid. D.rtioil.lf-I!^^?hde, ^ !**«•»"« <»in« MD 3$5 

»astes:%r% 
if»J»*^ft^•har!lsscyu5£l,* V-Zftx 



VIMIJNBBiMvuvtWmtv. uytnMWwijr^mfloM^plBmAHflMtoc 
41044S4MU orM ta t-MMOUnn. 

Vaylralfyoia^ 

Neai.Pe*nm,WrWor 
OfloitiffwnngMl 

•ilTrm|MmdM ...... 
^feO^^M^cw<M^oto^aI!l^N^^.^y.Ml^w,^^*l*'?'•^ 
I*. 

MaryfividDepfirlment of Transportation 
State Highway Administration 

n, !««• 

SaweofMiTThni! 
JM Senrta OffiaftM* 
IIOCeH^BAvanm 
AiMpdhMD 21401.1991 

•Mori ^^Q^Li^ii?^' Wke) ,nd Mo,,m,S8 R«»*Rtn<»«.lph TUMd. »«eh «• 

-JwS!^ .iLte* ""^ ,,l,! "^ «P««*W forwNeto wd ptdeirimurinRMDSSS 
•«Mw^Ro«l«inrfolphRo^|wlfajliiVtlfc 

Kfltd. AimprtlWjttfiwtOTendMrifcryBurwftrBieB. SwrwritgrntwthuwflHwtaugitl^wl 

^•Hw^^nJyirad^ffwhlntwwu^ln^uijwiinMrtgriitegqiwMeilWatlwiiga 
tf*Hdi *• wO! Wok ^.eanMcthg into iht oMt* ibtOiw/i wd tha 
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John D. floiw"1 

PwfcwF.Wltitf ., 

Maryland Department of Transportation 
State Highway Administration 

Febra«ty26,2001 

The Honorable B1«ir G. Ewing, President 
Montgomery County Caunefl 
3 Puk Valley ROMI 
Silver Spring MD 20910 . 

Dfesr CouncuiuciiiMr Ewin^ 

Think yoo for your recent letter regarding concurrence to ptoceed wift Stage II of the 
project planning process for thj MD 355 Montr05e/k*ndolph Road Intersection luquuHjuf 
pHoject Your cootniuedsui^ortii appreciated. 

The State Highway Administration (SHA) ia committed to continue coortiination wiA 
Montgomery County and the Mb 355 Focua Group. We will move forward with the Alternate* 
Retained for Detailed Study for Aheraatfc* 1 (No-Build), Altonathw 2 (Single Point IMu 
Diamond Interchange), Alternative 3 (At-Grade Signalized Intenectioa) and the Rando^h Roar* 

ilnderNffi 355 Altetnative, Dtarfag Stage II of the Project Planning proceti, detailed  " 
Ingineering will be investigated along with an environmental inveattty tlat will IdentUy tba 
taaturtlandaocioeconomici 

An environmental document win be prepared with the results of the detailed engineerinp 
and environmental impacta. The document wiU be placed on display before the Locatioa/Deaifr 
Piiblic Hearing, scheduled for Fall 2001.    . 

Thank ySM again for your letter. Ifyoo have any questions or commenta, plena fed 6* 
to contact tne or Mr. Douglas Simmons, SHA't Directojji£Wanmng and Preliminary 
Enginecrint at 410-545-0412. Mgg.204.282g ctJjfemuCk dsiftmonsfflshi^tMeji^ji. 

Parker F. Williams 
AuDDUalnflOF 

•Mr. Douglas H. Simmons, Diredor of Planning and PiheUmiRary Engineering, 
State Mghwiy AdminhiratioB 

My uMana nwritwrli <w ttf %iM „ l tm Mt 9rn 

1-«00-7te42M WalawMa Tel MM 

HWItno Mtotmt PJO. I 

TbeHooorri)»»BWrO.Bwkg 
^•g*T«e 

CK    Mr. PatdF.Malot^, Project Manager of Planning and P««fiinina»yEnrn«ring. 
'   State Highway Admiuisuillun ._   . 
Mr. Nefl J. P^Jenen, Deputy Administrator for PUnring and Engineering. State HigWwrfy 

^(ffyitiiiatiltMMI ^ 
Ms. Nanette Schiefa, State Legislative Qgwr, Marytod Depctwai of Tiaintiumk» 
Ms. Cynthia D. Simpson, Deputy Director of Planning and Pic&uilnasy T   *      ' 

State Highway Administration   • 
**. Charlie K. WatUns, District Engineer, State Highway AdmimstratioB 
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Maryland Department of Transportation . 
State Highway Administration 

F<*cimy26.M01 

John 0. P^'-nrf 

Partwr F.'"""opm, 

the Honorable Douglas M. Danea 
Montgomety CounJy Exeeoti*» 

' -101 Monroe Stpwt 
RodcvilteMD 20850 

Dear County Executive Ounco: / 

Thank yon for your recent letter regarding concurrence to proceed with Stigelloffo 
project planning procew for the MD 355 Montrese/Randolpli Road brtenectkn bmroveraeni 
project Your cootinuedfiippaftb appreciated. 

The State Highnray Adnunirtntion (SHA) it committed to continue coordimljim wi* 
Montgoawy County and the MD 355 Focm Group. We will move forwrnid with the Ahensi^ 
Retained fcr Detailed Stwfr for Alternative 1 (No-Build), Altenutive 2 (Single Point XMmn 
D^inond InterchangeX Altomative 3 (At-Qndc Signalized Intenection) and die Randolph Rw' 
V'er MD 355 Alternative. During Stage U of die Project Planning procea, detailed 
yineering wffl be investigated along with an CnviromimilalinvMtniyrt^wniM^fritM. 
^Runl and aocioeconoiiiic leaoumi. 

An environmental document wfll be prepared with the results of die detailed engnwerinr 
and environmental impacts. The document will be placed on display before the Locatkm/Deirip- 
Public Hearing scheduled for Fall 2001. 

Thank yw again for your letter. If you have any questions or conuueuts, please fed ft*- 
to contact me or Mr. Douglas Simmons, SHA's Director ofPlaiminy and Preliminaiy 
Engineering at 410-545-0412,1-888-204-2828 gyHg^magNt dsimmonafflshajtatejniLtit 

rF.WOlim    ' 

es .   Mr. Douglas R Simmons, Direclor ofFtaming and PiBlimin«yEi*ine«f^, 
' Strti Htguway AdiniiiwwooB 

% utufm—itrnMH 
MBfyvMo Rnijr Ssfvtov tof vnpMna H#MWIQ or 4 

. 1-a00-7>M2M SMnM* Tel Urn 

Matnng AMnmi PA •oac TtT • BaMmen, MD tlMS-OTtr 
AMnmm m mm «al«Mt MeM • •«Wui», Marytanrf SU V 31(1 

fhe HononMa Douglas K Duncan 
PafeTwo 

bee    Mr. Paul F.Maloney, Project Manager of Ptanning and Preliminary Engineering, 
State Highway Administntian 

Mr. Nefl J. Pedetsen, Deputy Administrator for Planning and Engineering, 
. State Highway AdminiitiaJicn" 

Ms. Nanette Schiefce, State Legislative Officer, Maryland Department of 
TVandpoi tattoo 

Ms. Cynthia D. Simpjon, Deputy Director of Planning and Preliminary **?-—**& 
State Highway Administnlion 

Mr. OiarUe K. Wafldns, District Engineer, State Kgltwsy Administntko 
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B. Public Involvement 
Correspondence 

Finding of No Significant Impact 



Comments and Coordination 
Public Involvement Correspondence 

Public Involvement Coordination Meetings 
Meeting Deseriptiong   
Focus Group Meeting (June 17, 2002) 
Montrose School Impact Coordination Meetings 
(March 14,2002 and April 15,2002) 
Park and Ride Mitigation Meeting (July 25,2002) 

Date of Correspondence 
July 1,2002 
May 14,2002 

August 8,2002 
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Reference No.: 
V-lb 
V-2b 

V-3b 



Maryland Department of Transportation 
State Highway Administration 

Parris N. Glendenin 
Governor 

John 0. Poroarl 
Svcrelary 

Parker F. Williams 
Admlnfelrator 

MEMORANDUM 

TO: 

FROM: 

DATE: 

SUBJECT: 

RE: 

Ms. Cynthia D. Simpson 
Deputy Director 
Office of Planning and 
Preliminary Engineering 

Canneletta Harris 
Project Manager- 
Project Planning Divisil 

[<0*JUQ 

July 1,2002 

Contract Number MO830A U 
MD 3S5 Montrose Road/Randolph Road Intersection Improvement Study 
Montgomery County 

June 17,2002 MD 355 Focus Group Meeting 

On Monday, June 17,2002, a Focus Group meeting was held at the Montgomery County Executive 
Office Building in Rockville, Maryland, in the Lobby Level Conference Room. 

Handouts included: 

• Meeting Agenda 
• Value Engineering Summary 

The following people were in attendance: 

ShahiiarEtemadi      MNCPPC (301)495-2168 
David Frieshtat Shulman, Rogera, Gandal, Pordy, and Ecker, P.A. (301) 230-5206 
Joe Harrison SHA, ADC Project Planning Division (410) 545-8560 
Canneletta Harris      SHA, Project Planning Division (410)545-8522 
Jamaica Kennon        SHA, Project Planning Division (410)545-8512 
Allysha Nelson McConnick Taylor & Associates (410)662-7400 
MonaSutton SHA, Project Planning Division (410)545-5643 
Edward Stein SHA, Highway Design Division (410)545-8844 
John Webster Wilson T.Ballard (410)363-0150 

My Waphoiw numbsr Is  

Maryland Rtlay Ssrvto (or Impaired Hearing or Speech 
1-e0O-735-225a StatewMt Tell Free 

Milling AtfdreM: P.O. Bex 717 • Btltlmore. MO 212034717 
Street Addreui 707 Nertti Oelvert Street • Beltlmore, Maryland 21202 v-it 
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PURPOSE OF THE MEETING 

The purpose of the meeting was to present to the focus group, the team's preferred alternate as a 
result of the Value Engineering (VE) study, for the MD 355 Montrose Road/Randolph Road 
Intersection Improvement Study. 

Mr. Joe Harrison opened the meeting with introductions. Ms. Canneletta Harris then stated that 
there were four Options (Optionl, Option 4, Option 33 and Option 51) resulting from the (VE) 
study, that was feasible for further study. She then turned the meeting over to Mr. John Webster, 
who gave a detailed description of each option. 

DESCRIPTION OF OPTIONS 

OPTION J-Bl Shifted North 

Option 1 - B1 Shifted North is similar to Alternate 9 with Option B1 and Option B1 Modified, 
except that, the alignment is shifted in a northerly direction to minimize right-of way impacts to 
business properties along the west side of Parklawn Drive. (See Attachment) 

This option was dropped due to the impacts to the apartment community just east of the U-Haul 
property. The impact requires the relocation of the apartment access. The intersection of 
Parldawn Drive at Relocated Randolph Road would have to be moved at a northeasterly 
direction from the current location. There would also be a severe skew at the Relocated 
Randolph Road and Parklawn Drive intersection. 

Adding the Montgomery County eastern Montrose Parkway project connection to Relocated 
Randolph Road creates a sharp dogleg in order to avoid any additional property takes. The 
eastern Montrose Parkway project would also require significant roadway reconstmction and 
maintenance of traffic issues. 

Option 4-B1 Shifted South 

Option 4 - B1 Shifted South is similar to Alternate 9 with Option B1 and Option B1 Modified. 
Option 4 - Bl Shifted South alignment is shifted in a more southerly direction and Parklawn 
Drive is realigned to the east to minimize right of way impacts to those businesses in the west 
quadrant at the intersection of Parklawn Drive and Relocated Randolph Road. (See Attachment) 

OPTION33 - Roundabout at Chaoman/MaDU Avenue 

Option 33- Roundabout at Chapman Avenue/Maple Avenue, provides for an oval shaped 
roundabout (similar to the Towson roundabout) at the intersection of Chapman Avenue/Maple 
Avenue. Without signals the roundabout may hinder pedestrian movement and safety. (See 
Attachment) 
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This option was dropped due to the unacceptable Level of Service (LOS) in both the AM and 
PM peak periods and there are not enough gaps for the side toad traffic to enter the roundabout, 
thus resulting in long delays. The heavy volume of traffic from the northbound MD 355 ramp to 
eastbound Relocated Randolph Road causes queuing at the roundabout. There are two properties 
that will be impacted under this design. The Option requires an additional cost of $163,923 
dollars. 

OPTION 51 - One Way Pair at Parklawn fl/fv* 

Option 51 - One Way Pair at Parklawn Drive, creates a one-way pair loop system around the 
businesses in the northwest quadrant at the intersection of Parklawn Drive and Randolph Road. 
The One-Way Pair Option has westbound Relocated Randolph Road aligned with the 
Montgomery County's eastern Montrose Parkway project from Parklawn Drive to the proposed 
CSX bridge. The eastbound roadway of Relocated Randolph Road diverges from the westbound 
Relocated Randolph Road east of the CSX tracks and than connects to the existing Randolph 
Road west of Parklawn Drive. Parklawn Drive to westbound Relocated Randolph Road will be 
one-way northbound. Southbound Parklawn Drive would proceed on westbound Relocated 
Randolph Road before connecting into eastbound Relocated Randolph Road through ramp, 
which would require a traffic signal. (See Attachment) 

The One Way Pair Option was dropped due to several issues. Some of the movements to access 
businesses are circuitous. This option may result in National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) 
segmentation issues. Queuing on westbound Relocated Randolph Road in the a.m. and 
eastbound p.m. could extend over 1000 feet The westbound lanes that cross over the CSX 
bridge would need to be widened from 2 to 3 lanes, From the signalized' intersection at 
Relocated Randolph Road and Parklawn Drive to th&signalized intersection of Braxfield Court 
and Parklawn Drive is a distance of 350 feet In addition, at the signalized intersection of 
Wilkens Avenue and Parklawn Drive there is a distance of 350 feet. The county prefers the 
distance between signalized intersections be at least 600 feet apart. 

The Montgomery County eastern Montrose Parkway project requires an at-grade intersection at 
Parklawn Drive, impacts businesses if Parklawn Drive is widened and it decreases the LOS at 
Randolph Road and the Parklawn Drive intersection. The design speed for this roadway is 30 
mph. •    . 

THINKING BEYOND THE PAVEMENT 

After Mr. Webster described the (VE) options, Ms. Allysha Nelson described the Thinking 
Beyond the Pavement concepts for Option 4 - Bl Shifted South. She stated that the pedestrian 
and bicycle safety for Option 4 - Bl Shifted South is similar to Alternate 9 with Option Bl and 
Option Bl. This design creates pedestrian conflict points along eastbound Relocated Randolpl 
Road &ie to the unsignalized access points to and from existing Randolph Road. 

MD 355 Focus Group 
June 17,2002 Minutes 
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It is recommended that the sidewalk be removed along eastbound Relocated Randolph Road 
between Maple Avenue and the Nebel Street Connector in order to minimize pedestrian conflicts 
at the ramps to existing Randolph Road. It is also recommended that the sidewalk along 
southbound MD 355 have additional pedestrian safety measures added at the crossing of the 
tamp from Montrose Road to MD 355 southbound. Safety measures-can include a raised 
crosswalk and pedestrian scale stop signs. Additionally, the area in front of the Montrose School 
has maximum ADA compliant slopes which requires ADA ramps with landings and handrails. 

Ms. Nelson reviewed the impacts at the existing park and ride and possible mitigation measures 
to provide additional parking. THen; are three potential locations for a new park and ride lot, but 
none are large enough to accommodate the minimum of 350 spaces impacted. The three 
locations are all on state owned prooerty and are located in close proximity to the existing park 
and ride. The three locations incluoe the remaining parking lot area at the Mid Pike Plaza (1 & 
2) that is on state property, the triangular space (6) that is currently not developed and the 
parking lot area on state property that is part of the Montrose Crossing Shopping Center (4). It is 
recommended to use the Mid Pike Plaza parking area in conjunction with either the Montrose 
Crossing parking area or with a new parking lot developed in the triangular space. Agreements 
will need to be discussed with the current tenants of the site and with Montgomery County. (See 
Attachment) 

Ms. Nelson reviewed the landscape improvements to the Montrose School, which included a 
terraced retaining wall and moving the sidewalk closer to the school to provide better access. 

NEXT STEP 

Highway Design 

Mr. Edward Stein of highway design discussed the transition of the project from project planning 
to highway design. He explained that currently a more detailed survey is being done of the 
project area. Mr. David Frieshtat of Shulman, Rogers, Gandal, Pordy, and Ecker, P.A. advised 
Mr. Stein that highway design should coordinate closely with the county and businesses in 
regards to utilities. Mr. Stein gave a tentative timeline of highway design process. He also 
explained that a task force similar to the focus group will be involved throughout the highway 
design process. 

Comments; 

Following Mr. Webster's description of the Value Engineering options, Mr. Freishtat questioned 
how motorists are being encouraged to use the Montrose Parkway instead of Viere Mill Road. 
Mr. Shahriar Etemadi of Maryland-National Capital Park and Planning Commission informed 
the team that the county has begun discussing the issue of motorists being encouraged to use the 
Montrose Parkway instead of Viers Mill Road. 
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Mr. Frieshtat gave a suggestion for the SHA to "think outside the box" and to consider 
collaborating with Montgomery County and Federal Realty, which is interested in renovating the 
Mid Pike Plaza Shopping Center, and build a multi-function parking garage. Mr. Etemadi 
remarked that the county has discussed a multi-function parking garage. Ms. Harris informed 
the team that the project is going to move forward; however, Mr. Freishtat's suggestions will be 
noted and possibly investigated as the project moves into highway design. 

Mr. Frtdsfitat also suggested that businesses that are effected as a result of the project could 
possibly be relocated in areas with sufficient excess right-of-way, for example. He informed the 
team that all the businesses in the area would like to remain in the area if possible. Mr. Frieshtat 
also noted that the businessess are interested in retaining as much access as possible as well as 
sustaining the least amount of impacts. 

TEAM RECOMMENDED ALTERNATE 

The team recommended Alternate 9 with Option 4 and Option Bl Modified. 

This option decreases the right-of-way cost by approximately $ 16.9 million dollars, and does not 
present a drastic change from the previous preferred alternate (Alternate 9 with Option Bl and 
Option Bl Modified). 

Enclosures (3) 
cc:      Attendees w/enclosures 

Focus Group w/enclosures 
File w/enclosures 

MD 355 - Montrose Road/Randolph Road 
Intersection Improvement Study 
MD 355 Focus Group Meeting 

Agenda 
June 17, 2002 

I. Introductions 

II. Purpose of Meeting 
• Value Engineering Overview 

lU.     Description of Value Engineering Options 
• Option 1 - Bl Shifted North 
• Option 4 - Bl Shifted South 
• Option 33 -Roundabout at Chapman/Maple Avenue 
• Option 51 -One Way Pair @ Parklawn Drive 
• Thinking Beyond The Pavement 

IV. Team Recommendation 

V. Next Step -Highway Design 

VI. Review of Upcoming Meeting 
• Administrator's Selected Alternate Meeting 

VII. Adjournment 

^ 

^ 



Maryland Department ofTransponation 
State Highway Administration 

Parris N. Glendsning 
Gcwmw 

John D. Porcari 
Swottry 

Parker F. Williamj 

MEMORANDUM 

TO: 

ATTN: 

FROM: 

DATE: 

Ms. Cynthia D. Simpson 
Deputy Director 
Office of Planning and 
Preliminary Engineering 

Ms. Canneletta Harris 
Project Manager 
Project Planning Division 

Joseph R. Kresslein J^ 
AssiVtmt Division Chief 
Project Planning Division 

May 14,2002 

SUBJECT:     MD 355 -Montrose Road/Randolph Road 
Intersection Improvement Study 
Montrose School Impact Coordination Meeting 

Meetings were held on March 14 and April 15 tb discuss the impacts to the historic Montrose 
School that may result from construction of SHA's Recommended Alternate. SHA staff met 
with representatives of Peerless Roclcville Preservation, Ltd. to discuss ways to minimize or 
mitigate for those impacts. The following people attended:. 

Ms. Heather Amick 
Ms. Liz Buxton 
Mr. Gerald R.Cichy 
Mj.CanneIettaT.Hanis 
Mr. Michael Kelly 
Mi. Eileen McGuckian 
Mr. Peter Merrill 
Ms. Kelly Nash 
Ms. Allysha Nelson 
Mr.KenPolcak 
Mr. Aaron Smith 
Mr. John Webster 

SHA-Project Planning Division 3/14 and 4/15 
SHA-Project Planning Division 3/14 and 4/15 
Transportation Consultant 3/14 
SHA-Project Planning Division 3/14 and 4/15 
The Wilson T.Ballaid Company 3/14 and 4/15 
Peerless Roclcville Preservation, Ltd. 3/14 and 4/15 
SHA-Project Planning Division 4/15 
SHA - Bridge Design Division 4/15 
McCormicIc, Taylor & Associates 3/14 and 4/15 
SHA - Landscape Architecture Division      3/14 
Straughan Environmental Services 3/14 and 4/15 
The Wilson T. Ballard Company 3/14 and 4/15 

My tebphorw number Is . 

Mailing Addrw: P.O. Box 717 • Baltlmor*, MD 21203-0717 
SlrMt Addrasc 707 North Ca)vtrt Stmt • Battlmora, Marylind 21202 y-% 

Ms. Cynthia D. Simpson 
MD 355 - Montrose Road/Randolph Road 
Page Two 

The March 14 meeting began with introductions. John Webster described the impacts associated 
with Alternate 9 with Option B-l Modified, SHA's Recommended Alternate. Eileen McGuckian 
mentioned that the trees in the southeast quadrant of the historic boundary should be protected. 
The trees to the west of the school were planted on Arbor Day in 1920. (Follow up: the current 
proposed project design protects the referenced trees at both locations.) Eileen further explained 
that the public enjoyment of the exterior of the school is very important, including the school's 
visibility from the roadway. 

Allysha Nelson discussed the possibility of SHA investigating a terraced retaining wall concept 
in order to try to maintain the one-acre historic parcel which has existed since 1908. On April 15 
the project team presented a stepped retaining wall option that lessens the visual and physical 
impact to the school property. Facades for the walls and fences were discussed. Allysha 
presented various facade types including modular concrete block and monolithic concrete 
retaining walls to Peerless Rockville. Eileen indicated she would like to see the facade used for 
the retaining walls coordinated with the proposed bridge over Montrose/Randolph Roads. She 
would prefer that the wall be as visually unobtrusive as possible. In addition, SHA agreed to 
investigate flaring the sidewalk at the entrance to the school. Final decisions regarding the 
fa9ade of the walls will be made during the final design phase of the project. 

Access to the property was discussed next. Eileen would like assurance that access to the 
Montrose School will be maintained in perpetuity and that the school will not become land- 
locked. (Follow up: any agreements/procurement of land would have to be managed by the SHA 
Right Of Way Divisidn. Coordination with the Office of Real Estate has been initiated regarding 
this request) 

Eileen and Gerald requested at the March 14 meeting that SHA investigate two different access 
points, one on the northbound MD 355 ramp and one on Chapman Avenue. They iimher stated 
that the preservation of the one-acre parcel associated with the School and the viability of the 
property, including access, were priorities. The feasibility of the suggested access points was 
discussed at the April 15 meeting, neither of which is feasible due to grade and tragic issues. 
SHA is proposing that we continue design of the original proposed access location to the west of 
the property. SHA will contact a representative from the Montrose Crossing Shopping Center to 
coordinate the proposed school access through the shopping center property. 

Aaron Smith presented the noise analysis results at each meeting. Although the site was 
originally impacted (67 dBA) by Alternative 9 as presented in the Environmental Assessment, a 
barrier was found to be unreasonable due to the historic setting of the school and that visibility of 
the school would be obstructed. Eileen concurred that the visibility of the school should not be 
obstructed, but mentioned that she is concerned about how noise could affect the use of the 
school property. Mike Kelly discussed that the 3 dBA increase that would result from the 
construction of Alternate 9 would be barely perceptible if at all. Mike further discussed that 
benns are not feasible due to right of way constraints in the area. 9HA investigated the impact 
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that would result from the terraced retaining wall concept that was developed subsequent to the 
March 14 meeting. The noise level at the playground that results from the'terraced wall concept 
is 65 dBA, which is below the SHA threshold criterion of 66 dBA. 

Eileen asked about window treatments to reduce the noise impacts within the school. SHA 
subsequently measured the insertion loss that the structure offers and determined that the 
structure provides an 18 to 19 dBA reduction of interior noise levels. Window treatments would 
not lower the noise levels enough for a human ear to perceive the difference. 

Eileen expressed preference for the stepped retaining wall concept over the option without 
retaining walls because the impact to the one-acre historic boundary is reduced. A copy of the 
Finding of No Significant will be sent to Peerless Rockville upon its completion. 

cc:      Attendees 

Mr.JimHade.SHA-LAD 
Mr. Joseph Kresslein. SHA-PPD 
Mr. Don Sparklin, SHA-PPD 
Ms. Denise Wmslow, FHWA 

Maryland Department of Transportation 
State Highway Administration 

Pains N. Glsndening 
Govarnor 

John D. Porcari 
Sflcrfltery 

Parker F. Williams 
Administrator 

MEMORANDUM; 

TO: Ms. Cynthia D. Simpson 
Deputy Director 
Office of Planning and 
Preliminary Engineering 

FROM: Carmeletta T. Harris 
Project Manager 
Project Planning Division' 

DATE: August 8, 2002 

SUBJECT:     Contract Number MO830A11 
MD 355 Montrosc Road/Randolph Road 
Intersection Improvement Study 
Montgomery County 

RE: Park and Ride Mitigation meeting 

On Thursday, July 25,2002, a meeting was held at the Montgomery County Department of 
Transportation Office in the lO* Floor of the Executive Office Building. 

Handouts included: 

• Color displays of Alternate 9: Randolph Road under MD 355 with Option B1 Modified 
and Alternate 9 with Option 4 - Bl Shifted South with Bl Modified 

• Summaries of property ownership and displays of State-owned parcels around the 
intersection 

• Concept Design of a 168 Space Park and Ride lot for Parcel 090 (triangular space). 

The following people were in attendance: 

Ms. Carmeletta T. Harris 
Ms. Peggy Schwartz 
Ms. Sandra Brecher 
Mr. Tom Huff 
Ms. Allysha Nelson 

SHA, Project Planning Division 
North Bethesda Transportation Center 
Montgomery County DPW&T, DTS 
Montgomery County DPW&T 

(410)545-8522 
(301)770-8105 
(301) 565-5701 
(240)777-8700 

McCormick, Taylor and Associates, Inc.      (410) 662-7400 

My tolephons number Is ^_____„„___^^^____ 

Maryland Relay Service for Impaired Hearing or Speech 
1^00.735-2256 Statewide Toll Free 

Mailing Addreae: P.O. Box 717 • Baltimore, MD 21209-0717 
•Mreet Addreea: 707 North Calvert Street • Baltimore, Maryland 21202 \Mb 
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, Option 4-B1 Shifted South with Bl M^UflS SSSSffi^L^^S8 9 ^ 
Engineering Study was to find way, <S^Z2S?KS       ^ T7le ValUe 

the 3ignificantcoSt for thi. pmteSndSSMriffiS?^^   ^ ac<'ui8ition *« 
.educed the cost of pn-perty'^J^Cd" ^ ^ VaIUe En8ineerin8 ^ 
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State Highway Administration fSHAV,^ ,' ? ^195 ^ E N248)is <>"»«* by the 
.   e«StingVaric«SorAnaSr^^ CUrren,,y ^,eMed »/the county for an 
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to pick up patrons, as they do today. 8bIe t0 st0P alon8 MD 355 

lease agreement with SHA. y- She fUrn,Shed a C0Py of ,he county 

T    v ^ hV"mZ SUgge5ted ""'W a M1 ^^ N"1 ^ of OW Old STown Road to make the lot more accessible. Ms. Harris said it will be looked into.       UCOT8el0wn Ko',<1 
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c) The parking lot near Old Navy in the Montrose Crossing Shopping Center (parcel A P0&2) is 
currently leased by the shopping center. The lease was initiated in 1995 with an initial term 
of one year and a month-to-month lease thereafter. Access to the parking lot would be via 
the Montrose Crossing Shopping Center Property. There is enough area to accommodate 150 
parking spaces. 

d) The Montgomery Eastern Montrose Parkway right of way located east of the CSX train 
tracks is another possible location for a park-n-ride site that could accommodate 350 spaces. 
Access for the site would be via Randolph Relocated and/or Parklawn Drive. 

Ms. Brecher and Mr. Hull inquired if any other property was available outside the study 
Area, such as along MD 355 or near 1-270. Ms. Harris said that the project team had been 
directed to stay inside the study area, but that she would research additional properties to be 
looked at for a park and ride site. 

Ms. Brecher and Ms. Schwartz asked if a parking stnicture could be built. Mr. Hull said that 
a minimum sired needed would be 150 feet by 300 feet. He also said that the state owned 
property by Mid Pike Plaza that would be large enough after construction for a parking garage. It 
was noted that a parking garagp should have a modem, neo-traditional design with pedestrian 
access and retail at the street level. The Focus Group was also interested in a parking garage 
very early in the Project Development process however, upon investigation of the garage i.e. cost 
and design the focus group and team members agreed that it would not be feasible to pursue. 
Ms. Harris said that SHA was not willing to build a parking stnicture due to cost limitations. 

Ms. Brecher and Ms. Schwartz noted that the county was interested in building a car and van 
pool only lot, and that the triangular area may be a good option for that. 

Ms. Brecher, Ms. Schwartz and Mr. Hull stated that they would like to further review the 
park and ride mitigation strategies before a decision is made. 

Ms. Harris will look into full access at Old Old Georgetown Road at the proposed Park and 
Ride lot at parcel 090. 

Attachments (3) 
cc:      Attendees w/attachments 

Mr. Bob Simpson w/atuchment 
Mr. James Wynn 

a- 
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r            Montrose Road Park and Ride Mitigation Potential Locations 

^^mffimti^; ,''.;;'ftreel-.' \     i)««d:':'. Agreement Condmoraef AgreMnent 

o PARCEL C 
(N23«) 

Liber 4268 
Folio 850 

Memonndum of- 
UndenUnding 

(MOU) 
April 23,1997 

•    The County li Authoriied to Design. 
Comtruct, Mainuin and Operate 
Tnuuportation Facilities, Including But 
Not Limited To Park and Ride Lou 

6 
PARCH, D 

(N292) Liber 4434 
Folio 78? 

•    SHA and Montgomery County 
Mutually Agreed To Trarafer Operating 
and Maintenance Respontibillda to the 
County 

© P182 Liber 4048 
Folio 642 

•    The County Shall Pay SHA. At the 
Conclusion of Each Reporting Period, 
The Sum of Fifty (50*) of the Annual 
Net Revenue 

O PARCELS 
(N195) 

Uber4121 
Folio 748 

•    The Tetm of the MOU Shall 
Commence For Ten (10) Yean. The   . 
Term Will Be Entended From the 
Conduiion of the Original 10 Year 
Tdmi Automatically Each Year 
Thereafter For An Additional One Year 
Term. Unleu Canceled By SHA or The 
County 

• 

PARCEL E 
(N248) 

Liber 4576 
Folio 295 

• 

P090 Liber 3719 
Folk) 654 

Open Space Land. No Agreement On This 
Parcel ii Known At this Time. 

••' 
PARCEL A 

(P79) 
Liber 4057 
Folio 088 

Commercitl Leate 
June 1,1995 

• SHA it leasing the property A» Is to the 
Montraie Croaslng Shopping Center on 

initial term of 12 months. 
• The landlord may terminate the lease 

with a minimum of 30 days notification 

• The Montrose Crossing Shopping 
Center Ii using the space for a Parking 
Lot. Gateway Feature and Entrance 
Road. 

• Any deviation of use will result in 
termination of the Lease. 

• The landlord reserves the right to Issue 
permits or grant utility easements on the 
lite. 

SI 
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Alterriative 9: Randolph Road Under MD  35$$§$fpption B-l 
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Park and Ride 

164 Spaces 
4 Handicap Spaces 

168 Total Spaces 

MD 355 - Montrose Road /Randolph Road Intersection Improvement Study 
Concept Plan 

New Park and Ride Facility 

O Maryland Department of Trvnjporation 
Slate Highway Administration 

N 
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C.NEPA/404 Coordination- 
Purpose and Need 

Finding of No Significant Impact 



<?/3 

^tf^/^'^^ :1 ^v r^^C^m^^s-aareobrdifaifoy-;r: J-Vr ^-'^ftSfcy; 

Comments on the 
Purpose and Need 
Response to 
Comments 
Concurrence for the 
Purpose and Need 
Concurrence for the 
Purpose and Need 

January 4,1999 

January 26, 
1999   , 
February I, 
1999 

MWMfMipQorJimdwU^ 

SHA 

MD Office of Planning 

Maryland Historical Trust 

m,"*,faft, 
"••< •k4Jy^^ From: 

MD Office of Planning 

SHA 

SHA 

Concurrence for the 
Puipose and Need 

February 1, 
1 1999 

February 1, 
1999 

Concurrence for the 
Puipose and Need 
Comments on the 
Puipose and Need 
Comments on the 
Purpose and Need 
Response to 
Comments 
Concurrence for the 
Puipose and Need 

Federal Highway 
Administration 

February 1, 
1999 
February 23, 
1999 
March 1,1999 

March 9,1999 

March 18. 1999 

U.S. Environmental 
Protection Agency 
U.S. Fish and Wildlife 
Service 
SHA 

SHA 

U.S. Army Corps of 
Engineers  
SHA 

SHA 

Reference 

V-lc 

V-2c 

V-3c 

V-4c 

SHA 

SHA 

MD Office of Planning 

U.S. Army Corps of 
Engineers  
SHA 

Environmental Review 
I mi. Man land 

V-5c 

V-6c 

V-7c 

V-8c 

V^9c 

V-lOc 
r        

Department of Natural 
Resources 

Comments on 
Environmental 
Assessment 

January 2,2002 Environmental Review 
Unit, Maryland Department 
of Natural Resources 

SHA V-llc 

Response to 
Comments on 
Environmental 
Assessment 

January 30, 
2002 

SHA Environmental Review 
Unit, Maryland 
Department of Natural 
Resources 

V-12c 

Response to 
Comments on 
Environmental 
Assessment 

December 18, 
2001 

SHA USDA/NRCS V-13c 

Comments on 
Environmental 
Assessment 

January 7,2002 USDA/NRCS SHA V-14c 
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D.Other Agency 
Correspondence 

Finding of No Significant Impact 



o)<s>y 
Comments and Coordination 

Other Agency Correspondence                     *   ~   "      , 
Correspondence Date To: From: Reference 

No.    : * 
Request pertaining to 
Threatened or 
Endangered Species 
within the Study Area 

January 20, 1999 U.S. Fish and 
Wildlife Service 

SHA V-ld 

Response to Previous January 29, 1999 SHA U.S. Fish and Wildlife 
Service 

V-2d 

National Register 
Listing/Eligibility 
Request Concurrence 

December 2, 1999 SHA Peerless Rockville V-3d 

National Register 
Listing/Eligibility 
Requests 

Novembers, 1999 Maryland Historical 
Trust 

SHA V-4d 

National Register 
Listing/Eligibility 
Requests 

March 13, 2001 Maryland Historical 
Trust 

SHA V-5d 

Response to Previous April 13,2001 SHA Maryland Department 
of Housing and 
Community 
Development 

V-6d 

Effect Determination August 24, 2001 Maryland Historical 
Trust 

SHA V-7d 

Effect Determination for 
The Selected Alternate 

October 21, 2002 Maryland Historical 
Trust 

SHA V-8d 

Response to Previous January 7, 2003 SHA Maryland Historical 
Trust 

V-9d 

Request Regarding 
Public School and 
Publicly Owned 
Recreational Facilities 
in the Area 

December 2, 1999 Montgomery County 
Public Schools 

SHA V-lOd 

Response to Previous January 12,2000 SHA Montgomery County 
Public Schools 

V-lld 

Request pertaining to 
Anadromous Finfish or 
Other Species that may 
occur in the Study Area. 

January 20,1999 Maryland 
Department of 
Natural Resources, 
Environmental 
Review 

SHA V-12d 

Response to Previous Februarys 1999 SHA Maryland Department 
of Natural Resources, 
Environmental Review 

V-13d 

  



^ 

Correspondence Date To: From: Reference 
No. 

Request pertaining to 
State Threatened or 
Endangered Species and 
Unique Habitat that may 
be in the Study Area 

January 20, 1999 Wildlife and Heritage 
Division, Department 
of Natural Resources 

SHA V-14d 

Response to Previous February 23, 1999 SHA Wildlife and Heritage 
Division, Department 
of Natural Resources 

V-15d 

Response to Previous March 23, 1999 SHA Department of Parks 
and Recreation, M- 
NCPPC 

V-16d 

Response to 
Correspondence 
pertaining to the Wilgus 
East Property 

May 4, 1999 Montgomery County 
Department of Public 
Works and 
Transportation, and 
The Transportation 
Division; M-NCPPC 

SHA V-17d 

Commission Staff 
Comments 

June 22,1999 SHA Department of Parks 
and Recreation, M- 
NCPPC 

V-18d 

Request pertaining to 
Publicly Owned Parks 
or Recreational 
Facilities in the Study 
Area. 

December 2, 1999 Department of Parks 
and Recreation, M- 
NCPPC 

SHA V-19d 

Comments on Park Land 
and Recreational 
Facilities 

December 2,1999 Department of Parks 
and Recreation, M- 
NCPPC 

SHA V-20d 

Comments on Park Land 
and Recreational 
Facilities 

January 3,2000 SHA M-NCPPC V-21d 

Interagency Review 
Meeting Summary 

October 18,2000 SHA Project File, 
Regulatory Agencies 
and Attendees 

SHA V-22d 

Comments on the ARDS December 7,2000 Montgomery County 
Planning Board 

Department of Parks 
and Recreation, M- 
NCPPC 

V-23d 

Record of Coordination April 6, 2001 McCormick, Taylor 
& Associates 

M-NCPPC V-24d 

Montgomery County 
Staff Recommendations 

March 7, 2002 SHA M-NCPPC, 
Montgomery Planning 
Board 

V-25d 



ol&l 
Correspondence Date To: From: Reference 

No. 
Response to 
Montgomery County 
Staff Recommendations 

March 28, 2002 Montgomery County 
Planning Board 

SHA V-26d 

PFA Confirmation October 4, 2002 SHA M-NCPPC, 
Transportation 
Planning 

V-27d 

Project Consistency 
Report and Project 
Review Checklist 

November 1,2002 Office of Systems 
Planning and 
Evaluation, Maryland 
Department of 
Transportation 

SHA V-28d 

Interagency Meeting 
and Field Review 

May 28, 1999 U.S. Army Corps of 
Engineers 

SHA V-29d 

Request for Information 
Regarding Affects of 
Study Alternatives on 
Response Times for 
Emergency Services. 

July 5,2001 Montgomery County 
Fire and Rescue 
Service 

SHA V-30d 

Request for Information 
Regarding Affects of 
Study Alternatives on 
Response Times for 
Emergency Services. 

July 5,2001 Montgomery County 
Department of Police 

SHA V-31d 

Response to 
Correspondence 
pertaining to the Affects 
of ARDS on Emergency 
Services 

September 18, 
2001 

SHA Montgomery County 
Department of Police 

V-32d 

Request for Comments 
on Air Quality Analysis 
for Study Area. 

August 8,2001 Environmental 
Protection Agency, 
Office of 
Environmental 
Programs 

SHA V-33d 

Request for Comments 
on Air Quality Analysis 
for Study Area. 

August 8,2001 Maryland 
Department of the 
Environment, Air and 
Radiation 
Management 
Administration 

SHA V-34d 



Maryland Department of Transportation 
State Highway Administration 

January 20, 1999 

Parris N. Glendening 
Governor 

John D. Porcari 
Sacraiary 

Parker F.Williams 
Admintaator 

Project No. MO830A21 
MD 355 from MD 187 to Twinbrook 
Parkway & Montrose/Randolph Road 
from Jefferson Street to Parklawn Drive 
Montgomery County, Maryland 

Mr. Raymond Li 
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service 
Chesapeake Bay Field Office 
177 Admiral Cochrane Drive 
Annapolis MD 21401 

Dear Mr. Li: 

The State Highway Administration (SHA), in conjunction with Balti•,, r•. .,  u 
mmated Project P.anning studies for the intersect^ imP^emenramSS iTZn^ 
Road^andolph Road in southwestern Momgome^Co^ty. TT.epC^ofS^to 

Z2ZSV7      imrVe Safe,y in «•»«-• SHA ^1 uJS^^S'JL. 

r„„r, , My0J, ^ "V quato" or need additional infonnation regarfing this project, please 
contact Mr. Jason Groth, Environmentol Manager for to project Jason L be'Sd at^O- 

My lolephoo* number Is  

Muytand Relay Service for Invairad Hewra a Speecti 
1-800-735-2258 SUtewide Ton Fne 

Mailing Addrau: P.a Box 717 • Battlmera, MO 21203-0717 
Stnut Addraas: 707 North Calvwt StreM • Balteon. Maryland 21202 v^a 

Mr. Raymond Li 
MD 355 at Montrose Road 
/Randolph Road 
Page 2 

Very truly yours. 

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

'c£. 
ssleW- Joseph R. Kresslefa 

Assistant Division Chief 
Project Planning Division 

LHEJRGisc 
Enclosure 
cc:      Mr. Bruce M. Grey 

Mr. Jason Groth 
Ms. Susie Jacobs 



United States Department of the Interior 

FISH AND WILDLIFE SERVICE 
Chesapeake Bay Field Office 
177 Admiral Cochrane Drive 

Annapolis, MD 21401 

January 29,1999 

Mr. Parker F. Williams 
Administrator 
State Highway Administration 
707N,CalvertSt 
Baltimore, MD 21203-0717 

ATTO: Mr. Mark D. Duvall 

RE:     Project No. MO830A21; MD 35S from 
MD 187 to Twrnbrook Parkway & 
Montrose/Randolph Road from Jeffeison 
Street to Parklawn Drive; Montgomery 
County, MD 

Dear Mr. Williams: 

This responds to your January 20,1999, request for information on the presence of species 
which are federally listed or proposed for listing as endangered or threatened within the 
above referenced project area. We have reviewed the information you enclosed and are 
providing comments in accordance with Section 7 of the Endangered Species Act (87 Stat 
884, as amended; 16 U.S.C. 1531 etseq.). 

Except for occasional transient individuals, no federally proposed or listed endangered or 
threatened species are known to exist within the project impact area. Therefore, no biological 
assessment or further Section 7 consultation is required with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife 
Service. Should project plans change, or if additional information on the distribution of 
listed or proposed species becomes available, this determination may be reconsidered. 

This response relates only to federally protected threatened or endangered species under our 
jurisdiction. It does not address the Service's concerns pursuant to the Fish and Wildlife 
Coordination Act or other legislation. For information on the presence of other rare species, 
you should contact Ms. Lori Byrne of the Maryland Heritage and Wildlife Division at 
(410)260-8570. 

V-ZA 

We appreciate the oppoitunity to provide information relative to fish and wildlife issues, and 
thank you for your interest in these resources. If you have any questions or need further 
assistance, please contact Andy Moser at (410) 573-4537. 

Sincerely, 

Robert J. PenningUm 
Assistant Field Supervisor 
Div. of Habitat Evaluation and Protection 

-4) 
5^ 
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De«mber2, 1999 

AnenMo: Bruce M. Grey 
Deputy Division Chief 
Project Planning Division 

Ms. Cynia D. Soptoa 
Deputy Director. Office of Planang and Prefimintry Engineering 
Maryland Departraea of Tnasponabon 
State Highwiy Arfcaniili Miuii 
P. O. Box 717 
Baltimore, MD 21203-0717 

Re: Project No. MO830A21 
MD Route 355 

Dear Ms. Simpson and Mr. Grey: 

Peerless Rockville, a nonprofit organization dedicated to preserving Rockville's history, 
owns the Montrose School building at 5721 Randolph Road in Rockville. Listed in the National 
Register of Historic Places, Montrose is the only country schoolhouse remaining in the Rockville 
area. It was built in 1909 to serve the now-vanished communities of Montrose and Randolph, and 
its historic and architectural significance is recognized at local, state, and national levels. Peerless 
purchased the Schoolhouse in 1979 and leases the land on which h sits from the State Highway 
Administration. 

In the past two decades. Peerless Rockville has nurtured the two-room school from a 
leaking, abandoned derelict to a restored source of community pride which pays its fair share of 
property taxes. Our rescue of Montrose was accomplished by a creative blending of nonprofit, 
governmental, civic, and private efforts. The National Register listing, designation on the 
Montgomery County Master Plan for Historic Preservation, and conveyance of an easement to 
the Maryland Historical Trust continue to protect the public interest in this privately-owned 
property. Citizens of the State of Maryland, former Montrose students and teachers, and others 
interested in history regularly take the opportunity to view the past in a building with a present 
use that is economically viable. We invite you to join us on Saturday morning, December 11, as 
we host a reunion of former Montrose School students who win dedicate a plaque to teachers 
1909-1966 and receive copies of Montrose School: The First Ninety Years by Eleanor L. 
Cunningham. 

Peerless Rockville concurs with the determination generated by the Maryland State 
Highway Administration for this project. Montrose School is indeed in the National Register of 

V-^l 

• ooflboucd * 

Ms. CynthiaD.SinviOOand Mr. BniceM. Grey, SHA      PageTwo      December2,1999 

Historic Places, and the archeological potential of the Rockville Pike-Randolph-Montrose 
intenectionisconsidenble. We are, however, surprised to tee the "grade-separated htterchange 
language in the project description, as you note in the same paragraph that "No ahenwtive ha* 

been selected for these improvements.'' 

There is no question that, whichever configurations are chosen for the road improvementt, 
current and anticipated traffic patterns will negatively affect the Montrose School. Sohitioni are 
available to allow Montrose School to survive in its historic setting.  Peerless RodcviBe urges the 
State Highway Administration to keep this special historic place in mind when considering 
roadway alternates or engineering and environmental studies to evaluate impact 

Thank you for considering these concerns. 

Sincerely, 

-A 
Eileen McGuckian 
Executive Director 
Peerless Rockville 
Historic Preservation, Ltd. 

CKJ. Rodney Little, SHPO 
Owen Wright, HPC 

^^ 



Maryland Department of Transportation 
State Highway Administration 

RE: 

November 3.1999 

Project No. MO 830A2I 
MO 3SS from Old Georgetown Road to 
Twinbrook Parkway and 
Montrose/Randolph Road from Parklawn 

' Drive to Jefferson Street 
Montgomery County, MD 
USGS Kensington Quad 

Parris N. Gtandenmg 
GfMrrar 

John O. Porcari 
Svcrttarv 

Parker F.WUKams 

m - i s 
Mr. J. Rodney Little 
Slate Historic Preservation Officer 
Maryland Historical Trust 
100 Community Place 
Crownsville, MD 21032-2023 

Dear Mr. Little: 

Introduction and Project Description 
.  The Maryland State Highway Administration (SHA) is proposing improvements 

at the intersection of MD 3SS (Rockville Pike) and Montrose and Randolph Roads. This 
will be a grade-separated interchange to improve traffic operations and safety for vehicles 
and pedestrians. 'Right-of-way will be required for this project No alternative has been 
selected for these improvements. 

Funding 
Federal funds are anticipated for this project 

Area of Potential Effect 
The area of potential effect (APE) for this project consists of a broad corridor' 

along MD 355 from approximately Twinbrook Parkway to Old Georgetown Road and 
along Montrose and Randolph Roads from approximately Jefferson Street to Parklawn 
Drive as indicated on the attached SHA-GIS quadrangle map for Kensington. 

Identification Methods and Results 
Both architecture and archeology were investigated for the proposed project 

Architecture: 
SHA architectural historian Heather Confer consulted the 1983 Intercounty 

Connector Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the Montgomery and Prince Georges 

t 

tetoptions nmntMrls. 

FMay S«vie* tor knp^red Hearing or Spteeh 
t-800-735-2258 SMMwkte TOD Fit* V-HA 

Mr. J. Rodney Little •; -   - 
Project No. MO830A21 
Page Two 

Counties Congestion Relief Study (CRS) by P.A. C. Spero & Company, the SHA-GIS 
Kensington quad map. MIHP forms for properties in the project vicinity, Montgomery 
County Master Plan Documents and Tax Assessment Mops, and made field visits in 
September 1999. 

The project area is currently highly commercialized with some institutional and 
residential pockets at the edges. During the 1920's wealthy Washingtonians looking to    * 
escape the city built many large homes and estates along the Rockville Pike. More recent 
development has destroyed or altered all of these properties in the project area including 
the Mantouri Estate (MO 30-9) and part of the Wilkins Estate also known as the 
Parklawn Cemetery (MO 30-01) which is now a shopping center. 

The 1998 Montgomery and Prince George's Counties Congestion Relief Study by 
P.A.C Spero took into account the area covered by this project They evaluated an area 
1500 feet along each roadway beginning at the center of the intersection including a 10O- 
foot corridor along each intersection roadway. That study included properties that would 
be potentially impacted, either physically or visually, by proposed improvements. For 
the MD 355 intersection with Montrose and Randolph Roads they identified only one 
property as being National Register eligible or listed. The Montrose School (M: 30-2) 
located on the north side of Randolph Road, east of the Rockville Pike was listed in the 
National Register of Historic Places in 1983. Constructed in 1909, the school is 
significant as an excellent example of an early twentieth century school building. 
Currently the school is owned by Peerless Rockville and is used as the "Montrose 
Optimal Learning Center." The Maryland Historical Trust holds an easement on this 
property which was once owned by SHA. An agreement between Peerless Rockville and 
SHA states that "It is understood that said Montrose School will have to be moved by the 
Peerless Rockville Historic Preservation, Ltd. in the event that the land upon which it sits 
is required for any transportation purpose. In such case the State Highway 
Administration shall provide the owner of the building two yean notice of such 
requirement, and owner of building shall move the building to a site of its selection at its 
sole expense." Site visits and documentary research by Ms. Heather Confer confirm that 
the Montrose School is the only National Register listed property and no other properties 
within the project area are National Register eligible. 

Archeology: 
SHA archeologist Mary Barse assessed the potential of die project I 

coosultatioa of historic mapping and previous studies. 
i through 

There are no archeological sites recorded in or near the APE. Epperson (1980) 
and Gardner (1976) included portions of the project area in prior surveys with negative 
results. Although there has been extensive disturbance in the project area by commercial 
development and transportation feUMes including the Washington METRO Redline, 



Mr. J. Rodney Little 
Project No. MO830A21 
Page Three 

undeveloped areas are present in the northwest and southeast quadrants of the MD 
355/Montrose Road intersection. The National Register listed Montrose Schoolhouse 
(M: 30-2) is located within the northeast quadrant of the MD 355/Montrose Road 
intersection and may require Phase I archeological investigations if the property cannot 
be avoided. Several other structures are depicted on historic maps in or adjacent to the 
APE between 1865 and 1923. A store and post office structure attributed to F. Henley is 
shown in the undisturbed northwest quadrant in 1879. Structures attributed to S.S. Parker 
and W. Dove are shown in the undeveloped southeast quad in 1865. Given the presence 
of historic map indicated structures locations and the National Register listed Montrose 
Schoolhouse within undisturbed areas in or adjacent to the APE, the project area is 
considered to have high archeological potential and Phase I Identifications investigations 
ire recommended after alternates are developed. 

Review Request 
Please consult the attached mapping and eligibility table and review the 

determination generated by the Maryland State Highway Administration for this project 
We request your concurrence by December 6 that the Montrose School is the only 
National Register listed or eligible standing structure in the MD 355 Montrose/Randolph 
Road Intersection study area. Archeological eligibility will be reassessed and 
coordinated when alternates have been identified and selected. By carbon copy we invite 
the Montgomery County Historic Preservation Commission, Montgomery Preservation 
Inc., The City of Rockville, and Peerless Rockville to provide comments and consult in 
the review process for this state funded project. If no response is received by December 
6, we will assume that these offices decline to participate. Please call Ms. Heather 
Confer at 410-545-8560 with questions regarding standing structures for this project 
Concerns regarding archeology should be directed to Ms. Mary Bane at 410-545-2883. 

Very truly your, 

Cynthia D. Simpson 
Deputy Director 
Office of Planning and 
Preliminary Engineering 

Bruce M. Grey 1/ 
by;    _ 
/L/Bruce M. Grey 
Q      Deputy Division Chief 

Project Planning Division 

Mr. J. Rodney Little 
Project No. MO830A21 
Page Four 

CONCURRENCE: 

State Historic Preservation Officer 

Attachments: 
I. Mapping 
II. Eligibility Table 

BMO:HMC:lc 

cc:      Ms. Heather Amick 
Ms. Heather Confer 
Ms. Judy Christensen, Montgomery Preservation Inc. (w/attachments) 
Ms. Judy Christensen, City of Rockville Planning Department (w/attachments) 
Mr. Bruce M. Grey 
Dr. Charles Hall (w/attachments) 
Mr. Paul Maloney 
Ms. Eileen McGuckian, Peerless Rockville (w/attachments) 
Ms. Gwen Wright, Montgomery County Historic Preservation Commission 
(w/attachments) 
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Maryland Department of Transportation 
State Highway Administration 

Partis N. Glendering 

John 0. Porcari 
Sacntny 

Parker F. Williams 
AdmMtlraHc 

March 13,2001 

Re:      Project No. MO830A11 
MD 355 (Rockville Pike) at 
Montrose/Randolph Roads 
Montgomery County, MD 
USGS Kensington 7.5" Quadrangle 

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

Dear Mr: Little: 

Introduction and Prnject Description 
This letter serves to inform the Maryland Historical Trust (MHT) of our finding that there 

will be no historic properties affected by the proposed project The project involves the 
reconfiguration of the intersection of MD 355 (Rockville Pike) and Montrose/Randolph Road. 
The Maryland State Highway Administration (SHA) consulted with the MHT regarding the 

' definition of the Area of Potential Effects (APE) and the identification of historic properties 
within the APE in a letter dated November 3,1999 (Attachment I). The MHT concurred on 
December 6,1999, with SHA's definition of the APE and the finding that only one historic 
architectural resource - the Montrose School (M: 30-2) - is present in the APE. 

In addition to a No-Build Alternative, three Alternatives have been retained for detailed 
studies. One of SHA's project goals is to develop alternatives that do not preclude future 
construction of Montgomery County Master Plan transportation improvements within the study 
area including the Montrose Parkway. The SHA has developed the Alternatives so that each 
could be connected to the planned parkway. Below are descriptions of the alternatives retained 
for detailed study (ARDS); each are illustrated in plans attached (Attachment II). 

Alternative 1 (No-Build) - The No-Build Alternative would not provide any significant 
improvements to the intersection. Minor improvements would occur as part of normal 
maintenance and safety operations. These improvements would not measurably afifect roadway 
capacity or reduce the accident rate. 

Mv latenhnmi rxHnhar in 

Maryland Relay Service tor Impaired Hearing or Speech 
1-800-735-2258 Statewide Tod Free' 

Mailing Addreat: P.O. Boa 717 • Baltimore, MD 21203-0717 
Street Addraaa: 707 North Calvert Street • Baltimore, Maryland 21202 ' V-fl 



Mr. I. Rodney Little 
> 355 (Rockville Pike) at MontroseiHandolph Roads 
! Two .' 

Alternative 281 (Single-Point Urban Diamond Interchange) - Alternative 2B1 proposes a 
grade separation of MD 355 over Montrose/Randolph Road. A one-way diagonal-type ramp is 
provided in each quadrant Turning movements are confined to a single at-grade signalized 
intenection beneath the MD 355 bridge. 

Alternative 3B1 (At-Grade Signalized Intersection) - Alternative 3B1 would maintain an 
at-grade intersection with appropriate turning lanes provided on each leg of the intersection. The 
intenection would be centered slightly southeast of its current location, and both Montrose Road 
and Randolph Road would be widened from six lanes to twelve. 

Randolph Under Alternative - The Randolph Under Alternative proposes a grade 
separation of MD 355 over Montrose/Randolph Road. Northbound MD 355 access to and fiom 
Montrose/Randolph Road is completed through a proposed partial diamond interchange. 
Southbound MD 355 access to and from Montrose/Randolph Road is completed through the 
utilization of existing Old Georgetown Road and a proposed loop ramp on the north side of 
Montrose Road to southbound MD 355. 

All build alternatives have the same concept plan for crossing over the CSX tracks. The 
s call for a relocated Randolph Road to the north of its present location on Montgomery 
nty right-of-way and a bridge over the tracks to avoid railroad/roadway conflicts. The 

adsting Randolph Road would be closed to through traffic. 

A summary of environmental impacts and costs of each of the Alternatives identified and 
AeARDS is presented in Table I included in Attachment n. 

Funding 
Federal funds are anticipated for this project 

Area of Potential Effects 
Ift SHA's letter'of November 3.1999, we stated that the APE for this project consists of a 

broad corridor along MD 355 fiom approximately Twinbrook Parkway to Old Georgetown Road 
and along Montrose/Randolph Road fiom approximately Jefferson Street to Parklawn Drive 
(Attachment I). 

This APE may, in fact, be larger in area than the actual APE for the ARDS. However, 
SHA does not wish to redefine the APE at this time. 

IdMtfflcation Methods and Results 
Potentially, significant architectural and areheological resouroes were both researclwd at 

' « of At historic investisatioa instiaated by the propoiad project 

Mr. J. Rodney Little ~   
MD 355 (Rockville Pike) at Montrose/Randolph Roads 
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Architecture: SHA Architectural Historian Katiy Harris consulted previous project 
documentation and consultation, and visited the project area on December 4,2000. 

In SHA's letter of November 3, 1999, we found that only one historic architectural 
resource is located in the project APE: the Montrose School (M: 30-2). The Montrose School 
was listed on the National Register of Historic Places in 1983. The property was purchased by 
SHA and the house alone was conveyed to Peerless Rockville with a preservation easement 
conveyed to MHT in 1986. In the addendum to the agreement between SHA and Peerless 
Rockville the following condition was made: 

"It is understood that said Montrose School will have to be moved by the Peerless 
Rockville Historic Preservation, Ltd. in the event that the land upon which it sits 
is required for any transportation purpose. In such case the State Highway 
Administration shall provide the owner of the building two years notice of such 
requirement, and owner of building shall move the building to a site of its 
selection at its sole expense". 

Based on this legal condition and the building's architectural significance, it is clear that 
the school building is essentially a National Register "object" without any land area or setting 
contributing to its significance. Further, large-scale shopping buildings, parking lots, and dense 
traffic on multi-lane roadways currently characterize the setting of the building. It is noisy and 
completely unlike the buildings historic period setting. 

The project ARDS all involve changes to the intersection of MD 355 and Randolph Road. 
The Montrose School is located on the north side of Randolph Road approximately 0.1 mile east 
of MD 355 (Attachment II). All of the ARDS will change the views from the school to the east, 
south, and west However, these changes will not impact the resource's significant 
characteristics, since its setting is already so severely compromised that it does not contribute to 
the resource. 

Of the four ARDS. only one - Alternative 3B1 - will bring the traffic of Montrose Road 
closer to the building. This alternative will require approximately 2600 square feet of right-of- 
way off the front of the 75,000 square foot lot (approximately 3.5% of the total land area). This 
alternative will not result in the need to move the building as provisioned for in the SHA- 
Peeriess Rockville agreement In fact, because the property is essentially a National Register 
"object" it will not impact the resource's significant characteristics, since this land area does not 
contribute to the resource. 

 Because none of the ARDS will impact the resource's significant characteristics, and 
because the Montrose School is the only historic architectural resource in the APE, we find that 
none of the ARDS will impact historic architectural resources (Attachment III). 

Ac 
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Archeology: SHA archeologist Mary Barse assessed the archeological potential of the project 
area in our letter of November 3.1999. In that letter, we concluded that "the project ana is 
considered to have archeological potential and Phase I Identification investigations are 
red&mmended after alternates are developed" (page 3). Since that time we have been able to 
moreprecisely define the APE for archeology based on project plans for ARDS, and have 
revised our original assessment of archeolojgical sensitivity. The APE is defined by the limitsof 
direct construction impact anticipated under all current build alternatives (Attachment IV). 

Mary Barse consulted available historic maps, the SHA-OIS inventories, previous 
archeological survey infonnation, and conducted a field visit on December 20,2000. 

There are no previously recorded archeological sites in or near the APE which has been 
included in several prior archeological surveys (Gardner 1976; Cuny 1983; Epperson 1980- 
Wesler et al. 1981) with negative results. In addition, the area where the current altemativM join 
the proposed Montrose Parkway was included in an archeological assessment by Comer (20001 
also with negative results. The December 20,2000 fidd wit condmed by Mary Baise verified 
that commercial and industrial development, as weU as prior transportation unprovemam h*ve 
extensively disturbed the APE = •«•nB»B 

The National Register listed Montrose School House property (NR-722) and any 
associated archeological deposits will be avoided by the undertaking. However, we will ensure 
that protective fencing is installed during construction to avoid inadvertent disturbance to 
archeologically sensitive areas proximal to the extant structure. Given the degree of previous 
negafive survey coverage and modem disturbance, the APE has low potential for significant 
archeological resources and no further work is recommended. 

Review Request 

Please examine the attached coirespondence and maps. We request your concunence by 
April 16, that there would be no historic properties affected by the proposed MD 355 at 
Montrose/Randoiph Roads project. By carbon copy, we invite the Montgomery County Historic 
Preservation Commission, Montgomery Preservation, Inc., and Peerless Rockville Historic 
Preservation, Ltd., to provide comments and participate in the Section 106 process. Pursuant to 
the requirement of 36 CFR Part 800, SHA seeks their assistance in identifying historic 
preservation issues as they relate to this specific project (See 36 CFR 8002 (c) (4) and (6), 
800.3 (f) for infonnation regarding the identification and participation of consulting parties, and 
800.4, and 800.5 regarding the historic properties identification and effects assessment process. 
For additional infonnation regarding Section 106 regulations see the Advisory Council on 
Historic Preservation's website, www.idip.tov. or contact the Maiyland State Highway 
Administration or the Maryland Historical Trust) If no response is received by April 16, we will 
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assume that these offices decline to participate. Please call Ms. Katiy Harris at her Vmrini. 

be reached at 410-545-2883 with concerns regarding archeology.     ^^'     ^ ""* 

Very truly yours, 

Cynthia D. Simpson 
Deputy Director 
Office of Planning and 
Preliminary Engineering 

by: &_   ^ 
Brace M. Grey 
Deputy Division 
Project Planning 

CONCURRENCE: 

State Historic Preservation Office 

BMG:MFB:LC 

Date 

Attachments:  I)    November 3, 1999 SHA Coordination Letter to MHT 
II) Maps with Alternatives Illustrated and Comparison Table 
III) Effect Table 
IV) SHA-GIS Cultural Resources Map 

cc:      Ms. Mary Barse 

Ms. Donna Buscemi, (w/Attachments) 
Ms. Lix Buxton (w/Attachments) 
Ms. Judy Christensen, Montgomety Preservation, Inc., (w/Attachments) 
Dr. Charles Hall (w/Attachments) 
Ms. Katiy Harris 

£ cSfD^ptr ^^ R0CkVi,,e HiS,0riC PreSerVa,i0n- L^A«achme„tt) 
Mr. Donald H. Sparklin 

Ms. Owen Marcus Wright Montgomery County Historic Preservation Commisiion 
(w/Anachmcnts) 

^ 

^ 



Maxyland 
Department of 
Housing and 
Community 
Development 

Cituiati nwgitnlt 

MOOumuiunllj Plao 

OowmvUI^ Mnylmd 21032 

1-I00-75»J)119 

MvyfanJ Jtetaf fcr dw 0»e 

i-»oo-n»-a3« 

KsyBtwiv A-Manned 

MMflWWI 

April 13.2001 

Mr. Bruce M. Orey 
Assisrazn Division Chief 
Project Plannuig Division 
Maiylmd Department of Trjnsporatkn 
State Highway Administzatiaii 
P.O. Box717 
Baltimore, MD 21203-0717 

RE:      Project No. MOSSOAll 
MD 3 35 (RoclcviDe Pike) at Montrose/Randolph Roadi, Rockvflle 
Montgomery Coonty, Maijrlaad (Section 10$ Rjeview - FHWA) 

Dear Mr. Grey: 

Thank you for your 13 March 2001 letter which the Maryland Historical Tnut tecetved 
on 16 March 2001 regarding the four ahemales retained for detailed study (ARDS)for 
the above-referenced project Trust staff have reviewed these proposals and below are 
our conuuenzi. 

Archeology:     Once the alternates have been developed, please keep the Trust 
apprised regariing the Phase laicheological investigations. 

Architecture:   The Trust concurred with SHA in 1999 that the Montrose School is the 
only historic property within the APE for the project As SHA's letter notes, the 
property has been listed in the National Register of Historic Places since 24 January 
1983.- At the time of the listing, SHA objected to the inclusion of the one-acre pared as die 
property's National Register boundary because it planned to widen Montnse Road 
However, the objection was addressed through the agzeement between SHA an] Peerless 
RockviUe to move the building should SHA require the land. While t»e understand that 
SHA acquired the land with the mrenrion of widening the road, that does rut change the 
feet that the school h« been oo the site for almost 100 yean. At the time of tbe listina the 
National Register boundary was set at the one-acre pared surrounding the school because 
that was all that ranained of die original letting. 

Despite the ownership of the hnd, it is our opinion that the acre of land is die school's 
setting. SHA's arjurnentthatlhe building is aaotgectwhliout a setting is unaccepoblc. 

Y-W 

Mr. Bruce M. Grey 
April 13,2001 
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National Rtgiuer Bulletin So. IS. Hmr to Apply the National Register Crtrerla for 
Soahimton, states that an object 

Is used to distmguish from buildings and structures thoso eonsmieriou* 
tbat are primarily artistic in natnn: or are reiativety small in scale and 
simply constructed. Although it may b^ by nature or design, 
movable, an object is assodated viUta tpec^flc setting or 
environment' 

In our opinion, the Montrose Schoolhouse, while relatively simple in 
construction, is more than an object It is indeed a building as defined by the 
National Register of Historic Places. Funheimor^ the Schoolhouse is associated 
with the pared that sunoonds fl, and has been since its construction hi 1909. 

Finally, SHA's reliance on the agreement with Peerless Rockvillo to move the building 
should die agency require the land fee the road widening does net address the present 
project SHA does not need the entire pared for any oflheARDS under consideiatioa. 
Rather, if AKemate 3B1 is chosen, it win take 2600 square Act of property flam the flat 
of the school 

Effed Determination:   SHA requested that the Trust concur with its determmancn of 
^10 historic properties afiected" by the proposed project The Trust is unable to do to fix 
all the ARDS now being studied. We an able to concur that die fonowing ahnnates win 
have no impact on historic properties: ... 

Ahemate I (No Build) 
Alternate 2B1 (Single-Point Urban Diamond Inteiihaugc) 
Randolph Road under MD 355 

However, with regard to Alternate 3B1 (At-Grade Signalized Intersection), it is the Ttust'i 
opinion that the alteration to the historic property's National Register boundary may have 
no adverse impacts to the Montrose Schoolhouse. We make this determination because ' 
Montrose/Randolph Road has bear widened in the past, and this ahoation does not impact 
die building iuclt Once SHA and FHWA have decided which alternate to btnld, please 
provide us with that decision and wo will be able to provide final comments about the 
project's effects on Usioric properties. If Alternate 3B1 it chosen. SHA will need to 
provide better plans for the project for die Trust's review. 

'National Register Bulletin No. LS.p<gej(U.S.I>q>artnicMoftt>olnierlor, National Park 
Service, hnoagencyReaoorcesDivUioo, 1991) 

£ 
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Thaak yoa fig providing m thi< oppoihiiiity to conmiuiL ShculdyGahAvemy 
qaadaai regarding the xoview of Ike preijeet, ple»» coctect M». Anne Bnufcr (fi* 
stmctnies) at 410-514-7636 orme (fit* archeology) it 410-514-7631. 

Sincerely, 

EUobethJ.Cole 
Adnnaatmor 
Project Review nd Compfianee 

EJC/AEB 
200100873 
OK        Mr. Donald Spark)in,SHA 

Dr. Charles HaHSHA 
Kb. EUzabetfa Buxttd, SHA 
Ms. Judy Cfaristensea, RodtviUe I&torie Ditakt Crmmltilnii 
Ms. EUcco McOockiin, Peedos Rodcvflle 

Maryland Department of Transportation 
State Highway Administration 

Parris N. Glendening 
Go«mof 

JohnO. Porcari 
Sacrataty 

Pariter F. WiWams August 24,2001 

RK     Project No. MO830A11 
MD 3SS (Rockville Pike) @ Montrose/Randolph 
Roads 
Montgomery County, MD 
USGS Kensington IS* Quadrangle 

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

Dear Mr. Little: 

Introduction and Project Description 
This letter serves to inform the Maryland Historical Trust (MHT) of our finding that there 

will be no adverse effect on the National Register listed Montrose School (NR-722), the only 
historic property within the Area of Potential Effects (APE) for the above referenced project. 
The project involves the reconfiguration of the intersection of MD 355 (Rockville Pike) and 
Montrose/Randolph Road. The Maryland State Highway Administration (SHA) consulted with 
the MHT regarding the definition of the APE and the identification of historic properties within 
the APE in letters dated November 3,1999, and March 13,2001 (Attachment I). The MHT      I 
concurred on December 6,1999, with SHA's definition of the APE and the finding that only one' 
historic architectural resource, the Montrose School (M: 30-2), located on a one acre parcel, is 
located in the APE (this latter point was clarified in your letter of April 13,2001). 

Following your letter of April 13,2001 (Attachment I), we have defined the Alternates 
Retained for Detailed Study (ARDS) and have developed options under each alternative to 
minimize and avoid impacts to the Montrose School historic property. In addition to a No-Build 
Alternative, three Alternatives have been retained for detailed study. One of SHA's project goals 
is to develop alternatives that do not preclude future construction of Montgomery County Master 
Plan transportation improvements within the study area including the Montrose Parkway. SHA 
has developed the Alternatives so that each could be connected to the planned parkway. The 
project alternatives are discussed below and plans are included for your review as Attachment 
n. 

My Maphono nmntMf Is _ 

Mwytand Relay Service lor Impaired Hearing or Spsacti 
1-•00-736-2258 SlatawkJa To* Free 

Mailing Addraes: P.O. Box 717 • Balttmora, MD 21203-0717 
Street Address: 707 North Cahrart Street • BaMmora, Maryland 21202 v^a 
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AHernate 1 (No-Build) 
Current Design: 

The No-Build AltemaUve would involve continued use of the existing Montrose 
Road-Randolph Road and MD 355 highway alignment The Montrose School 
access would continue to use the existing access point on Randolph Road. 

Alternate 2 (Single Point Urban Interchange) 
Current Design: 

A single point urban diamond interchange would be constructed at the MD 
355/Montrose Road-Randolph Road intersection, centered approximately 250 feet 
south of the existing intersection. The MD 355 roadway would remain near its 
existing elevation, and Montrose Road-Randolph Road would be lowered. 
Mainline grades of approximately three percent (3%) are necessaiy for adequate 
clearance. One-way right-side slip ramps would be provided in each interchange 
quadrant and all left turns would be confined to a single at-grade signalized 
intersection beneath the MD 355 overpass. Two left-turn lanes would be provided 
for each of the four left-turning movements at the intersection and single lane spun 
to the main ramp roadway will be provided for right-turning traffic merging and 
diverging from Montrose Road-Randolph Road. The Montrose School access 
would be relocated to come from the Montrose Crossing Shopping Center parking 
lot, located due west of the School 

Avoidance Option: 
The Alternate 2 Avoidance Option would use the same configuration and alignment 
as the Current Design, but would shift the hiker-biker trail away from Relocated 
Randolph Road in order to gain grade while maintaining a minimum 16 foot 
separation between the roadway and the hiker-biker trail, and utilize two retaining 
walls with average heights of 92 and 8.0 feet along the north side of Relocated 
Randolph Road in close proximity to the Montrose School 

(Note: A Minimization Option was investigated for Alternate 2, but it was determined to be 
ineffective since the minor impacts to the Montrose School from Relocated Randolph Road 
could be eliminated for approximately the same cost as the Avoidance Option.) 

Alternate 3 (At-Grade Signalized Intersection) 
Current Design: 

A signalized at-grade crossing would be constructed at the MD 355/MontK>se Road- 
Randolph Road intersection, centered approximately 250 feet south of the existing 
intersection. Widening would be required to accommodate the proposed intersection 
lane configuration. Northbound MD 355 would have three left-turn lanes, four 
through lanes, and one right-tum lane. Southbound MD 355 would have five 
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through lanes and no turn lanes; all turns would be made from Old Georgetown 
Road. Eastbound Montrose Road would have three left-turn lanes, four through 
lanes, and two right-tum lanes. Westbound Randolph Road would have three left- 
tum lanes, three through lanes, and one right-tum lane. The Montrose School 
access would be relocated to come from the Montrose Crossing Shopping Center 
parking lot, located due west of the school. 

Minimization Option: 
The Alternate 3 Minimization Option would use the same configuration and 
alignment as the Alternate 3 Current Design, but the buffer between the hiker biker 
trail and the edge of road would be reduced from 16 feet to 6 feet and a 4 foot high 
retaining wall would be placed one foot behind the hiker-biker trail along the north 
side of Relocated Randolph Road in front of the Montrose School. 

Avoidance Option: 
The Alternate 3 Avoidance Option would use the same configuration as the Current 
Design, but the alignment of Relocated Randolph Road would be shifted to the 
south about 24 feet and a 4 foot high retaining wall would be placed one foot behind 
the hiker-biker trail along the north side of Relocated Randolph Road in front of the 
Montrose School. 

Alternate 9 (Randolph Road Under MD 355) 
Current Design: 

A grade separation would be constructed that lowers Montrose Road-Randolph 
Road under MD 355, centered approximately 250 feet south of the existing 
intersection. Mainline grades of approximately two to three percent (2-3%) would 
be required on Montrose Road-Randolph Road to provide adequate clearance at the 
overpass. One-way slip ramps would be constructed in die quadrants east of MD 
355, providing a direct connection to and from northbound MD 355, and the 
existing Old Georgetown Road alignment would provide access to and from 
southbound MD 355. A loop ramp would be constructed in the northwest quadrant 
of the intersection to provide access to southbound MD 355. The Montrose School 
access would be relocated to come from the Montrose Crossing Shopping Center 
parking lot, located due west of the school - 

3^ 



Mr. J.Rodney Little 

P^^Z^0**'1''Pike) ® Montro*ra*«Ml*sRoad 

Aroidance Option: 

Fanding 

Federal funds are anticipated for this project 

Area of Potential Eflects 

Identification Methods and Results 
Potentially significant architectural and aicheolosical nsnnrm »»~ k-u L J 

P-t of Ae historic investigation tastigated by tfSXSr^^ ^ ^"^ " 

ij/rtoec/ure: SHA Architectural Historian Liz Buxton consulted previous nroiect 
documentation and visited the project area in June 2001. ^ 

School SrS? I510^ ar:1iteCtUral reS0Urce h located in *« I"*" APE: the Montrose 
School (N-722) wluch includes one acre of land surrounding the stnrcture wMdn teEEfc 
bounda^The Montose School was listed on the National Lg^SoZTpESKo 

^property ^ purehased by SHA and d* house alo,* was ^nveyed toT^l^cSf- 
^irr^0;685""6^««w^"»MHTi« "W• Large-sc^shoppSlST^ 
P^lo^de^^c^multi-laneroadwayscmrentiyclu^^^setSAe 
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The project ARDS all involve changes to the intersection of MD 555 aid Randolph Road. 
The Montrose School is located on the north side of Randolph Road appnsximaeely 0.1 mile east 
of MD 355 (Attachment 11). All of the ARDS will change the views from the scfaoot to the east, 
south and north. Condition photographs are included as Attaehneat IV. An assessment of 
impacts under each alternative is presented below: 

Alternative 2 (Single-Point Urban Interchange) 

.  Under the current design of Alternate 2,0.10 acre within the historic boundary of the 
Montrose School would be permanently impacted and 0.03 acre would be temporarily impacted 
for construction of a relocated driveway access. The Avoidance Option involves shifting the 
hiker-biker trail away from the relocated Randolph Road near the school in order to gain grade 
while maintaining a minimum 16-foot separation between the roadway and hiker-Biker trail and 
utilizing two retaining walls. Retaining wall 1 would have an average height of 9.2 feet and 
would measure 300 feet in length. Retaining wall 2 would have an average height of 8 feet and 
would measure 375 feet. This option would not permanently impact the historic boundary of 
Montrose School; however, 0.03 acre would be temporarily impacted for construction of a 
relocated driveway access. Additionally, the retaining wall would not be highly visible from the 
historic property since the proposed roadway would be below grade. 

Alternative 3 (At-Grade Signalized Intersection) 

Approximately 0.07 acre within the historic boundary of the Montrose School would be 
permanently impacted under the current design of Alternative 3 and 0.03 acre would be 
temporarily impacted for construction of a relocated driveway access. The Minimization Option 
involves reducing the impact to the Montrose School historic boundary to 0.01 acre by 
constructing a retaining wall 145 feet long and 2.5 feet high and reducing the buffer between the 
hiker-biker trail and edge of Road from 16 feet to 6 feet and placing a Retaining wall at the new 
hinge point The retaining wall would not be highly visible from the school since the proposed 
roadway would be below grade. The Avoidance Option would require no permanent impacts to 
the historic boundary of the Montrose School; however, it would increase impacts within the   - 
existing park and ride lot, reduce vehicle storage between Montrose/Randolph Road and Mid 
Pike Plaza intersections along MD 355, and provide a less desirable connection to the Montrose 
Partway. 

Alternate 9 (Randolph Road under MD 355) 

Under the current design of Alternate 9, approximately 0.08 acre within the historic 
boundary of the Montrose School would be permanently impacted and 0.03 acre would be 
temporarily impacted for construction of a relocated driveway access. The Minimization Option 
would incur only a 0.01 acre impact by placing a retaining wall 230 feet long and 15 J feet high 

SL, 
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at the current design hinge. The Avoidance Option under Alternate 9 uses the same retaining 
wall concept but would eliminate impacts by reducing the buffer between the planned hiker biker 
trail and edge of roadway. However, 0.03 acre of the Montrose School property would be 
temporarily impacted for construction of the relocated driveway access. 

Archeology: SHA archeologist Maiy Barse assessed the archeological potential of the project 
area in our letter of November 3,1999. In that letter, we concluded that "the project area is 
considered to have archeological potential and Phase I Identification investigations are 
recommended after alternates are developed" (page 3). Since that time we have been able to 
more precisely define the APE for archeology based on project plans for ARDS, and have 
revised our original assessment of archeological sensitivity. Tlie APE is defined by the worst 
case limits of direct construction impact anticipated under all current build alteniatives 
(Attachment III). 

Maiy Barse consulted available historic maps, the SHA-GIS inventories, previous 
archeological survey information, and conducted several field visits in May and June 2001. Tlieie 
are no previously recorded archeological sites in or near the APE, which has been included in 
several prior archeological surveys (Gardner 1976; Cuny 1983; Epperson 1980; Wesler et aL 1981) 
with negative results. In addition, the area where the cunent alternatives join the proposed 
Montrose Parkway was included in an archeological assessment by Comer (2000), also with 
negative results. The June 2001 field visit conducted by Maiy Ban* verified that commercial and 
industrial development, as well as prior transportation improvements have extensively disturbed the 
APE. 

The one-acre parcel which constitutes the setting for the National Register listed 
Montrose School property (NR-722) has also been subject to prior disturbance. The northern 
(rear) and westward sidfcs of the building contain asphalt parking lots and all four sides directly 
abutting the structure have been landscaped. A fenced play yard with recreational equipment has 
been constructed on the eastern portion of the lot The wooded tract intervening between the 
Mid Pike Plaza and the western limits of the Montrose School property, where driveway access 
is planned, has also been disturbed by as indicated by the tnmcated condition of the ground 
surface and remnants of asphalt paving. 

Schoolhouses of the early 20* century often served as the center of community activities 
in hamlets and small towns. In addition to regular schooling, the buildings may have also been 
used for Sunday school classes and church meetings, elections, town meetings, and places fin- 
dances and box suppers. Typical schools of the late 19* and early 20* centuries had no indoor 
plumbing and few had water wells on the property. Privies would have been sited at the rear of 
the building, as would bams or shelters to house horses. Typical furniture would have consisted 
of» heating stove (wood or coal), and later, coal ftieled ftiroaces, a blackboard, and student and 

Mr. J. Rodney Little 

MD 355 (Rockville Pike) @ Montrose/Randolphs Road 
Page Seven 

T^JZ^; MT 0fthe daily aC,ivities t00k Place within fte «>"iW»B, although students did play and take lunch outdoors when weather permitted. 

h.      .l,C?^'Seq!!^eu,ly• *' ma,e^ia, remainS expected in «•* con,ext "f ^ early 20* century school - 
SaS t^e ^cT0^ ,0I

leT ret08niZable ^^ * ** -"eoical -o^S 
o^Ifn T        "f reIated 0U,buiIdings. «*l»ding bams and privies, and rarely wells, 
remaS iT/f T *? T ^ ^ ^ faCadeS of ^ buiIdinS- ^ material culture remains related to play and social activities outside the structure are expected to be ephemeral 
best, c0nsls„ng primarily of personal Items, chifctef, toys and schoo.^uipment TE%2 

sensmvearea of the property for significant archeological resources woufd L in die re^r^s of 
Ae property which is now paved and will be avoided by all of the alternatives retained for 
detailed study Therefore, areas of the APE associated with the Montrose School property have « 
low potential for significant archeological resources. pwqrnavca 

Determination of Effect 
Architecture: SHA architecture historian, Liz Buxton, visited the site in June 2001 for the 
piu-pose of assessing the current conditions and the potential of the Montrose School to be 
affected by this proposed project As previously discussed, the Montrose School is the only 
h,stonc aructure within the APE and is located on a one-acre parcel which is the National 
Register boundary. The intersection of Randolph Road and MD 355 is characterized by heavy 
modem commercial development Montrose Road is a four-lane highway with sidewalks on die 
WCSl SlOC* 

.,     j
Weh.a,:edetennined ^t the relocation of the road and the introduction of a hiker-biker 

frail and retaining walls (in the Avoidance Options) would not adversely affect the Montrose 
School site as they would not be highly visible from the school (See line of sight drawine 
Attachment V) TTie right of way required in Alternates 2,3 and 9 (cunent design) are so'minor 
tha they will unlikely have an adverse effect on the Montrose school site. The school is already 
isolated on its one-acre site and we have determined that the proposed changes will not further    • 
^ter the setting or characteristics that qualify the Montrose School for the National Register of 
Historic Places. Therefore, after carefully evaluating the ARDS. we have detennined that there 
will not be an adverse effect on the Montrose School property. 

Jnteology. Given the degree of previous negative survey coverage and modem disturbance, the 
APE has low potential for significant archeological resources and no- further work is  - 
recommended for the reconfiguration of the MD 355 (Rockville Pike) intersection with 
Montrose/Randolph Road. TTms. the project will have no impact on any significant 
archeological resources. 

A, 
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Reriew Request 
Please examine the attached maps, plans, and effects table (Attachment VI). We request 

your concurrence by September 26 that the project requires no further aicheological 
investigations and that there would be no adverse effect on die Montrose School by the 
reconfiguration of the intersection of MD 3SS (Rockville Pike) and Montrose/Randolph Road 
and subsequent relocation of the driveway access. 

The construction of a relocated driveway access to the School would temporarily impact 
approximately 0.03 acre of the historic site. Given that these improvements would occur by 
temporary occupancy only, the requirements of Section 4(f) would not apply in this instance 
based on your agreement with the following criteria as the officials with jurisdiction. The new 
driveway access will be landscaped to create a pleasing entrance to the School. Therefore, we 
also request your concurrence that the temporary construction impact associated with the 
proposed Montrose School driveway access relocation meets the following conditions: 

• the duration of the impact will be temporary, i.e., less than the time needed for 
construction of the project; 

• there will be no change in ownership of the land; 
• the scope of the work will be minor, i.e., both the nature and the magnitude of the . 

changes to the section 4(f) resource are minimal; 
• there are no anticipated permanent adverse physical impacts; and 
• the land being used will be fully restored, i.e., the resource will be returned to a 

condition which is at least as good as that which existed prior to the project 

By carbon copy, we invite the Montgomery County Historic Preservation Commission, 
Peerless Rockville Historic Preservation, Ltd, and Montgomery Preservation, Inc., to provide 
comments and participate in the Section 106 process. Pursuant to the requirement of the 
implementing regulations found at 36 CFR Part 800, SHA seeks theii* assistance in identifying   - 
historic preservation issues as they relate to this specific project (see 36 CFR 800.2 (c) (4) and 
(6), and 8003 (0 for information regarding the identification and participation of consulting 
parties, and 800.4, and 800.5 regarding the identification of historic properties and assessment of 
effects). For additional information regarding the Section 106 regulations, see the Advisory 
Council on Historic Preservation's website, wwwjcho.Bov. or contact the Maryland State Highway 
Administration or the Maryland Historical Trust.) If no response is .received by September 26,   . 
we will assume that these offices decline to participate. Please call Ms. Liz Buxton at 
(410) 545-8698 with questions regarding standing structures for this project. Ms. Mary Bane 
may be reached at (410) 545-2883 with concerns regarding archeology. 
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Very truly yours, 

Cynthia D.Simpson 
Deputy Director 
Office of Planning and 
Preliminary Engineering 

by; 

CONCURRENCE: 

*»/' Bruce M. Grey' 
Deputy Division Chief 
Project Planning Division 

Stat/Historic Pi 

BMG: MFB:LB:lc 

/0//*/c f<>L<W/ 
Date 

Attachments:  I)    Prior Coordination Letters 
11)   Project Plans/Chart 

22 SHA/e^S"'• Quad with Inventoried Resources and APE Indicated 
IV) Condition Photographs ^^ 
V) Line of Sight Drawings 
VI) Effect Table 

cc: Ms. Heather Amick (w/Attachments) 
Ms. Mary Barse 

Ms. Liz Buxton (w/Attachments) 
Dr. Charles Hall (w/Attachments) 
Ms. Carmen Harris 
Ms. Maria Hoey (w/Attachments) 
Mr. Joseph Kresslein 
Ms. Eileen S. McGuckian (w/Attachments) 
Mr. Donald H. Sparklin 
Ms. Owen Marcus Wright (w/Attachments) 



Maryland Department of Transportation 
State Highway Administration 

Parrit N. Glendenm; 
Govtra 

John D. Porcari 
Secretvy 

Parker F. Williams 
AdfflintstrstOf October 21,2002 

Re:      Project No. MO830An 
MD 355 (Rockville Pike) 
@ Montrose/Randolph Road's 
Montgomery County, MD 
USGS Kensington 7.5" Quadrangle 

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

Dear Mr. Little: 

Introduction and Project Description 
This letter serves to inform the Maryland Historical Trust (MHT) of our Selected 

Alternate for the MD 355/Mbntrose Road-Randolph Road project We also seek your agreement 
in our determination that the undertaking will have no adverse effects on the National Register 
listed Montrose School (NR 722), the only historic property within the APE The project 
involves the reconfiguration of the intersection of MD 355 (Rockville Pike) and 
Montrose/Randolph Roads. 

The Maryland State Highway Administration (SHA) consulted with the MHT regarding 
the definition of the APE, identification and evaluation of historic properties, and impacts to the 
Montrose School (NR 722), in letters dated November 3,1999, March 13,2001, and August 24, 
2001. MHT previously rendered a No Properties Affected determination for Alternate 1 (No 
Build), Alternate 2B1 (Single Point Urban Diamond Interchange), and Alternate 9 (Randolph 
Road under MD 355), on April 13,2001. Your office concurred on October 15,2001 that there 
would be no adverse effects to the Montrose School under Alternate 3B1, and that no further 
archeological investigations were warranted for the project under any of the proposed alternates. 

Since that time SHA has selected Alternative 9 with Option Bl Modified, and has 
developed Option 4-B 1 Shifted to the South, to further minimize right of way impacts to 
businesses in the northwest quadrant of the Parklawn Drive/Relocated Randolph Road 
intersectioa Tlie Selected Alternate with options is discussed below, and plans are included for 
your review as Attachment L 

My talaphon* number is — 

Maryland Relay Service for Impaired Hearing or SpMd) 
1-800-735-2258 Statewide Toll Free 

Mailing Address: P.O. Box 717 • BaMmere, MD 21203-0717 
Street Address: 707 North Cahnrt ttnat • Baltimore, Maryland 21202 v-sj 
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Funding 
Federal funds are anticipated for this project 

Description of the Selected Alternate 

The SHA Selected Alternate, Alternate 9 with Option 4 - Bl Shifted South and Option 
Bl Modified, proposes to grade-separate Montrose/Randolph Roads as they pass under MD 355. 
Access from northbound MD 355 to westbound Montrose Road and eastbound Randolph Road 
will be via ramps located east of MD 355. The former Old Georgetown Road alignment will 
provide access from southbound MD 355 to westbound Montrose Road and eastbound Randolpt 
Road. In addition, a slip ramp will provide access to southbound MD 355 from Montrose Road. 
The alternate proposes to relocate Randolph Road within the Montgomery County Eastern 
Montrose Parkway reserved right-of-way, from Chapman Avenue/Maple Avenue to a point east 
of the CSX railroad tracks, and then tie-in at the intersection of Randolph Road/Parklawn Drive. 

Option 4 - Bl Shifted South is similar to original Alternate 9 with Option Bl and Option 
Bl Modified. Relocated Randolph Road is slightly realigned with a shift to the south and west 
from the previous Option Bl alignment The shift is designed in order to avoid several property 
impacts. The realignment creates an S curve starting at the east end of the bridge over the CSX 
tracks. The design speed has been reduced to 40 mph from 45 mph in order to create smaller 
turning radii that allow for the shift in alignment Parklawn Drive is also realigned to the east in 
order to save more properties along the west side of Parklawn Drive. Additionally, several . 
properties that had access to the cul-de-sac on the east end of existing Randolph Road 
.subsequently have an improved access directly onto relocated Randolph Road. 

Tlie Selected Alternate will involve changes to the intersection of MD 355 and Randolph 
Road. Tlie Montrose School is located on the north side of Randolph Road approximately 0.1 
mile east of MD 355. The Selected Alternate will change the views from the school to the east, 
south, and west 

Area of Potential Effects 
The physical limits of the area of potential effects for Alternate 9 with Option 4 B-l 

Shifted South and Option Bl has not changed since our respective offices previously consulted in 
correspondence dated August 24,2001 (see Attachment IV). Consequently, no further 
archeological investigations are recommended, and the only significant architectural resource 
widiin the APE is the Montrose School (NR 722). 
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Ajussment of Imptcts to Montrose School (NR 722) 
The proposed impacts to the Montrose School property include 0.03 acre for temporaiy 

construction impacts. The temporaiy impacts are caused by fine grading in the southeast comer of 
the property and the addition of a new driveway in the northwest comer of the property. The 
historic Montrose School structure and the most of the existing landscaping will not be impacted by 
the proposed activities. SHA has been working closely with Peerless Rockville and a focus group 
made up of community members to develop enhancements as mitigation for these impacts. 
Property enhancements will be further defined as the final design is developed and as detailed 
below. The construction activities related to the school property include the relocation of the 
entrance driveway, relocation of the sidewalk, addition of retaining walls, and landscaping. 
Reforestation will also occur in the vicinity of the school property to mitigate for loss of woodlands 
and help recreate a forested setting for the Montrose School Line of sight drawings and typical 
cross-sections at the proposed retaining wall are included for your review as Attachment 2. 

Relocation of Entrance Drive 
The entrance drive to the Montrose School must be relocated due to significant changes 

in proposed grades at the existing drive location. The proposed drive will enter to the rear of the 
school from a driveway that provides access onto Chapman Avenue. The relocation of the drive 
will require that 0.29 acre of forest to be removed adjacent to the school property. Shade trees, 
flowering trees, and/or other plantings will be proposed along the new entrance. 

A portion of the existing drive will be removed and replaced with turf, since that portion 
of the drive will no longer provide access to Randolph Road. The removal of this portion of die 
driveway will provide approximately 0.03 acre of additional lawn area for the Montrose School 
property. 

Relocation of Sidewalk and Bike Path 
The sidewalk along Randolph Road will be relocated to accommodate the proposed 

grades of the new roadway. The previous design in Alternate 9 with Option B-l Modified 
proposed the sidewalk location to be at the bottom of a large retaining wall, which would have 
resulted-in no pedestrian access to the school from the sidewalk along Randolph Road. As the 
result of issues raised by Peerless Rockville and the focus group, the sidewalk location was 
reconsidered. The final location, as seen on the current plans, connect? the public sidewalk to the 
Montrose School sidewalk at the top of the retaining wall rather than the bottom. The sidewalk 
alignment is slightly meandering in order to tie into the existing Montrose School pedestrian 
access, avoid tree impacts and meet Americans with Disability Act (ADA) standards. A 
significant change in grade along the sidewalk alignment will require that maximum ADA grades 
of 12:1 be used. Handrails and landings will be installed as necessary to make the sidewalk 

' ADA compliant ADA standards in lieu of American Association of State Highway and 
Traupoitotioo Officials (AASHTO) sidewalk standards are necessary became the path doe* not 
follow to toad aligimiert in ttds area, which wcmldnrt have required hawfaails or landings. The 
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sidewalk will also serve as a bike path along relocated Randolph Road and in compliance with 
die planned Montrose Parkway typical section that will tie into this area. 

Retaining Wall 
A retaining wall is proposed between the Montrose School and Randolph Road in order 

to minimize grading impacts on the Montrose School property and preserve existing landscaping. 
The wall splits on its western end to become two tiers. A terrace is created between the two tiers, 
which will help maintain the school's visibility from the road and provide additional landscape 
opportunities. See attached line of sight graphics for a depiction of the school's visibility. 
Handrails and a safety fence are required in order to comply with ADA regulations, (see 
Attachment 2, proposed Montrose School mitigation graphic for a plan view, elevation view and 
typical sections of the retaining wall). 

The retaining wall facade will be developed during the project's final design stage. SHA 
will coordinate with Peerless Rockville and the focus group to select an architectural finish that 
is context-sensitive. The selected finish may also be used on other project elements such as the 
bridge and any other highway structures related to the project in order to establish a thematic 
aesthetic appeal. 

Other comments received through coordination with Peerless Rockville and the focus 
group has resulted in the inclusion of a decorative fence at die top of the wall. A fence is 
necessary for safety purposes and the final design of the fence will resemble wrought-iron 
pickets, in keeping with the details of the Montrose School. 

Landscaping 
Landscape planting is proposed along the major routes in the project area, along the 

relocated entrance driveway to the Montrose School, along the proposed sidewalk/bikeway, and 
along the proposed retaining walls. Plantings include street trees, shade trees, flowering trees, : 
evergreen trees, hedges, individual shrubs, and groundcovers. Additionally, reforestation and 
afforestation will be'installed in applicable areas along existing forest edges or in large open 
tracts. The new forest community will help recreate a woodland setting for the school property. 
Also, the existing shade trees along the front property line of the school will be preserved in 
order to maintain the visual integrity of the Montrose School. All proposed landscaping will be 
designed with continued coordination with Peerless Rockville and the focus group as well as in 
accordance with available maintenance standards. 
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Assessment of Eflects 

Standing Structures: 
MHT has previously concuned that the Montrose School was the only historic property 

within the APE and that the National Register boundary includes the one-acre parcel that 
surrounds the school. 

No additional right-of-way is needed, but temporary construction easements are needed for fine 
grading in the sutheast comer of the property and the addition of a new driveway in the northwest 
comer of the property. The old access road will be removed and replaced with turf. Grading and 
landscaping are also proposed on the school's one acre parcel. SHA believes that these 
alternations will not have an adverse impact on the school's setting. Therefore, based on these 
determinations, SHA believes that Alternative 9 with Option Bl Modified and Option 4-B 1 will 
not have an adverse effect on the National Register listed Montrose School. 

Archeology: 
The one-acre parcel which constitutes the setting for the National Register listed 

Montrose School property (NR 722) has been subject to prior disturbance. The northern (rear) 
and westward sides of the building contain asphalt parking lots and all four sides directly 
abutting the structure have been extensively landscaped. A fenced play yard with recreational 
equipment has been constructed on the eastern portion of the lot The wooded tract intervening 
between the Mid Pike Plaza shopping mall and the western limits of the Montrose School 
property, where driveway access is planned, has also been disturbed as evidenced by the 
truncated condition of the ground surface and remnants of asphalt paving. Prior ground. 
disturbance suggests it is not likely that significant archeological deposits would be impacted by 
the undertaking as planned and no further archeological investigations are recommended. 

Review Request 
Please examine the attached maps, plans, and Effects Table (Attachment 3). We request 

your concurrence by November 25 that the project requires no further archeological 
investigations and that there would be no adverse effect on the Montrose School by the 
reconfiguration of the intersection of MD 355 (Rockville Pike) and Montrose/Randolph Roads. 
By carbon copy, we invite the Montgomery County Historic Preservation Commission, Peerless 
Rockville Historic Preservation, Ltd, and Montgomery Preservation, Inc., to provide comments 
and participate in the Section 106 process. Pursuant to the requirement of the implementing  . 
regulations found at 36 CFR Part 800, SHA seeks their assistance in identifying historic 
preservation issues as they relate to this specific project (see 36 CFR 8002 (c) (4) and (6), and 
800 3 (f) for information regarding the identification and participation of consulting parties, and 
800.4, and 800.5 regarding the identification of historic properties and assessment of effects). 
For additional infonnation regarding the Section 106 regulations, see the Advisory Council on 
Historic Preaervition't website, wwwjdmjmv. or contact the Maryland State Highway 

-  • • .  «*—~.th*Marvland Historical Trust) If no response is received by November 25, 
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we will assume that these offices decline to participate. Please call Ms. Liz Buxton at (410) 545- 
8698 with questions regarding standing structures for tltis project Ms. Mary Barse may be 
reached at (410) 545-2883 with concerns regarding archeology. 

Veiy truly yours, 

Cynthia D. Simpson 
Deputy Director 
Office of Planning and 
Preliminary Engineering 

£•5 
D    D 

Attachments: 1. 
2. 

nice M. < 
Deputy Division Chief 
Project Planning Division 

Project Plans 
Line of Sight Drawings and Typical Cross-Sections 
of Proposed Retaining Wall 
Effects Table 

Ms. Heather Amick, SHA - Pft) (w/Attachments) 
Ms. Mary Barse, SHA-PPD (w/Attachments) 
Ms. Liz Buxton, SHA-PPD (w/Attachments) 
Ms. Carmen Harris, SHA - PPD 
Mr. Wayne Goldstein, Montgomery Preservation, Inc.        (w/Attachments) 
Mr. Joseph Kresslein, SHA - PPD 
Ms. Eileen S. McGuckian, Peerless Rockville (w/Attachments) 
Ms. Cynthia D. Simpson, SHA - PPD 
Mr. Donald H. Sparidin, SHA - PPD 
Ms. Gwen Marcus Wright, M-NCPPC/Montgomeiy County Historic Preservation 
Commission (w/Attachments) 
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ifKcopy 
Concurrenct with Iht MD Slate Highway Adininbtratios,i 

l)rtenninnion(j) of Eligibility mad/or effects 

Project Number:      MOSSOAll MHTLogNo.    ^OO^^/OQ 
Project Nime: M f) 3SS (Rockville Pike) @ Montrose/Rmdolph Ro.di~" ^~ 
County: Moolgomery 
Letter Dale: October 21,2002 

The Maryland) lisiorical Tmsl has reviewed the documenuUon attached to the referenced lellcr and 
concurs with the MD State I fighway Administfation's dctaminations as follows: 

Eligibility (as noted in the EliBibilily Table fN/AJ): 
| |      Concur 
j j      Do Not Concur 

Effect* (as noted in the Lflects Table [Auachmem 3]): 
( 1      No Properties AfTectcd 
| »f     No Adverse Effect 
| ]      Conditioned upon the following actions) (sec comments bdow) 
I J       Adverse Effect 

Agreement with FHWA'i Section 4(0 criteria of temporary me (as detailed in the referenced 
letter, if applicable): 

I 1      Agree 

Comments: 

By: 
Date ji-/°y Ml) SlalL- Histonc Preservation Office/ 

Maryland Historical Trust 
R«un>kvUS Mnl •» FKMMII u: 

Mr. Bnee M. City, Hcpnj uhiAm OiW, Pnjjrt nmhf Dmrioa. 
MPSMiHiikMy/MMnBnn.r.0 »ai;i;.B>NlmR.MD il2W«7l7 

TctettanK 4I0-M54J40 mti taMIc 4IM0MaM V'-'W 

So 



Maryland Department of Transportation 
State Highway Administration 

December 2,1999 

Parris N. Glendening 
Govefnor 

John D. Porcari 
Secretary 

Parker F. Williams 

Re: Project No. MO830A21 
MD 355 from MD 187 to Twinbrook 
Parkway & Montrose/Randolph Road 
from Jefferson Street to Parklawn Drive 
Montgomery County, Maryland 

Dr. Paul Vance 
Superintendent 
Montgomery County Public Schools 
850 Hungerford Drive 
RockvilleMD 20850 

Dear Dr. Vance: 

The State Highway Administration (SHA) has initiated Project Planning activities for 
intersection improvements at MD 355 and Montrose Road/Randolph Road in Montgomery 
County. The purpose of this project is to relieve congestion and improve safety in the area. Our 
study area extends from Twinbrook Parkway to MD 187 (Old Georgetown Road) on MD 355 
and from Jefferson Street to Parklawn Drive along Montrose Road/Randolph Road. We have 
developed a study area (see attached map) in which we will explore any feasible alternatives to 
improve traffic operations and safety along this stretch of roadway. Review of our mapping has 
indicated no public schools within the study area. 

We are requesting your assistance in determining if any existing or proposed public schools 
and associated publicly owned recreational facilities are located within the study area. Please 
provide us with the following information concerning any existing or proposed schools identified 
as a result of your review: 

• Mapping and/or CADD files showing the school boundaries (existing and proposed) and 
outdoor recreation facilities (e.g., ball field, tennis court, track, etc.); 

•   Types of outdoor recreational facilities (existing and proposed) within the school property: 

• Frequency of public use of these facilities; 

My tefephone number Is _ 

Maryland Relay Service lor Impaired Hearing or Speech 
1-800-735-2258 Statewide Toll Free 

Mailing Addma: P.O. Box 717 • Baltimore, MD 21203-0717 
Street Addma: 707 North Calvert Street • Baltimore, Maryland 21202 v-\cb 
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•   Your determination whether these facilities serve a "significant" function in providing for the 
overall recreational needs of the communities in the park area? The Federal Highway 
Administration defines "significant" as: "In comparing the availability and use of recreation 
and park facilities with the needs of a community, the land in question plays an important 
role in meeting these needs." If it is found that these parks are not significant, SHA would 
need a written determination of this from the official with jurisdiction over the park, in order 
to support a determination of the non-applicability of Section 4(f) of the U.S. DOT Act 

Thank you for your attention to this request. Should you have any questions or need 
additional information, please feel free to contact Ms. Heather Amick at 410-545-8528. 

Very truly yours, 

Cynthia Simpson 
Deputy Director 
Office of Planning and 
Preliminary Engineering 

SS==; 4vt^4 A- 
? 

Joseph R. Kres^lein 
Assistant Division Chief 
Project Planning Division 

JRK:HBA:lc 

Enclosure 

cc: Ms. Heather Amick 
Ms. Carmen Harris 
Mr. Joseph Kresslein 
Mr. Paul Maloney 

(w/enclosure) 
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HSO Hungerford Ortw   -    Rockvillf. Maryluncl 20«S<>-r7S|7 
279-3626 

January 12,2000 

Ms. Cynthia Simpson, Deputy Director 
Office of Planning and Preliminary Engineering. 
Maryland State Highway Administration 
P.O. Box 717 
Baltimore, Maryland 21203-0717 

Dear Ms. Simpson: 

This is in response to your December 2, 1999, request for information on existing public schools 
located within a study area (Montrose Center - Project No. MO830A2I) near the intersection of 
Montroae and Randolph roads. 

There is one former school site located in the study area, identified as the Montrose Center, located at 
12301 Academy Way in Rockville. As shown on the enclosed site plan, the site is improved with a 
building, parking facilities, and athletic fields, the latter of which provide recreation and open space to 
a community that is surrounded with multi-family housing. For this reason, I would rate the 
recreational facilities as significant, based on the definition in your letter. 

The athletic facilities are currently being permitted and maintained by the Maryland-National Capital 
Park and Planning Commission. For additional information on the frequency of use and type of 
recreational facilities of the Montrose Center, please contact Ms. Denise Bourne, park permit 
supervisor. Ms. Bourne may be reached at 301-495-2493. 

Thank you for the opportunity to comment Should you need additional information, please contact Mr. 
Richard G. Hawes, director of the Department of Facilities Management, at 301-279-342S. 

Sincerely, 

Lany A. Bowers 
Chief Operating Officer 

LABrmmw 
Enclosures 
Copy to: 

Dr.Weast 
Mr. Hawes 
Mr. Straw 

Ms. Bourne 
Mr. Lavorgna 
Ms. Turpin v-lta 

FORMER MONTROSE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL 
12301 ACADEMY WAY 

ROCKVILLE, MD 20852 

3 
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Maryland Department of Transportation 
State Highway Administration 

January 20, 1999 

Parris N. Glendening 
Governor 

John D. Porcari 
Secretary 

Parker F. Williams 
Admrntstrator 

Project No. MO830A21 
MD 355 from MD 187 to Twinbrook 
Parkway & Montrose/Randolph Road 
from Jefferson Street to Parklawn Drive 
Montgomery County, Maryland 

Mr. Ray Dintaman 
Maryland Department of Natural Resources 
Environmental Review 
Tawes State Office Building, B-3 
580 Taylor Avenue 
Annapolis MD 21401 

Dear Mr. Dintatman: 

• •.- . J
T^e?,ate"i8h.way Administration (SHA), in conjunction with Baltimore County has 

mmated Project Planning studies for the intersection improvements at MD 355 and Montrose 
Road/Randolph Road m southwestern Montgomery County. The purpose of this project is to 
reheve congest.on and improve safety in the area. SHA is investigating constmction of a grade- 

i^T.•1?     8e at ,hiS in,ersection-0ur study « ^tends from Twinbrook Parkway to 
^ !! (

B   Srgf?T ROad) 0n MD 355 and from Jefferson Stleet to Pa*lawn Drive along Montrose Road/Randolph Road. 6 

We request any information concerning the presence of anadromous finfish or other fish 
species that may occur in the study area. 

If you have any questions or need additional information regarding this project, please 
contact Mr. Jason Groth, Environmental Manager for this project Jason can be reached at 410- 
J4J-O30/. 

My tetephorw number is  

Maryland Relay Service tar Impaired Hearing of Speech 
1-800-735-2258 Statewide Toll Free 

Mailing Address: P.a Box 717 • Baltimore, MO 21203-0717 
Street Address: 707 North Cslvert Street • Baltimore, Maryland 21202 

v-iza 
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Very truly yours, 

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

Joseph R. Kresslelf 
Assistant Division Chief 
Project Planning Division 

LHE:JRG:sc 
Enclosure 
cc:      Mr. Bruce M. Grey 

Mr. Jason Groth 
Ms. Susie Jacobs 

tmw R Olndcmnt 
Maryland Department of Natural Resources 

ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW 
Tiwes Stale Office Building 
Annapolis, Maiybnt 21401 

Febnaiy<1999 

Mm R.*0rifli» 

Ctmfyt D. Dnii 

Joseph R. Kresslein 
Project Planning Division 
Maryland Department of Transportation 
Slate Highway Administration 
P.O. Box 717 
Baltimore, Maryland 21203-0717 

Dear Mr. Kresslein: 

.. P ^^.U•raPrTto^,merofreflu^dal^January20;i999,forinfonnationontheDresence 
MD5« ta^Mn'?^ T'",,L!LtiZJ2l,Iy,a?, ^P^"' of Transportation's ft^^MoESS? 

t wt rf•^.'hern?,,,;aLi0^SenLWi* yT reques,•i, appeani ,hal ,he *•*>}«* si,e drains toward the Cabin John 
r^J,n g .Cab2L^ohn.Crctk *«> 'ribulartes (Washington Metropolitan Area) are Use I^sueWw«S 
Contact Recreation, Protection of Aquatic Life, and Public Water Supply) Generallv i» inmS^^Tu 
pennhted in Use I straams during the period of Man* I 0m,ugh J^TfeJiv?!^^^ " 

i - A .Anad«",,olls ';sh sPeci« « >«>< Present in the Cabin John Creek drainage area due to natural hamers 
tocated downstream. However, it is expected that the perennial reaches of streams in this wEEEl nS5 
pop-'atKH* of several Hsh species typically found in the region. Table A2-4 (attach^lSfeh^cS 
documented by our Maryland Biological Stream Survey project in the Potomac Washington Mew &«KM^ 
of these species (except trout) could potentially be found near your project site   iSese Wfei A^uMfe 

other Best Management Practices typically used for protection of stream resources. -»=."" 

If you have any questions concerning these comments, you may contact me at (410) 260-8331. 

Sincerely, 

"Ifc 
Ray C. Dintaman, Jr., Director 
Environmental Review Unit 

RCD 
Attachment 

DNR TTY far «* fktfr(4IO) 974.3613 
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Appendix A 

Table A2-4.    Fish species found In 1994 MBSS project sampfing vs supplemental              | 
samplinq. Potomac Washington Metro Basin B 

Fish MBSS Supplemental        1 
Species Study Sampling            1 

AMERICAN EEL X X 
X BANDED KILLIFISH X 

BLACK CRAPPIE X 
BLACKNOSE DACE X X 
BLUEGILL X X 
BLUESPOTTED SUNFISH X 
BLUNTNOSE MINNOW X X 
BROWN BULLHEAD X X 
BROWN TROUT X 
CENTRAL STONEROLLER X X 
CHAIN PICKEREL X .   X 
CHANNEL CATFISH X 
COMMON CARP X 
COMMON SHINER X X 
CREEK CHUB X X 
CREEK CHUBSUCKER   . X X 
CUTLIPS MINNOW X X 
EASTERN MUDMINNOW X X 
EASTERN SILVERY MINNOW X X 
FALLFISH X '   X 
FANTAIL DARTER X X 
FATHEAD MINNOW X X 
GIZZARD SHAD X X 
GOLDEN REDHORSE X 
GOLDEN SHINER X 
GOLDFISH X X 
GREEN SUNFISH X X 
GREENSIDE DARTER X X 
LAMPREY ' X X 
LARGEMOUTH BASS *- X 
LEPOMIS HYBRID X X 
LONGEAR SUNFISH X 
LONGNOSE DACE X X 
MOSQUITOFISH X X 
MOTTLED SCULPIN X X 
NORTHERN HOGSUCKER X X 
NOTROPIS SP. X 
POTOMAC SCULPIN X X 

X 
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Maryland Department of Transportation 
State Highway Administration 

Pams N. OondemnQ 

JofinD. Porcari 

Pwker F. Williams 

January 20,1999 

Project No. MO830A21 
MD 355 from MD 187 to Twinbrook 
Parkway & Montrose/Randolph Road 
from Jefferson Street to Parklawn Drive 
Montgomery County, Maryland 

Mr. Mike Slattery, Associate Director 
Wildlife and Heritage Division 
Department of Natural Resources 
Tawes State Office Building, E-l 
Annapolis MD 21401 

Dear Mr. Slattery: 

The State Highway Administration (SHA), in conjunction with Baltimore County, has 
initiated Project Planning studies for the intersection improvements at MD 355 and Montrose 
Road/Randolph Road in southwestern Montgomery County. The purpose of this project is to 
relieve congestion and improve safety in the area. SHA will investigate construction of a grade- 
separated interchange at this intersection. Our study area extends from Twinbrook Parkway to 
MD 187 (Old Georgetown Road) on MD 355 and from Jefferson Street to Parklawn Drive along 
Montrose Road/Randolph Road. 

We request any information concerning state threatened or endangered species and 
unique habitat that may in the study. 

If you have any questions or need additional information regarding this project, please 
contact Mr. Jason Groth, Environmental Manager for this project Jason can be reached at 410- 
545-8567. 

My telephone numbar Is  

Maiytand Relay Service tor Impaired Hearing or Speech 
1-800-735-2258 Statewide Tod Free 

Mailing Addreea: P.O. Box 717 • Battlmora, MO 212034717 
Street Addraas: 707 North Calvaft Street • Balttmora, Maryland 21202 V-lHd 



Mr. Mike Slattery 
MO 3SS at Montrose Road 
/Randolph Road 
Page 2 

Very truly yours. 

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

*L£ i#^ Joseph R. Kressleu 
Assistant Division Chief 
Project Planning Division 

LHE:JRG:sc 
Enclosure 
cc:      Mr. Bruce M. Grey 

Mr. Jason Groth 
Ms. Susie Jacobs 

fVTil N. 'rf HWllim . Marytand Department of.Natural Resource* 
forest. Wildlife ind Hcriuge SerrJce 

T«we» State Office building 
AmupoUs, Mtrytand 21401 

FebnMiy23, 1999 

John R. Oriflln 

Ccrolya D. X>ITB 
Dt/Mf Sttfwltff 

Mr. Louis H. Ege, Jr.- 
- Maryland Department of Transportation 

State Highway Administration 
P.p. Box 717 
Baltimore, MD 21203-0717 

RE: Project No. MO830A21, MD 355 from MD 187 to Twinbrook Parkway & 
Montrose/Randolph Road from JefTerson Street to Pirklawn Drive, MontEomerv 
County •'..-. 

Dear Mr. Ege: ••.:•'••'.;..;• 

.       The Wildlife and Heritage Division has no records for Federal or State rare, threatened or 
: endangered plants or animals within this project site. This statement should not be interpreted as 

meaning that no rare, threatened or endangered species are present Such species could be present 

but have not been documented because an adequate survey has not been conducted or because survey 
results have not been reported to us. 

However.theforestedareaohoradjacenttotheprojectsitecontainsForiestlnteriorDwelling " 
Bird habitat. Populations of many Forest Interior Dwelling Bird species (FIDS) are declining in 
Maryland and throughout the eastern United States. The conservation of this habitat is strongly 
•encouraged by the Department of Natural Resources. The following guidelines will help minimize 
the project's impacts on FIDS and other native forest plants and wildlife: 

1. Avoid placement of new roads or related construction in the forest interior. If forest loss or; 
disturbance is absolutely unavoidable, restrict development to the perimeter of the forest 
(i.e, within 300 feet of the exisiting forest edge), and avoid road placement in areas of 
Wgh quality FIDS habitat (e.g., old-growth forest). Maximize the amount of remaining 
contiguous forested habitat 

Telephone:      f41(n2<SO.gS40 
DNR TTy tor the Deif: 410-974-3683 V-:i8a 



4. 

Do not remove or disturb forest habitat during May-August, the breeding season for most 
FIDS. This seasonal restriction may be expanded to Febroary-Augiist if certain eariv 
nesting FIDS (eg.. Barred Owl) are present 

Maintain forest Habitat as close M possible to the road, and maintain canopy closure where 
•possible.- •    • 

Maintain grass height at least KT during the breeding season (May-August). 

If you should have any further qiwtions regarding conservation of these species, please 
Contact David Bnnker, Central Regional Ecologist for the Wildlife and Heritage Division, it Ml(» 
744-8939 or at: 1200 Frederick Roaid, Catonsville, MD 21228 

Sincerely, 

Michael E. Slatteiy, 
•     •   . Director, 

Wildlife & Heritage Division 

ERT 99.0112.1116 

Maryland Department of Transportation 
State Highway Administration 

Harch 23,   1999 

Parris N. Glendehing 
Governor 

John D. Porcari 
Secretary 

Parker F. Williams 
Administrator 

Mr. John Clark 
Director 
Office of Project Development 
Montgomery County Department 
of Public Works and Transportation 

Executive Office Building 
101 Monroe Street, 10* Floor 
RockvilleMD 20850-2540 

Mr. Richard C. Hawthorne 
Chief 
Transportation Planning Division 
The Maryland-National Capital Park 

and Planning Commission 
Montgomery County 
8787. Georgia Avenue 
Silver Spring MD 20910-3760 

Dear Messrs. Clark and Hawthorne: 

This letter is in response to recent correspondence and staff meetings on the Wilgus East 
^Property located along Montrose Road east of MD 355 (Rockville Pike). As you know, the 

Maryland State Highway Administration (SKA) has recently initiated a project planning study for 
the intersection of MD 355 (Rockville Pike) and Montrose Road/Randolph Road. The study area 
is bordered on the east by Parklawn Drive, on the west by East Jefferson Street, on the north by 
Twiabrook Parkway, and on the south by MD 187 (Old Georgetown Road). 

As you know, both MD 355 (Rockville Pike) and Montrose Road/Randolph Road, which 
are critical north/south and east/west roads in Montgomery County, respectively, are experiencing 
severe congestion, particularly in the vicinity of where these two important roadways intersect. 
The purpose of this project is to improve safety and traffic operations for vehicles and pedestrians 
using MD 355 and Montrose Road/Randolph Road, particularly at the MD 355 intersection of 
Montrose Road/Randolph Road and the at-grade MARC/CSX Transportation railroad crossing 
on Randolph Road. Some alternates that will be investigated throughout this study include the 
no-build alternate (do nothing), at-grade intersection improvements and grade separated 
interchange improvements. The build alternates will look at connecting into the existing 
roadways (Montrose Road/Randolph Road) andpotentially, the locally proposed Montrose 
Parkway. 1! I 

Uyr-LpH^n.^.^twrh.    (»J0)    5«5-0»U 

Maryland Relay Service for Impaired Hearing or Speech 
1-800-735-2258 Statewide Toll Free 

Mailing Addreai: P.O. Box 71X,' Baltimore, MD 21203-07.17 
Street Address: 707 North Calvert Street • Baltimore, Maryland 21202 v-lifli 
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The development of this projea planning study includes an Alternates Public Workshop 
this Summer/Fall (1999) and a Public Hearing tentatively scheduled for the Fall of 2000. The 
conclusion of this study is anticipated by the FaD of 2001, with the recommendation of a selected 
alternate and Location and Design approvals. A schedule is outlined below: 

• Develop Purpose and Need 
• Alternates Development 
• Alternates Public Meeting 
• Public Hearing 
• Selected Alternate 
• Location/Design Approvals 

Fall/Winter, 1998 
Winter/Spring, 1999 
Summer/Fall, 1999 
Fall, 2000 
Spring, 2001 
Summer/Fall, 2001 

It appears that the proposed Wilgus East Property may be needed under several grade 
separated alternates to tie into existing Montrose Road. Therefore, we request that necessary 
measures be taken to preserve this right-of-way, including, if necessary, placing this property in 
reservation for an additional two to three years. This will be best for all interested parties in order 
to better understand the transportation needs and preserve all options for this intersection 
improvement study, as well as any possible future connections to the locally proposed Montrose 
Parkway project. Failure to do so could preclude the State's ability to tie back into existing 
Montrose Road; thus eliminating this important congestion relief related intersection 
improvement. 

Thank you for your consideration. If I can be of any fiirther assistance, please fed free to 
call me or Michelle Hoffinan, the project manager, at 410-545-8547 or toll-free at 
1-800-548-5026. 

.. Very truly yours, 

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

cc:      Mr. Joe Davis, Maryland-National Capital Park and Planning Commission 
Mr. John DiGiovanni, Montgomery County Department of Public Works and 

Transportation 
Mr. Shahriar Etamadi, Maryland-National Capital Park and Planning Commission 
Mr. Louis H. Ege, Jr., State Highway Administration. 
Ms. Michelle D. Hoffinan, State Highway Administration 

MONTGOMERY COUNTY DEPARTMENT OF PARK AND PIAV*©^, 

THE MARYLAND-NATIONAL CAPITAL 
PARK AND PLANNING COMMISSION - 

8787 Georgia Avenue 
SiKtr Spring Marytand 20910-J 760 

May 4,1999 

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

Attention: Ms. Michelle D. HofTnua 

RE: MD 355 @ Montrose Road/Randolph 
Road and MARC/CSX Transportation 
Railroad Crossing NEPA Study 

Dear Mr. Ege: 

This letter summarizes Commission staff comments on the alternative concepts for the 
referenced study presented at the April 8 Project Team Meeting. During the past three weeks we have 
discussed conceptual alternative organization and presentation with staff from the State Highway 
Administration (SHA) and the Montgomery County Department ofPublic Works and Transportation. 
We understand that, based on these discussions, SHA will reorganize and revise the 20 alternatives 
presented on April 8 to reflect approximately six basic alternatives with options that incorporate 
portions of the Montrose Parkway. We appreciate SHA's staff responsiveness to our comments on 
this complex planning and engineering project 

Staff recommends that the study incorporate the following five guidelines: 

1. All study alternatives should address improvements at both the MD 355 intersection and the 
MARC/CSX crossing in order to be responsive to the study Purpose and Need. 

2. All study alternatives should reflect the Master Plan of Montrose Parkway in some form. 
Staff understands that some study alternatives, such as a grade separation of the CSX tracks 
on existing Randolph Road, may be able to adequately address the study Purpose and Need 
without utilizing Montrose Parkway right-of-way west of Old Georgetown Road or east of 
Maple/Chapman Avenue. Such alternatives, however, should ensure that the future 
Montrose Parkway remains feasible and demonstrate how the Montrose Parkway would 
ultimately be incorporated. 



3. ^dy^'em^vrawhichinconwrateportionsoftheMontroseParkwayright-of-wayshould include the Master Plan Class I bikeway. • 7»~iuu 

4. All study alternatives should demonstrate how the other Master Plan roadways in the study 

Sr^^'1'1 c' Erenuded "* Nebel S,reet Ex,ended - wouId ^ incorporated 
The Master Plan specifies that both roadways be extended across Randolph Road and the 
Montrose Parkway to provide an alternative to RockviUe Pike for local travel between the 
Montrose Crossmg and White Flint activity centers. The Master Plan does not provide 
guidance regarding the provision of turning movements at the Nebel Street Extended and 

ChapmanAvenue Extended intersections with either Randolph Road or Montrose Parkway 
Rather.thedectsron to provide at-grade intersections, grade-separated interchanges, orgrade 
separations without access should reflect engineering judgment *«.»«• 

5. Study alternatives which provide a grade-separated crossing of the MARC/CSX railroad on 

newalig^entshouIdconsidertherelatWemmUofeithermaintainingorclosingtheexiitina 
Randolph Road at-grade crossing. »"»ui» 

We,TOkf°^dto<»ntiimingtoworkwithSHAonthisiniportamaiidchallengingpiri Please contact me if you have any questions. project. 

Sincerely, 

Daniel K Hardy, P.E. 
Master Plan Coordinator 
Transportation Planning 

DKRcmd 

cc:        Richard C. Hawthorne 
Shahriar Etemadi 
John Carter 
Margaret Kaii-Ziegler 
John DiGiovanni     - 
Bob Simpson 

Maryland Department of Transportation 
State Highway Administration 

June 22,1999 

Parris N. Glendening 
Governor 

John D. Porcari 
Secretary 

Parker F. Williams 
Aomintsirator 

Mr. Daniel K. Hardy, P.E 
Master Plan Coordinator 
Transportation Planning 

• Montgomery County Department 
of Park and Planning 
The Maryland-National Capital 
Park and Planning Commission 
8787 Georgia Avenue 
Silver Spring MD 20910-3760 

RE: MD 355 ©Montrose Road/ Randolph Road Project Planning Study 

Dear Mr. Hardy: 

Thank you for your letter regarding the intersection improvement study at MD 355 
(RockvUle Pike) and Montrose Road/ Randolph Road. Based on the discussions between the 
State Highway Administration (SHA), the Montgomery County Department of Public Works and 
Transportation and your agency, as well as entire Project Team for this study SHA has 
reorganized and revised the 20 alternates presented to the project team on April 8,1999 to reflect 
eight alternates with up to four options per alternate. 

SHA has revised the alternates to accommodate several potential transportation 
conditions and connections at this location, as requested by several Montgomery County staff. 
All study alternates address improvements at both the MD 355 (Rockville Pike) intersection with 
Montrose Road/Randolph Road and the MARC/CSX crossing of Randolph Road as the study 
Purpose and Need dictates. The intersection improvements, as well as the MARC/CSX crossing 
improvements appear in all options of all eight alternates. 

All alternates ensure that the locally proposed Montrose Parkway is not precluded and would 
remain feasible. Several options demonstrate how the Montrose Parkway could ultimately be 
incorporated into these intersection improvements. All study alternates reflect the Master Plan 
Alignment of the Montrose Parkway as outlined in the locally preferred altemate.20, and in two 
of the four options per alternate as shown below: 

My telephone number is.  

Maiyland Relay Service (or Impaired Hearing or Speech 
1-800-735-2258 Statewide Ton Free 

Mailing Address: P.O. Box 717 • Baltimore, MO 21203-0717 
Street Address: 707 North Calvart Street • Baltimore, Maryland 21202 
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• Option A consists of the various intersection improvements at MD 355 and Montrose 
Road/Randolph Road as well as a structure crossing over the MARC/CSX along the existing 
Randolph Road alignment Intersection alignments are designed to be as accommodating of 
the Proposed Montrose Parkway alignment as design would allow. 

• Options B-l and B-2 consist of intersection improvements at MD 355 and Montrose 
Road/Randolph Road, as well as a structure crossing over the MARC/CSX along a new 
alignment from Maple Road/Chappman Road to the east The new alignment would tie back 
into the existing roadway at either Parklawn Drive north of Randolph Road (B-l) or at the 
intersection of Parklawn Drive and Randolph Road (B-2). 

• Option C consists of intersection improvements at MD 355 and Montrose Road/Randolph 
Road, as well as a stnicture crossing over the MARC/CSX along the existing Randolph Road 
alignment West of the MD 355 intersection at Montrose Road/Randolph Road would 
connect west over to Old Georgetown Road in the vicinity of the locally proposed Montrose 
Parkway. 

• Option D consists of intersection improvements at MD 355 and Montrose Road/ Randolph 
Road, as well as a structure crossing over the MARC/CSX along a new alignment from 
Maple Road/Chapman Road to the east The new alignment would tie back bto the existing 
roadway at Parklawn Drive north of Randolph Road (D-2 would also be possible as per B-2) 
west of the MD 355 intersection at Montgomery Road/Randolph Road. The road would 
connect west over to Old Georgetown Road in the vicinity of the locally proposed Montrose 
Parkway alignment (as in Options B-l/B-2) of the intersection. 

Enclosed please find a chart outlining the various alternates that would be associated with the 
aforementioned options as well as 400 scale preliminary alternate sheets. In addition, please note 
that study alternates that would incorporate portions of the locally proposed Montrose Parkway 
right-of-way would also include the Master Plan Class I bikeway. 

All study alternates demonstrate how the other Master Plan roadways in the study area. 
Chapman Avenue Extended and Nebel Street Extended, would not be excluded. The Chapman 
Avenue Extension is preliminarily designed as an at grade (potentially signalized) crossing at 
Randolph Road in Options A, B, C, and D. The Nebel Street Extension is preliminarily designed 
as a widened structure crossing with Randolph Road over Nebel Street and the MAC/CSX 
railroad tracks in Options A, as well as a stnicture crossing with the MARC/CSX railroad tracks 
under the new alignment in Options B and D. 

Mr. Daniel K, Hardy 
Page Three 

The options that provide a grade-separated crossing of the MARC/CSX railroad on new 
alignment. Options B, and D, would cul-de-sac Randolph Road east of the Qupoun Avenue 
Extension and west of Parklawn Drive. With this design, Randolph Road could mainuin an a»- 
grade crossing of the MARC/CSX for local traffic with access only via Nebel Street. Please note 
that the volume of traffic will be greatly reduced since this cul-de-saced ponkxi of Randolph 
Road would serve exclusively for local businesses. 

The project has recently been reassigned to a new Project Manager, Paul Makmey and if 
you need any further assistance, please feel free to call Paul at 410-545-8516 or at 
1-800-548-5026. 

Very traly yours, 

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

By:   <3./;. TTUs., 
Paul Maloney ^^ 
Project Manager 
Project Planning Division 

Enclosures 
cc:      Mr. Jason Groth, PPD, (w/incoming) 

Mr. Glen Smith Regional and Intermodal Planning Division (w/incoming) 

Jf 
^> 



Maryland Department of Transportation 
State Highway Administration 

December 2,1999 

Panis N. Glendentng 
Govtmor 

John D. Porcari 
SKralary 

Parker F. Williams 

Re: Project No. MO830A21 
MD 355 from MD 187 to Twinbrook 
Parkway A Montrose/Randolph Road 
from Jefferson Street to Parklawn Drive 
Montgomery County, Maryland 

Mr. Donald K. Cochran, Director 
kfaMgomery County 
Dtpatftment of Paries and Recitation 
6600 Kenil worth Avenue 
Rivwdale,MD 20737 

Mr. Cochran: 

The State Highway Administration (SHA) has initiated Project Planning activities for 
totenwction improvements at MD 355 and Montrose Road/Randolph Road in Montgomery 
County. The purpose of this project is to relieve congestion and improve safety in the area. Our 
•Mdyarea extends from Twinbrook Parkway to MD 187 (Old Georgetown Road) on MD 355 
aad ftom Jefferson Street to Parklawn Drive along Montrose Road/Randolph Road. We have 
iMWtoped a study area (see attached map) in which we will explore any feasible alternatives to 
taipwve traffic operations and safety along this stretch of roadway. Review of our mapping has 
indicated no publicly owned parks or recreational facilities within the study area. 

We are requesting your assistance in determining if any existing or proposed publicly owned 
{Hitoor recreational facilities available for public use are located within the study area. Please 
pmvMe us with the following information concerning any existing or proposed publicly owned 
prta or recreational facilities identified as a result of your review: 

• 1%e name of the official with jurisdiction over the parks; 

• Mapping showing the park boundaries; 

• Funding sources: Were Program Open Space and/or Land and Water Conservation (Section 
C(f) Amds used to acquire or develop these parks? 

• Types of facilities within the parks; 

•    Frequency with which the public uses these facilities; 

My Maphon* number is  

Maiytad Ralay Swvio* tor hnpdiM Having or SpMch 
1-800-735-2258 StatmMa ToN Fra* 

Mailing Addrms: P.O. Box 717 • BaMmora, MD 21203-0717 
,n^.^^!^*: V7 Hon>' c*'«rt S**** • BaWmora. Maryland 21202 

V-Rd. 

Mr. Donald K. Cochran 
MD 355 from MD 187 to Twinbrook 
Parkway & Montrose/Randolph Road 
from Jefferson Street to Parklawn Drive 
Page Two 

• Park Master Plans; 

• Your determination whether the parks serve a "significant" function in providing ft* the 
overall recreational needs of communities in the park area? The Federal Highway 
Administration defines "significant" as: "In comparing the availability and use of recreation 
and park facilities with the needs of a community, the land in question plays a* important 
role in meeting these needs." If it is found that these parks are not significant, SHA would 
need a written determination of this from the official with jurisdiction over the park, in on" 
to support a determination of the non-applicability of Section 4(f) of the U.S. DOT Act 

Thank you for your attention to this request. Should you have any question* «r noei 
additional information, please feel free to contact Ms. Heather Amick at 410-545-8528. 

Very truly yours, 

Cynthia Simpson 
Deputy Director 
Office of Planning and 
Preliminary Engineering 

by^/.n/fr/*'^^'"   -• c^Joseph R. Kressfcin 
Assistant Division Chief 
Project Planning Division 

JKK:HBA:lc 

Enclosure 

cc: Ms. Heather Amick 
Ms. Carmen Harris 
Mr.JoeaphKnsiMk 
Mr. Paul Matooey 

(w/enclosure) 

r 



Maryland Department of Transportation 
State Highway Administration 

December 2,1999 

Parris N. Glendening 
Gommor 

John D.fofcari 

Patkw F. WBiams 
AonwMimof 

Re: Project No. MO830A21 
MD 355 from MD 187 to Twinbrook 
Parkway & Montrose/Randolph Road 
from Jefferson Street to Parklawn Drive 
Montgomery County, Maryland 

Mr. Teny Brooks Jr. Chief 
Park Planning and Development Division 
Department of Parks and Recreation 
Maryland-National Capital Park and 
Planning Commission 
9500 Brunett Avenue 
Silver Spring MD 20901 

Deer Mr. Brooks: 

The State Highway Administration (SHA) has initiated Project Planning activities for 
intersection improvements at MD 355 and Montrose Road/Randolph Road in Montgomery 
County. The purpose of this project is to relieve congestion and improve safety in the area. Our 
study area extends from Twinbrook Parkway to MD 187 (Old Georgetown Road) on MD 355 
and from Jefferson Street to Parklawn Drive along Montrose Road/Randolph Road. We have 
developed a study area (see attached map) in which we will explore any feasible alternatives to 
nnpove traffic operations and safety along this stretch of roadway. Review of our mapping has 
identified no publicly owned parks or recreational facilities within the study area. 

We are requesting your assistance in determining if any existing or proposed publicly 
owned parks or recreational facilities available for public use are located within the study area. 
PteMe provide us with the following information concerning any existing or proposed publicly 
owned parks or recreational facilities identified as a result of your review: 

• The name of the official with jurisdiction over the parks; 

• Mapping showing the park boundaries; 

• Funding sources: Were Program Open Space and/or Land and Water Conservation (Section 
6(0 funds used to acquire or develop these parks? 

•    Types of facilities within the parks; 

My tfltaphons numbflf is _^-~——^— 

Mnyisrd Ratay Service tar Impairs: readng or SpMOi 
1-800-735-2258 Statewide Tod Free 

Mailing Addraee: P.O. Box 717 • Baltbnore, MO 21203-0717 
Street Addrees: 707 North Catvert Street • Baltimore, Meryland 21202 V-&B 

Mr. Terry Brooks 
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• Frequency with which the public uses these facilities; 

• Park Master Plans; 

• Your determination whether the parks serve a "significant" function in providing for the 
overall recreational needs of communities in the park area? The Federal Highway 
Administration defines "significant" as: "In comparing the availability and use of recreation 
and park facilities with the needs of a community, the land in question plays an important 
role in meeting these needs." If h is found that these parks are not significant, SHA would 
need a written determination of this from the official with jurisdiction over the park, in order 
to support a determination of the non-applicability of Section 4(0 of the U.S. DOT Act 

Thank you for your attention to this request If you have any questions or need additional 
information regarding this request, please contact Ms. Heather Amick, the Environmental 
Manager for the project Heather can be reached at (410) 545-8526. 

Very truly yours, 

Cynthia Simpson 
Deputy Director 
Office of Planning and 
Preliminary Engineering 

 Joseph R. Kres^in 
Assistant Division Chief 
Project Planning Division 

CDS:HBA:lc 
Enclosure 
cc:      Ms. Heather Amick (w/enclosure) 

Ms. Carmen Harris 
Mr. Joseph Kresslein 
Mr. Paul Maloney 



MONTGOMERY COUNTY DEPARTMENT OJ? PARK AND PLANNING 

THE MARYLAND-NATIONAL CAPITAL 
PARK AND PLANNING COMMISSION 

MOO Bnmm Avenue 
Silver Spiing, Maryland 20901 

January 3,2000 

Mr. Joseph R. Kresslein 
Assistant Division Chief 
Project Planning Division 
State Highway Administration 
Maryland Department of Transportation 
707 North Calvert Street 
Baltimore, MD 21202 

• Re: Project No. MO830A21 

Dear Mr. Kresslein: 

This is to confirm that for the purposes of the SHA, MD 355 and Montrose Road/Randolffc 
Road intereection improvement project, no park land or recreational facilities owned by M- 
NCPPC lie within the study area. 

Additionally, no park land is proposed for acquisition in the study area. The 1992 
approved arid adopted North Bethesda Garrett Park Master Plan, does recommend acquisition of 
property for park purposes located immediately adjacent to the study area. The property 
occupies the south quadrant of the intersection of Old Georgetown Road and Executive 
Boulevard. Specifically, the Master Plan recommends on Page 227 as follows: "Extend the 
existing Wall Local Park at Old Georgetown Road and Executive Boulevaid through parkland 
dedication to include the parcel to the north cunently used as an automobile dealership parking 
lot" At the present time, no negotiations are in progress for dedication of this land. 

toll Bill Ones or Rick D'Aricnzo at 30M95-2535 if you need further irifohliation. 

Sincerely, 

Tetry H.Wooks 
Division Chief 
Park Development Division 

V-Zid 

Maryland Deparfment of Tnraponatloa 
Stale Highway Administratioa 
Interagency Review Meeting 
Meeting Sumnmy 
October 18.2000 

Project No. MO830B11 
MD 355/Montrose-RandoIph Road Intersection Improvement Study in 
Montgomery County 
Status: Alternates Retained for Detailed Study (ARDS) (Non-Concurrence Process) 
Presentation Goal: Agency Comments on ARDS 
Project Manager: Paul Maloney x8516 
Environmental Manager: Donna Busceml x8563 

Presentation Summary 

SHA (Paul Maloney) stated that the project was not in the streamlined process because of 
minimal environmental impacts and, therefore, no formal concurrence points are 
necessary. The purpose and need for the project is based on congestion at the 
intersection, safety issues, and bicycle and pedestrian access. The project is located in a 
highly developed area. 

The range of alternatives studied included various at-grade improvements. Alternative 
3B1 showed the best potential of at-grade intersection improvements and therefore it will 
be retained. 

The Maryland National Capital Park and Planning Commission recommended other 
alternatives. These alternatives focused mostly on County needs and not those identified 
by SHA in the Purpose and Need study. Therefore, these alternatives will not be 
retained. 

Alternative 2B1 - Urban Diamond will be retained. With this alternative, MD 355 is 
raised 10 to 12 feet and Randolph Road is depressed 10 to 12 feet Movements would 
occur on Randolph Road and MD 355 would be the through movement This alternative 
could provide improvements up to LOS C over the existing LOS E. 

The Randolph Road under MD 355 will also be retained for detailed study. For this 
project, the Montrose Parkway (a future county project) is depressed. Planning studies 
have been completed for 1-270 to Viers Mill Road and 1-270 to Montrose Road. SHA is 
coordinating with the County but the project does not have independent utility. This 
alternative could provide improvements to LOS C 

SHA (Donna Buscemi) reviewed the environmental impacts of the alternatives. Land use 
in the area is a mix of medium to high density commercial, light industrial and office use. 
High density residential land use occurs at the intersection with lower density land use at 
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the eastern and western fringe. The project is locited within the PFA. There are five 
commercial displacements. There are 36 to SO properties affected of which most are 
commefcial. 

Approximately 13.3 to 17.0 acres of right-of-way will be needed. 

Approximately 2.6 to S.6 acres of woodlands will be affected. 

The Initial Site Assessment found 20 properties with potential for soil and water 
contamination. 

Mohtrose School is listed on the National Register and is located in the project 
There is high potential for archeological sites so Phase I studies will be conducted. 

/MUM Discussed/Comments 

COE (Paul Wettlaufer) suggested a different location for the loop ramp from Randolph 
Road to MD 3SS. SHA (Paul Maloney) noted that the alternate location had already been 
considered. 

COE (Paul Wettlaufer) commented that the project seems to have an adverse impact on 
businesses even though they have not been displaced. SHA (Paul Maloney) responded 
that desdnation businesses will not be affected but drive-by business would be adversely 
affected. SHA is coordinating with Montgomery County regarding this issue. 

MOP (Bihui Xu) asked if the project would be sent to MOP for growth management 
consistency. SHA (Gay Olsen) responded that it would be sent separately. SHA is 
currently coordinating with the County regarding locations of planned hiker/biker trails 
so that connections will be possible. 

FHWA (Caryn Brookman) asked if the Park and Ride lot was state or county owned. 
SHA responded that it is state owned and leased. 

FHWA (Dan Johnson) asked about the impact on the Montrose School. SHA responded 
that the ARDS would be evaluated and that the building could be moved. 

FHWA (Pete Kleskovic) asked about the significance of the CSX grade separation in 
purpose and need statement SHA responded that the frequency of train stops stops 
traffic along Randolph Road. 

Maiyland-Depanmeai ofTrmipomUon 
Stite Highway- Admininmio* 
Intengency Review Meerinj 
Meetuf Suiiuuiy 
Jimmy 19,2000 

BMC (Bany Bergman) had no comments. 

MDE (Andrew Der) had no comments. 

MHT (Beth Cole) had no comments. 

FHWA (Denise Winslow) noted that area highway engineers might have additional 
comments.   • 

COE (Paul Wettlaufer) requested an alternates discussion with the City of Rockville. 
SHA (Cathy Romero) noted that Rockville has a concept plan but no detailed plan 
yet r 

SHA (Cathy Romero) noted that she would like to schedule an intengency field 
review meeting and wonW be doing that via e-mail 

Project No. MO830A11 
MD 355 Montrose/Randolph Road in 
Montgomery County 
Status: Workshop Alternates & request concurrence on non-merged process 
Presentation Goal: Agency comments on Alternates and non-merged concurrence 
Project Manager: Paul Maloney x8516 
Environmental Manager: Heather Amide x8S26 

Presentation Summary 

SHA (Carmen Harris) requested that the project be removed fiora the merged process. 
She noted that the purpose of the project is to improve safety and traffic operations 
for vehicles using the MD 355 Montrose Road/Randolph Road intersection and at the 
existing at-grade MARC/CSX Transportation Railroad crossing on Randolph Road. 
An additional goal of the project is to provide for pedestrian and bicycle access to 
existing and planned activity carters and transit stations. She pointed out that SHA 
has been coordinating with a Focus Group since September 1999 and most of their 
concerns have been with aesthetic issues that will be carried forward into the next 
stage of project planning. The project area is comprised of residential as well as 
business use. 

^ 



Miryland Departmeni of Trinipoititkm 
Sute Highway AdminUtratioo 
Intengency Review Meeting 
Meeting Summaty 
Junury 19,2000 

McConnick, Taylor (Dana Knight) presented the Alternatives currently under 
consideration. Alternatives 2 and 3 consider the construction of the proposed 
Montrose Parkway (Option A). Additionally, Alternatives 2,2A, 3,3A, and 3C 
consider optional Randolph Road alignments between Maple Avenue and Parklawn 
Drive (Options B1-B3) 

• Alternative I (No Build) 
No significant improvements proposed to the MD 355 at Montrose 
Road/Randolph intersection. 

• Alternative 2 (Single-Point Urban Diamond) Interchange Without Montrose 
Parkway 
A grade separation of MD 355 over Montrose Road/Randolph Road proposed. A 
one-way diagonal-type ramp is provided in each quadrant Turning movements 
are confined to a single at-grade signalized intersection beneath the MD 355 
structure. 

• Alternative 2. Option A (Interchange With Montrose Parkway) 
• Alternative 3 (At-Grade Signalized Intersection) Without Montrose Parkway 

An at-grade intersection would be maintained with appropriate turning lanes 
provided on each leg of the intersection 

• Alternative 3. Option A (Intersection With Montrose Parkway) 
• Alternative 3, Option C (One-Way Pair System With Montrose Parkway) 

Using Montrose Road and Randolph Road as a one-way pair system with the 
proposed Montrose Parkway, between (Old) Old Georgetown Road and Chapman 
Avenue is proposed. 

He pointed out that they are coordinating with the project Focus Group to develop 
"Thinking Beyond the Pavement" for presentation to FHWA. 

SHA (Heather Amick) summarized the environmental impacts. The study area is 
dominated by dense, urban development with no wetlands, streams, or 100-year 
floodplains. Coordination with the USFWS and the DNR indicates that no federal or 
state listed threatened or endangered species are known to exist in the project area. 
The project is entirely within the Montgomery County Certified Priority Funding 
Area. SHA, in consultation with MHT, has identified the Montrose School, which is 
listed on the National Register of Historic Places, as the only historic site within the . 
study area. There are up to 13 commereial displacements depending on the 
alternative. Due to the minimal environmental impacts, SHA is recommending 
removing this project fiom the merged process. 

Maiytand Department of TraniponitioQ 
State Highway Administntion 
Imetagency Review Meeting 
Meeting Sununaiy 

119,2000 

Issues Discussed/Comments 

DNR (Greg Golden) requested clarification of the Improved Randolph Road Tie-In, 
Options B-2 and B-3 at Park Lawn Drive. 

COB (Paul Wettlaufer) commented on the Improved Randolph Road Tie-in, Options 
B-:2 and B-3. He was concerned that they won't work well with the Montrose 
Parkway. SHA (Jim Wynn) pointed out that the project hasn't been presented to the 
public yet COE (Paul Wettlaufer) noted that he was concerned that the County had 
not come forward with a proposal to quantify impacts for the Montrose Parkway 
project He pointed out that they might need permits, maybe even an Environmental 
Assessment (EA). He was concerned about the timeframe and he has mentioned it to 
the County. He asked SHA to encourage the County to coordinate with COE. SHA 
(Jim Wynn) noted that they are trying to separate this project fiom the County's 
Montrose Parkway project. However, he pointed out that they will not build without a 
clearer picture of the County schedule but, at this point, the project is not funded past 
project planning. 

COE (Paul Wettlaufer) has given verbal concurrence to remove this project fiom the 
merged process if FHWA agrees that there is no segmentation issue. 

FHWA (Denise Winslow) will get back to SHA regarding removing this project fiom 
the merged process. 

MOP (Bihui Xu) had no comments. 

BMC (Barry Bergman) had no comments. 

MDE.(Andrew Der) had no comments. 

MHT (Beth Cole) had no comments: 

SHA (Carmen Harris) noted that they would keep the agencies informed even if the 
project is pulled fiom the merged process. 
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December 7,2000 _ 

MEMORANDUM 

TO: 

VIA: 

FROM: 

Montgomery County Planning Board 

Jt Jeffrey Zyontz, Chief, County-wide Planning Divisioi.    . 
Richard C. Hawthorne. Chief. Transportation Planning f\L, 
John Carter, Chief, Community-Based Planning Division 

Daniel K. Hardy. Transportation Supervisor (301-495-4530) TlK A 
Transportation Planning 

PROJECT:   MD 355/Montrose Road/Randolph Road Intersection Improvement Study 
(MO830A11) 

COMMUNITY-BASED PLANNING TEAM AREAS:     1-270 Corridor 

RECOMMENDATION: Approval to transmit the following to the Maryland State 
Highway Administration (SHA). 

Do not carry forward the "M-NCPPC #2" and "M-NCPPC #3" alternatives as 
Alternatives Retained for Detailed Study (ARDS). At the July 20.2000 project 
briefing, the Planning Board recommended that these two alternatives be 
retained for detailed study. SHA has subsequently documented that other 
alternatives proposed for ARDS are superior to the "M-NCPPC #2" and "M- 
NCPPC #3" alternatives. The Planning Board recommendation that these 
two alternatives be retained as ARDS should therefore be changed. 

PURPOSE OF BRIEFING 

On July 20. 2000. SHA briefed the Planning Board on the MD 355-Montrose/ 
Randolph Road Intersection Improvement Study status, prior to selecting Alternatives 
Retained for Detailed Study (ARDS). The Planning Board recommended that two 
alternatives. 'M-NCPPC #2' and "M-NCPPC #3". be carried forward into ARDS because 
they best represented the intent of the Master Plan and a finding that other alternatives 
were dearly superior had not been documented. At that time, SHA indicated that there 
were three primary measures by which the "M-NCPPC #2" and "M-NCPPC #3" altematives 
were significantly inferior to other altematives; intersection level of service, capital cost, and 
reducing at-grade rail crossing conflicts. 

RELATED MASTER PLAN ISSUES 

This section describes the effect of dropping the M-NCPPC #2 and M-NCPPC #3 
altematives from the Altematives Retained for Detailed Study (ARDS) regarding following 
issues: 

• Staging ceiling capacity •"" 
• Master Ran roadway network 

Staging Ceiling Capacity 

. The consolidation of the Montrose Parkway and Randolph Road into a single east- 
west facility between "old* Old Georgetown Road and Parklawn Drive is not expected to 
have an adverse effect on staging ceiling capacity in North Bethesda, for two reasons. 

First, the SHA analyses performed to date indicate that the ARDS "single crossing" 
altematives provide superior intersection levels.of service than the Master Plan "two 
crossing" altematives. This is akin to finding that the ARDS altematives increase roadway 
capadty. Second, the extent of roadway link capacity removed in the vicinity of M D 355 is 
commensurate with the amount of roadway link capacity added by widening Montrose 
Road from four to six lanes in the Approved Amendment to the Master Ran of Highways - 
Montrose Parkway (adopted by Council resolution March 14.2000. and referred to below 
as the "Montrose Parkway" Master Ran Amendment). 

Master Plan Roadway Network 

The Montrose Parkway Master Plan Amendment antidpated that the SHA may find 
that it is not preferable to implement the "two crossing" alternative described in the 1994 
Mater Plan. Therefore, while the ARDS altematives do indude localized changes to the 
network of business district and arterial roadways, staff recommends that further Master 
Plan amendments are not needed for the sake of master plan consistency. The proposed 
ARDS altematives do not change the fundion of the local roadway network, as long as the 
following elements are retained in each alternative: 

• preserve options to conned directly to the Montrose Parkway to the west of "old* 
Old Georgetown Road and to the east of Parklawn Drive 

• preserve the ability for Nebel Street and Chapman Avenue to be constructed as 
continuous roadways both north and south of the study area 

• provide all turning movements to and from Randolph Road from either Chapman 
Avenue or Nebel Street 

DH:kcw 
Attachments 

mmo to mcpbkO 355 Monkoia.doc 
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Exhibit 1. Comparison of Alternatives 

Alternative Poorest VIC Ratio 
MD 355/Montrose 

Intersection/Ramps 

Estimated Capital Cost (millions) 
Average Daily Traffic 

Crossing CSX ra8 
at grade Option B1 Option B2 

No-BuHd 1.44 so $0 50,200 

SHA Proposed 
Alternatives Retained 

for Detailed Study 

At-grade (AIL 3) 

Single-point (AIL 2} 

' Randolph under 

0.99 

0.80 

0.79 

$60 

$85 

$73 

$29 

$54 

$42 

14,100 

Planning Board Request 
lor Allematlves Retained 

(or Detailed Study 

M-NCPPCM 

M-NCPPC #3 

1.13 

1.13 

N/A 

N/A 

$48 

$55 
30,100 

Values listed in bold indicate failure to meet SHA objective. 

Er 
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Exhibit 3-Alternative 3 
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iTHE MARYLAND-NATIONAL CAPITAL PARK AND  PLANNING  COMMISSION 
  87B7 GeorBia Avenu* • S«wr Spring. Maryland 209103760 

(301)495^605 >• 
]R 

Montgomery County Planning Board 
Off ice of tha Chairman 

August 7.2000      _* 

Neil Pedersen, Director 
Office of Planning and Preliminary Engineering 
Maryland State Highway Administration 
P.O. Box 717 
Baltimore Maryland. 21203-0717 

Dear Mr.\P^CTSen: 

Thank you for your July 20 briefing to the Planning Board regarding the Maryland 
Route 355/Montrose Road/Randolph Road intersection study. The Board concurred with 
the staff recommendations regarding immediate policy guidance as contained in the four 
statements below. 

1. Regarding Master Plan consistency and intent 

a. Each of the three alternatives described by staff in their July 13 packet, "M- 

NCPPC #2", "M-NCPPC #3", and "Partial Diamond' are consistent with the 

1992 North Bethesda/Garrett Park Master Plan. 

b. The "M-NCPPC #3" alternative best meets the intent of the 1992 North 

Bethesda/Garrett Park Master Plan. 

c. The "M-NCPPC #3" and "M-NCPPC #2" alternatives should be retained for 
detailed study. The "Partial Diamond" alternative should not be retained for 
detailed study, based on the flaws described both by staff and SHA. 

2. Coordination of this SHA project with the other transportation projects and plans in 

North Bethesda must be continued. In particular, the relationship between this 
project and the other Master Ran recommendations not yet in the region's Con- 

strained Long Range Plan, particularly the eastern portion of the Montrose Park- 

way, Chapman Avenue extended, and more aggressive transportation demand 

management, should be explicitly considered in evaluating the pros and cons 
during detailed study. 

o 
O. 



MD 355 - Montmte Road/Randolph Road Intenection Improrement Study ^a 

RECORD OF COORDINATION 

E-MAIL MADE TO: 
Ms. Jessica Brado 
TItte            Flnt 

REPRESENTING:    McConnicfc, Taylor & Associated (MT/A) 

FROM: Ms. Margaret Kaii Ziegler  

REPRESENTING:    Maryland National Captitl Part & Planning Commission (M-NCPPQ 

EMAIL: kaii @ inncppc.state.ind.us 

DATE: 04/06^001 TIME:    1:40 PM 

of Coordination: 

In Montgomery County, the degree to which the selection process of a particular build or no- 
build alternative affects land use depends on the time horizon considered. Our adequate public 
facilities ordinance creates a connection between development approvals and transportation 
capacity. In the near term, the programming of an improvement can directly affect development 
approvals, by raising transportation staging ceilings and improving local traffic operations. In the 
long term, however, the amount of Master Plan development allowed under the adequate public 
facilities ordinance can be affected by changes to other policies, such as TDM programs, infra- 
structure improvements, and expedited development approval processes. Therefore, there is not 
• direct link between individual transportation projects and long-term development potential. 

The no-build alternative will not inhibit planned growth. The alternatives will not encourgage a 
particular type of development over another. 

V-2.4A 

.ZjVears 
TK MMtnANOHOIOm. CWWIWXAIO PIANNNO COMMON 

OrBD»o»t»ChamDriMijrK|y>m«>yCeur»WJ»*iB8°°'tf 

March 7,2002 

Mr. Douglas Simmons 
Director of Planning and Preliminary Engineering 
Maryland State Highway Administration 
707 North Calvert Street 
Baltimore, MD 21202 

Dear Mr. Simmons: 

The Montgomery County Planning Board in its regularly scheduled meeting of 
February 28, 2002 reviewed the Maryland State Highway Administration (SHA) 
improvement project for the intersection of MD 355/Montrose Fioad/Randolph Road. 

The Planning Board concurred with staff recommendations as contained in the 
four statements below: 

1 The Board recommends selection of Alternate 9 (Randolph Road Under MD 
355). Option B-1 Modified for final design because it best meets the prpiect 
purpose and need. 

9 During project engineering, SHA should develop designs that connect SHA's 
project to both the eastern and western segments of the Montrose Parkway. 
These plans should be presented to the Manning Board as part of the project's 
mandatory referral. 

3 Continue to coordinate with DPWT with regard to other on-going projects in the 
area, particularfy the design and phasing of Nebel Street Extended. 

4. During the engineering phase of the project coordinate with M-NCPPC staff 
regarding urban design opportunities. 

I would also like to emphasize the Planning Board concerns regarding the project 
Impact on the park-n-ride lot within SHA's right-of-way. We are committed to achieving 
aggressive transportation demand management goals in North Bethesda and 
supporting the North Bethesda Transportation Management District programs, which 
move us toward those goals. As we discussed with you. we look forward to hearing how 
SHA wBI mitigate any adverse impacts the removal of parking spaces will create. 

MOMaMwrccuNnrnvMNGfCMHi aw CKWOMAWM stmsmtn uumMtneno 
wmtuimppcof V-.2S& Ay 
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We appreciate your continuing efforts on this important project and look forward 
to further coordination with your staff. 

Sincerely: 

Arthur Holms. Jr. 
Chairman 

AH:SE:cmd 

MO 386 Mw to Doug Bkmcntjjoc 

Maryland Department of Transportation 
State Highway Administration 

Parris N. Gtendanlng 
Oovvmor _.. 

John D. Porcari 
Sacnlwy 

Parker F. Williams 

March 28,  2002 

Mr. Arthur Holms, Jr. 
Chairman 
Montgomery County Planning Board 
8787 Georgia Avenue 
Silver Spring MD 20910 

Dear Chairman Holmi: 

Thank you for your letter regarding the MD 355/Montrose Road/Randolph Road 
Intersection Improvement Project The State Highway Administration (SHA) appreciates your 
support for Alternate 9 (Randolph Road Under MD 355), with Option B-l Modified. 

The SHA will continue to coordinate with the Montgomery County-Department of Public 
Works and Transportation and the Montgomery-National Capital Park and Planning Commission 
throughout the course of the MD 355 project, especially as it relates to other on-going projects in 
the area. At this time, SHA is investigating proposed park and ride sites within the project limits. 

A final environmental document is currently being prepared. This document chronicles 
die history of the project, alternates studied, and describes the Selected Alternate, its potential 
impacts and any mitigation efforts required. The document will be finalized and placed on 
public display during the Winter of 2002. 

Thank you again for your comments. If you have any questions in the meantime, pli 
contact the Project Manager, Ms. Caimeletta T. Harris, at 410-545-8522 or toll-free within 
Maryland at 1-800-548-5026. 

Sincerely, 

l^*v*%*>/^    / 

ec: 

Jougjas^n. Simmons, Director 
Offictof Planning and 
Preliminary Engineering 

Mr. Neil J. Pedersen, Director, State Highway Administration 
Mr. Parker F. Williams, Administrator, State Highway Administration 

My towphono number Is 
410-545-O412/1-888-204-4828 

Maryland Ratay Service tor Impaired Hearing or OpMCh 
1-800-735-2258 StatewM* To* Free 

Mailing Addrau: P.O. Box 717 • Battlmon, MO 2120S-O717 
AddraM: 707 North Calvert Street • Baltimore, Maryland 21203 v-£ic& 
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TRANSPORTATION PLANNING 

1 Th» Mnylind-NaUonat Capital 
Park and PtannJng.Comrota»Jon 

COVER 

SHEET 

TO: Heather Amlck. State Highway Administration 

FAX* 410-209-5004 

SUBJECT: MD355/Montrose/Rando<ph study •Priority Funding Area 

DATE: 10/4/02 

PAGES: 1. induding this one 

COMMENTS: Per your recent request, this fax memo confirms our staff 
concurrence that the referenced project Is within a priority funding area, as 
shown In Figure IV-8 of the project's November 2001 Environmental Assessment 

let me know If you have any further questions or comments. 

~T>VTJ 

FromOwdttkoT- . 
Dan Hardy 

Master Ptan Coordinator 
Transportallan Plamlng 

County DapL of Pai* A Planning 
8787 Gawgla Avanua 

Star Spring, MO 209104700 

(301)4S»4SW 
Fas (Ml) 4S6-1302 

V-Z*c± 

Maryland Department of Transportation 
State Highway Administration 

Parris N. Gtemjening 
Govarna 

John 0. Pcrcari 
Sacratary 

Parker F. Williams 

MEMORANDUM 

TO: 

FROM: 

DATE: 

SUBJECT: 

Ms. Marsha Kaiser, Director 
Office of Systems Planning and Evaluation 
Maryland Department of Transportation 

Ms. Cynthia Simpson_    /•£_ 
Deputy Director       B 
Office of Planning and 
Preliminaiy Engineering 

November 1,2002 

Project No. MO830AM 
MD 355 - Montrose Road/Randolph Road 
Intersection Improvement Project 
Montgomery County 

Enclosed are the Project Consistency Report and Project Review Checklist with comment sheets 
for SHA's Selected Alternative for the MD 355 - Montrose Road/Randolph Road Intersection 
Improvement Project in Montgomery County. Please submit them to the Maryland Department 
ofPlanning. This will ensure consistency with the Maryland Economic, Growth, Resource 
Protection and Planning Act of 1992. 

Enclosures 

Ms. Heather Amick, SHA-PPD 
Mr. Brace Grey, SHA-PPD 
Ms. Carmen Harris, SHA-PPD 
Mr. Joseph Kresslein, SHA-PPD 
Mr. Douglas H. Simmons, SHA-OPPE 
Mr. Glen Smith, SHA-RIPD 

(w/enclosures) 

My Maphona nutnbf la 

MaryUnd Relay Service for Impaired Hearing or Speech 
1-800-735-2258 Statewide To» Fra* 

Mailing Addraaa: P.O. Bex 717 • Baltimore, MO 212034717 
" AddiMK 707 North Calvwt Straat • Balthnora, Maryland 21202 V-Zffi' 



Project THIe 

Project Locadoa: 

Project DacripdM: 

Project Review Checklist 
(When complete, record detaminition an Project Consistency Repon) 

MD 355 - Montrose Road/Randolph Road Intenection Improvement Project 

US ^.L*•! <:"':omP"s« *« intersection ofMontrose Ro»<Mlandolph Road and 
MD 335 (Rockville Pike) just not* of White Flint, including the at-grade MARC/CSX 
Transportatran railroad crossing on Randolph Road. TTte study area, with portioni in 
botfi Montgomeiy County and the City of Rockville. is bordered on the eastbv 
Paritlawn Dnve. on the west by Jefferson Street, on the north by Twinhrook Mcwn 
and on the south by MD 187 (Old Georgetown Road). -"wmranowy. 

Alternative 9 - Randolph Road Under MD 355 with Option 4 - Bl shifted to the 
jouth and Option Bl Modified. TT,e SHA Selected Alternative. Ahenmive •£!* 
Option 4 - BI Shifted South and Option BI Modified, would grade-separate MD 355 
at Montrose Road and Randolph Road as they pass under MD 355. Access from 
northbound MD 355 to westbound Montrose Road and eastbound Randolph Road 
would be via ramps located east of MD 355. The (Old) Old Georgetown Road 
alignment would provide access from southbound MD 355 to westbound Montrose 
Road and eastbound Randolph Road. In addition, a slip ramp would provide access to 
southbound MD 355 from-Montrose Road. SHA's Selected Altemarive would relocat. 
Randolph Road within the Montgomery County Eastern Montrose Parkway reserved 
right-of-way, from Chapman Avenue/Maple Avenue to a point east of the CSX 
railroad tracks, and then tie in it die intersection of Randolph Road/PaUmn Mn. 

STATE 

"SI7.2 Million 

Approximate Fundbtf Short 

LOCAL 

(Cost based on 10% Federal A 20% State) 

FEDERAL 

K5 Million 

OTHER 

YM 
X 

No 
Tier/ 

Yd 
X 
X 

No 

I. Does the project add capacity to an existing facility or provide new c«i*ftyfcr»«eannt 
eunently served by the ftcilhy? -i—v -«».« 

X Does the project facilitate changes in the existing pattern of growth? 

Uaaiwer to either qaestioob-^ea" proceed lo Tier 2 
TlerJ 

X 

N/A 

1. Is the project consistent with the local comprehensive plan? 
1 ^^^j^>^wdBWMw«l»«wM)la»^»desigM>cddev«loBm«« •ei.ora 

fedevenpniefll aru? 

3. Can the project be designed to prevent adverse Impacts to sensitive acts? 

4. If In arm] area, does the project promote compact growth hexistiUpoputakjoceolen 
5. Does the project provide opportunities to conserve resomes? 
6. Does the project promote economic yowth and development in aceotdnce with other efcrnems 

of the Stated Growth Policy? 

Explain "no'answen on reveoe. If detennination is thatprojacr h'Inenmhtw.*|—-TrrttoTkr3" 
  Determbtgdom 

loeoMhtort with extnordiuiy drcu 

SpeaaarAceneyCeotnO:    Ma^iandDepmneaofTmapiitioo  

Yes. 

MD 355 - Montrose Road/Randolph Road 
Intersection Improvement Project 

Project Review Checklist Comments 

TIER1 

Does the project add capacity to an existing facility or provide new 
capacity? 

Alternative 9: MD 355 with Option 4 - Bl shifted to the south and Option Bl 
Modified would add capacity through the grade separation of the MD 355- 
Montrose Road/Randolph Road intersection with Montrose Road/Randolph Road 
going under MD 355. Capacity would also be added on Relocated Randolph 
RoatTlhrough the widening of lane widths from 11 feet to 12 feet with 1 foot curt) 
offsets. Three through lanes would generally be maintained on MD 355 and two 

• through lanes on Montrose Road/Randolph Road. One-way slip ramps would be 
constructed in the quadrants east of MD 355, providing a direct connection to and 
from northbound MD 355. A loop ramp would be constructed in the northwest 
quadrant of the intersection to provide access to southbound MD 355. Existing 
Old Georgetown Road would accommodate turns from southbound MD 355. 

I       Does the project facilitate changes in the existing pattern of growth? 

No. According to the 7592 North Bethesda/Garrett Park Master Plan, the land use in 
the study area is dominated by commercial and light industrial with lesser' 
amounts of residential, forest and open space. Institutional land uses also occur in 
the study area, along with a Park and Ride, the MARC/CSX rail line and the 
White Flint Metro Station. Due to the urbanized nature of the study area, fijture 
planned development is anticipated to strongly resemble that of the existing 
pattern of growth. 

Alternative 9: MD 355 with Option 4 - Bl shifted to the south and Option Bl 
Modified would not facilitate changes in the existing pattern of growth for the 
North Bethesda area, or for the County as a whole. Coordination with the 
Maryland National Capital Park and Planning Commission indicated that 
although the project alternative would cause localized changes to the netwotk of 
business districts and arterial roadways, no Master Plan amendments would be 
needed for the sake of master plan consistency. Therefore, development that is 
inconsistent with the goals and expectations of die Master Plan would not occur 
as a result of the Selected Alternative. 

>i 
S^ 



TIER 2 

Yet. 

Yes. 

fa the project consistent with the local comprehensive plan? 

AJtemaUve 9: MD 355 wi* OpUon 4 - Bl shifted to the south end Option Bl 

Several fotme transportat.on improvemenu have been proposed in the tJe* 

te iSS^rf? ^Depaitment of poM,e ^& TE£EE 
SV^SSST^ CaP,tal Park & Planning Commission (M-NCPPQ^^ 
£SS?S? ^ ~nS,Ste^, With ^ Mont8on>«y C«"»"y "d ^ City of 
Chapman Avenue Extension and the Nebel Stnet Extension to Bou Avenue. 

Mon^i P^2""^^"'"'' ^ MaS"r PUm included *» ^Wiction of Montfose Parkway from 1-270 to Viers Mill Road. TT,* proposed Montrose 
Parlay al.gnmen, is planned to extend along the south side of eating MoH^ 

Mn^" * an jl"? T""'Where k is "P60^ ^ ,««B» MD 355 and proceed 
ffioln h^ 0f Ttini Rand0lph Road " a skew "^ RightX^ 
!w!?h. M^O^W d ,n ^ Vicini,y of Montrose Road •"> ^dolph Road along the Master Plan Montwse Paricway alignment between 1-270 and Viers Mill 
Road for a future transitway. Alternative 9: MD 355 with Option 4 - Bl shifted to 
Aesomh and OpdonBl Modified U comprible with . ftatmt tie*, to Ae 
proposed Montrose Parkway. ^^ 

Does the project support development In a suitable area, a desisnated 
development area, or a redevelopment area? 

The MD 355 - Montrose Roa(Wlandolph Road Intersection Improvement Study is 
enorely within the Montgomery County-Certified Priority Funding Area (PFA) 
and^also locked within the North Bethel Ttauj^ori M««i»em 

Cunent land use is reflective of the underlying floating and transit development 
zoning.classifications. Because of the flexibility in zoning, land use may change 
from its-cunent state. However, it is anticipated that the SHA-Selected 
Alternative would not result in land use changes or impacts that are inconsistent 
with the current master plan. The project supports development in areas 
designated by the 1992 North BethesdaSGamtt Park Master Plan to potentially 
accommodate future land use development These areas include the WUpu Tract 
(south of Montrose Road, east of East Jefferson Street and west of Old 
Gwrgetown Road). Mtd-Pike Plaza Qocated west of Rockville Pike and north of 
OM Georgetown Road). Montrose Crossing (northeast intenection quadrant of 

Jf?^ R«nd0,I* Ra^O «*» Loehnam's Plata (southeast intenection 
quadrant, in the extreme eastern portion of the study area). 

3. Can the project be designed to prevent adverse Impacts to sensitive areas? 

No. Alternative 9: MD 355 with Option 4 - Bl shifted to the south and Option Bl 
Modified minimizes adverse effects upon natural and socio-economic resources. 
There are no wetland, stream. 100-year floodplain, or rare, threatened and 
endangered habitat/species impacts. This alternative would require 8.0 acres of 
woodland habitat For those woodland impacts that are unavoidable, mitigation 
would be provided in accordance with the Maryland Reforestation Law. 
Additional minimization measures would be considered during final design. 

Alternative 9: MD 355 with Option 4 - Bl shifted to the south and Option Bl 
Modified would require 0.03 acre of temporary impact within the historic 
boundary of the Montrose School, which is listed on the National Register of 
Historic Places. This alternative would require removal of the existing sidewalk 
in front of the school and a new access road into the facility. The historic 
Montrose School structure and .most of the existing landscaping will not be 
impacted by the proposed activities. SHA has coordinated closely with the school 

• owners and community members to develop mitigation for these impacts, 
including the addition of retaining walls and landscaping. Reforestation will also 
occur in die vicinity of the school property to mitigate for loss of woodlands and 
to help recreate a forested setting for the Montrose School 

Alternative 9: MD 355 with Option 4 - B1 shifted to the south and Option B1 
Modified would not displace or require any residential property acquisition, or 
impact any neighborhoods or community facilities within the study area. This 
alternative would not impact community cohesion. Alternative 9: MD 355 with 
Option 4 - Bl shifted to the south and Option Bl Modified would require six 
commercial displacements. 

4. If In a rural area, does the project promote compact growth 'In population 
centers? 

N/A 

5. Does the project provide opportunities to conserve resources? 

Yes. Improvements proposed as part of Alternative 9: MD 355.with Option 4 - Bl 
shifted to the south and Option Bl Modified would decrease delay and congestion 
at the MD 355-Montrose/Randolph Road intersection, resulting in improved 
overall air quality. The CO concentrations at all receptors for this alternative are 
below the State and National Ambient Air Quality Standards (S/NAAQS) for the 
one-hour and eight-hour analyses. A relative comparison of the no-build 
alternative versus the SHA-Selected Alternative shows that CO concentrations 
decrease at all receptor locations. This can be attributed to improved level of 
services at the intersections resulting in shorter queue length and lower CO 



Yet. 

By controlling access through grade separation of the intersection, the SHA- 
Selected Alternative would facilitate the north-south through movement on MD 
355, resulting in improved fuel efficiency and reduction of air pollutants. 
Measures will be investigated during final design of the alternative to further 
minimize or avoid environmental impacts. 

SHA has coordinated with the Maryland-National Capital Park and Planning 
Department and Montgomery County regarding the preservation of transit right- 
of-way along the improved Montrose Road/Randolph Road. The 1995 
Transitway and high occupancy vehicle (HOV) Network Master Plan Alternatives 
Report recommended that, due to low travel demand and environmental concerns, 
the transitway in the Montrose Parkway not be studied further. 

Pedestrian and bicycle safety has also been considered through the development 
of Alternative 9: MD 355 with Option 4 - Bl shifted to the south and Option Bl 
Modified. This alternative includes wider outside lanes on all the improved 
roadways and i sidewalk/bike path along the east side of MD 355. Bike lanes are 
also provided along Montrose and Relocated Randolph Roads in accordance with 
the proposed Montgomery County Montrose Parkway typical section. The 
bicycle routes are in accordance with the 1992 North Bethesda/Garrett Park 
Master Plan. Safe and effective pedestrian crossing has also been incorporated 
into this alternative. Proposed pedestrian crossings are included at most 
signalized intersection, intersection islands and medians accommodate pedestrian 
refuge spaces at larger intersections to shorten the length of the road crossing and 
allow pedestrians to focus on crossing traffic moving in one ditectioa it a time. 
Additionally, setbacks are provided to help buffer pedestrians from vehicultr 
traffic and to improve aesthetics. 

Does the project promote economic growth and development ta accord with 
the other dements of the State's Growth Policy? 

Alternative 9: MD 355 with Option 4 - Bl shifted to the south and Option Bl 
Modified is anticipated to promote economic development in accordance with the 
State's Growth Policy. Improved transportation accessibility provided by this 
alternative will support existing community establishments and future 
development within the priority funding area and enhance the study area's 
economic viability. Because of increased mobility and safer access to local 
badnesses, the proposed project is expected to have a positive economic impact 
on-the State of Maryland. 

Project Consistency Report 
(File with Maryland Department of Planning) 

This review is undertaken by the State of Maryland pursuant to SS-7A-02 of the State 
Finance and Procurement Article. Projects or actions are evaluated for consistency with 
the State's Economic Growth, Resource Protection, and Planning Policy in accordance 
with Executive Order 01.01.1992^7. 

Determination      X    Consistent 

 Inconsistent with extraordinary circumstances 

Brief description of extraordinary circumstances: 

Sponsor Agency: Maryland Department of Transportation     Date: NovemherMtW 

Sponsor Agency Contact:   Ms. Marsha Kaiser 

Return to: 

AtttuMr.DonHalligan 

State Clearinghouse 
Maryland Department of Planning 
301 West Preston Street 
Baltimore, MD 21201 
(410)767-4490; FAX: (410)767-4480 



Maryland Department of Transportation 
State Highway Administration 

May 28. 199 

Pams N. Glendenir.g 
Govamor 

John D. Pocari 

Parker F. Williams 
AdnMmtor 

RE: Project No. MO830AII 
MD 355 at Montrose Road/ 
Randolph Road 
Montgomery County. Maryland 

and 
Project No. M0839AII 
[-270 at Watkins Mill Road 
Extended 
Montgomery County, Maryland 

Mr. Richard Spencer 
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers 
CENAB-OP-RX 
P.O. Box 1715 
Baltimore MD 21201 

Attention: Mr. Vance Hobbs 

Dear Mr. Spencer: 

An interagency meeting and field review will be held on June 11 to provide a 
project overview of the above referenced projects. Participants will meet in the larger 9* 
floor conference room of the Montgomery County Executive Office Building (EOB), 
located at 101 Monroe Street in Rockville. Maryland (see attached directional map). 
Attendees should plan on meeting in the conference room from 10:00 a.m. to 11:15 a.m. 
to scope preliminary alternates and discuss the preliminary Secondary and Cumulative 
Effects Analysis for the MD 355 project. 

Participants in the 1-270 at Watkins Mill Road Extended project will meet in the 
same conference room at 11:15 a.m. for a brief tour of the project area. SHA will provide 
a 15-passenger van from the EOB to the project area to minimize the use of additional 
vehicles. The field visit will be followed by a 1:00 p.m. meeting to discuss the attached 
draft Purpose and Need Statement and to develop a one to two page summary. At the 
conclusion of the meeting we will request future dates from you to schedule the next 
1-270 at Watkins Mill Extended project meeting to scope preliminary alternates. 

My Waphoi w numbw It  

Miiytand Relay Service tor hnpaked Hearino or Speech 
1 -800-735-2258 Statawkto To* Fra* 

Mailing Address: P.O. Box 717 • Baltimore. MD 21203-0717 
Street Address: 707 North Celvert Street • Baltimore, Maryland 21202 v-m 
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Please review the attached materials prior to the meeting and be prepared to 
discuss the scope of analyses recommended for either project If you have any questions 
regarding the 1-270 at Watkins Mill Road Extended project, please call either Ms. 
Michelle Hoffman, the project manager, at 410-545-8547, or Ms. Anne Elrays. the 
environmental manager, at 410-545-8562. If you have any questions regarding the 
MD 355 at Montrose Road/Randolph Road project, please call either Mr. Paul Maloney, 
the project manager, at 410-545-8516 or Mr. Jason Groth, the environmental manager, at 
410-545-8567. Michelle, Paul, Jason, and Anne can all be reached toll-free at 800-548- 
5026. 

Joseph R. Kressl/ein 
Assistant Division Chief 
Project Planning Division 

Enclosure 
LHE:JRG:AE 

Mr. Richard Bulavinetz, COE 
Ms. Elizabeth Cole, MHT 
Mr. Andrew Der, MDE 
Mr. John DiGiovanni, MCDPWT 
Mr. Ray Dintaman, DNR 
Mr. Steve Elinsky, COE 
Ms. Anne Elrays, SHA 
Mr. Elder Ghigiarelli, MDE 
Mr. Greg Golden, DNR 
Mr. Jason Groth, SHA 
Mr. John Howard, NPS 
Mr.JefTKnoedler.NPS 
Mr. Rodney Little, MHT 
Mr. John Nichols, NMF 
Ms. Denise Rigney, EPA 
Mr. Robert Simpson, MCDP&T 
Ms. Jamie Stark, EPA 
Ms. Bihui Xu, MOP 
Mr. Robert Zepp.FWS 

Js 



Maryland Department of Transportation 
State Highway Administration 

Parris N. Gtendening 
Governor 

John D. Porcari 
Secretary 

Parker F. Williams' 
July 5,2001 

Mr. Gordon A. Aoyagi 
Fire Administrator 
Montgomery County Fire & Rescue Service 
101 Monroe St., 12th Floor 
RockviUe, MD 20850 

Dear Mr. Aoyagi: 

The Maryland State Highway Administration (SHA) is currently conducting a study to 
improve safety and traffic operations for vehicles using the MD 355 at Montrose Road/Randolph 
Road intersection and the at-grade MARC/CSX Transportation railroad crossing on Randolph 
Road, while providing provisions for adequate pedestrian and bicycle access to existing and 
planned activity centers. 

There are three specific needs to be addressed by this study as noted by the Montgomery 
County Council and the County Executive. First, this intersection is currently experiencing 
severe congestion, which will continue to worsen and fail with stop-and-go conditions in the 
design year of 2020. Second, the MD 355 at Montrose Road/Randolph Road intersection 
experiences accident rates higher than the statewide average for similar roadways, especially for 
rear end and angle accidents. This condition is expected to worsen as congestion increases. 
Third, any improvements to this intersection will need to facilitate vehicular, pedestrian and 
bicycle access to existing and planned development and transit stations. 

A number of transportation improvements are being considered in the MD 355 at 
Montrose Road/Randolph Road Intersection Improvement Study. Preliminary alternatives were 
designed to alleviate congestion and address safety by reducing the number of accidents. In 
addition to the No-Build Alternative (Alternative 1), the following build alternatives have been 
selected for detailed study (see attached figures). 

Alternative 2: Single Point Urban Interchange 
Alternative 2 proposes a single point urban diamond interchange at the MD 355 at Montrose 
Road/Randolph Road intersection. The grade separation for the interchange will result horn 
lowering Montrose Road/Randolph Road under MD 355. Mainline grades of approximately 
three percent will be required on Montrose Road/Randolph Road to provide adequate clearance 
at the overpass. 

My totephono number Is  

Maryland Relay Service lor Impaired Hearing or Speech 
1-800-735-2258 Statewide Tod Free 

Mailing Address: P.O. Box 717 • Baltimore, MD 21203-0717 
Street Addrms: 707 North Celvert Street • BaMmara, Maryland 21202 v-3Cb. 
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The proposed overpass is located to the south of the existing at-grade intersection to minimize 
construction impacts and take advantage of right-of-way already acquired south of Montrose 
Road/Randolph Road. As a result, Montrose Road/Randolph Roads will be shifted to the south 
beginning west of Old Georgetown Road, continuing east through the proposed interchange to 
the Randolph Road/Chapman Avenue intersection. The configuration of the portion of Randolph 
Road east of Chapman Avenue (including the CSX track crossing) is discussed under the 
following Tie-in Options section. 

One-way right-side slip ramps will be provided in each interchange quadrant All left turning 
movements would be confined to a single at-grade signalized intersection beneath the MD 355 
structure. Two left turn lanes would be provided for each of the four left turning movements at 
the intersection. Single lane spurs to the main ramp roadway will be provided for right turning 
traffic merging and diverging from Montrose Road/Randolph Road. 

In general, three through lanes will be maintained on MD 355 and two through lanes on 
Montrose Road/Randolph Road. 

Due to the proposed grade modifications and because all turning movements will use the single 
point interchange, the Old Georgetown Road connection between southbound MD 355 and 
Montrose Road will be removed. A signal is proposed for the intersection of Montrose Road and 
remaining southern portion of Old Georgetown Road, with turning lanes on Montrose Road. 

The existing full access from MD 355 to the Mid Pike Plaza will be reduced to right-in/right-out 
operation, accessible only from the ramp to southbound MD 355. The existing right-in/right-out 
entrance south of the existing full access entrance will be closed due to the weave condition 
created by the ramp. Under Alternative 2, the only viable foil access to Mid Pike Plaza will be 
along MD 187. 

As a result of the slip ramp proposed for the southeast interchange quadrant, the existing access 
from MD 355 to the-Mervis Building will be closed. A new driveway will be created providing 
access to the building from Chapman Avenue. 

Access to other properties in the vicinity of the interchange, including the Montrose Crossing 
Shopping Center, will remain the same. Access changes are described in the discussion of the 
Tie-In Options. 

Alternative 3: At Grade Signalized Intersection 
Alternative 3 would maintain a signalized at-grade crossing at the MD 355 at 
Montrose/Randolph Road intersection. The proposed intersection will be relocated to the south 
of tW existing at-grade intersection similar to Alternative 2, to minimize construction impacts 
and take advantage of right-of-way already acquired south of Montrose Road/Randolph Road. 
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As a result. Montrose RoattfRandolph Road will be shifted to the south beginning west of Old 
Georgetown Road, continuing east through the proposed interchange to the Randolph 
Road/Chapman Avenue intersection. The configuration of the portion of Randolph Road east of 
Chapman A venue (including the CSX track crossing) is discussed under the Tie-In Options 
section. 

Widening will be required to accommodate the proposed intersection lane configuration at the 
MD 355-Montrose Road/Randolph Road intersection, described as follows: 

• Northbound MD 355: three left turn lanes, four through lanes! and one right mm lane, 
• Southbound MD 355: five through lanes (No turns will be permitted from southbound MD 

3S5 at the intersection with Montrose/Randolph Road.) All turns will be made from Old 
Georgetown Road in a manner Similar to existing operations., 

• Etutbound Montrose Road: three left turn lanes, four through lanes and two right turn lanes, 
• Westbound Randolph Road, three left turn lanes, three through lanes and one right turn lane. 

Access to properties in the vicinity of the interchange, including the Mid Pike Plaza, the Mervis 
Building and the Montrose Crossing Shopping Center, will remain the same. Access changes are 
described in the discussion of the Tie-In Options. 

Alternative 9: Randolph Road Under MD 3SS 
The Randolph Road Under MD 355 Alternative proposes grade separation that lowers Montrose 
Road/Randolph Road under MD 355. Mainline grades of approximately two to three percent 
will be required on Montrose Road/Randolph Road to provide adequate clearance at the 
overpass. 

Similar to Alternatives 2 and 3, the proposed overpass is located to the south of the existing at- 
grade intersection to minimize construction impacts and take advantage of right-of-way already 
acquired south of Montrose Road/Randolph Road. As a result, Montrose Road/Randolph Road 
will be shifted to the south beginning west of Old Georgetown Road, continuing east through the 
proposed interchange to the Randolph Road/Chapman Avenue intersection. The configuration of 
the portion of Randolph Road east of Chapman Avenue (including the CSX track crossing) is 
discussed under the Tie-In Options section. 

In general, three through lanes will be maintained on MD 355 and two through lanes on 
Montrose Road/Randolph Road. 

One-way slip ramps will be constmcted in the quadrants east of MD 355, providing a direct 
connection to and from northbound MD 355. A loop ramp will be constmcted in the northwest 
quadrant of the intersection to provide access to southbound MD 3S5. Existing Old Georgetown 
Road will provide access from southbound MD 355. 
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Access to properties in the vicinity of the interchange, including the Mid Pike Plaza, the Mervis 
Building and the Montrose Crossing Shopping Center, will remain Ox same. Access changes are 
described in the discussion of the Tie-In Options. 

Tie-In Options 

Option B-l 
Each of the three build alternatives proposes to relocate Randolph Road to the Montrose 
Parkway right-of-way, from Chapman Avenue to a point east of the CSX railroad tracks, and tie- 
in at the existing Randolph Road/Parklawn Drive intersection. The relocated section of 
Randolph Road will have two through lanes in each direction, including the CSX crossing. The 
CSX crossing will be designed to accommodate the future extension of Nebel Street This tie-in 
option has been incorporated into the overall design of Alternatives 2,3, and 9, and is shown in 
the attached figures. 

Access to existing land uses would be provided by maintaining existing Randolph Road from 
east of Chapman Avenue to west of Parklawn Drive. A service road will be constructed between 
the separated portion of existing Randolph Road and the relocated portion of Randolph Road 
approximately 600 feet west of the Randolph Road/Parklawn Drive intersection. Single turning 
lanes will be provided from Relocated Randolph Road to the service road. 

Option B-l Modified 
Option B-l Modified is being considered in detailed study to provide additional access to 
properties located south of Relocated Randolph Road. A connection is proposed from the 
Relocated Randolph Road/Chapman Avenue intersection to eastbound Randolph Road. This 
connection would form the eastbound approach to the four-leg intersection at the Randolph 
Road/Nebel Street intersection. The westbound departure from the intersection would form a 
loop ramp connecting to eastbound Relocated Randolph Road. An acceleration lane would be 
provided across the bridge over the CSX track. The connector roadway east of the CSX tracks 
between Randolph Road and Relocated Randolph Road would remain as proposed under Option 
B-l. 

The purpose of this letter is to request your input regarding the effects of our study 
alternatives on response times for emergency services. All possible impacts that may result from 
this project, including any effects to emergency services and response time caused by changes in 
traffic circulation patterns, access and/or road construction in this area must be investigated. 
These impects.may be positive, such as improved response times following the road 
improvements, or negative, such as delayed or longer response times. 

SO 
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Your written response is requested by August 1. Should you have any questions or 
concerns please feel free to call Ms. Caimeletta Harris, the Project Manager, at 410-545-8522 or 
Ms. Heather Amick, the Environmental Manager, at 410-545-8526. Both Carmen and Heather 
can be reached toll free at 1-800-548-5026. Thank you for your cooperation. 

Very truly yours, 

Cynthia D. Simpson 
Deputy Director 
Office of Planning and 
Preliminary Engineering 

Joseph R. Kresslein       I) 
Assistant Division Chief 
Project Planning Division 

Enclosure 
cc:      Ms. Heather Amick (w/attachments) 

Mr. Bruce M. Grey 
Ms. Carmeletta Harris 
Mr. Joseph Kresslein 
Ms. Cynthia D. Simpson 

by: 

Maryland Department ofTransportaQon 
State Highway Administration 

July 5.2001 

Parris N. Gtendening 
Governor 

John O. Porcari 
Secretary 

Parker F. Williams 
Administrator 

Mr. Charles A. Moose, Chief 
Montgomery County Department of Police 
2350 Research Boulevard 
Rockville,MD 20850 

Dear Chief Moose: 

The Maryland State Highway Administration (SHA) is currently conducting a study to 
improve safety and traffic operations for vehicles using the MD 355 at Montrose Road/Randolph 
Road intersection and the at-grade MARC/CSX Transportation railroad crossing on Randolph 
Road, while providing provisions for adequate pedestrian and bicycle access to existing and 
planned activity centers. 

There are three specific needs to be addressed by this study as noted by the Montgomery 
County Council and the County Executive. First, this intersection is currently experiencing 
severe congestion, which will continue to worsen and fail with stop-and-go conditions in the 
design year of 2020. Second, the MD 355 at Montrose Road/Randolph Road intersection 
experiences accident rates higher than the statewide average for similar roadways, especially for 
rear end and angle accidents. This condition is expected to worsen as congestion increases. 
Third, any improvements to this intersection will need to facilitate vehicular, pedestrian and 
bicycle access to existing and planned development and transit stations. 

A number of transportation improvements are being considered in the MD 355 at 
Montrose Road/Randolph Road Intersection Improvement Study. Preliminary alternatives were 
designed to alleviate congestion and address safety by reducing the number of accidents. In 
addition to the No-Build Alternative (Alternative 1), the following build alternatives have been 
selected for detailed study (see attached figures). 

Alternative 2: Single Point Urban Interchange 
Alternative 2 pitjposes a single point urban diamond interchange at the MD 355 at Montrose 
Road/Randolph Road intersection. The grade separation for the interchange will result from 
lowering Montrose Road/Randolph Road under MD 355. Mainline grades of approximately 
three percent will be required on Montrose Road/Randolph Road to provide adequate clearance 
at the overpass. 

The proposed-overpass is located to the south of the existing at-grade intersection to minimize 
construction impacts and take advantage of right-of-way already acquired south of Montrose 

My telephone number Is ,  
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Road/Randolph Road. As a result, Montrose Road/Randolph Roads wilt be shifted to the south 
beginning west of Old Georgetown Road, continuing east through the proposed interchange to 
the Randolph Road/Chapman Avenue intersection. The configuration of the portion of Randolph 
Road east of Chapman Avenue (including the CSX track crossing) is discussed under the 
following Tie-In Options section. 

One-way right-side slip ramps will be provided in each interchange quadrant AH left turning 
movements would be confined to a single at-grade signalized intersection beneath the MD 3SS 
structure. Two left turn lanes would be provided for each of the four left turning movements at 
the intersection. Single lane spurs to the main ramp roadway will be provided for right turning 
traffic merging and diverging from Montrose Road/Randolph Road. 

In general, three through lanes will be maintained on MD 355 and two through lanes on 
Montrose Road/Randolph Road. 

Due to the proposed grade modifications and because all turning movements will use the single 
point interchange, the Old Georgetown Road connection between southbound MD 3SS and 
Montrose Road will be removed. A signal is proposed for the intersectiori of Montrose Road and 
remaining southern portion of Old (jeorgetown Road, with turning lanes on Montrose Road. 

The existing full access from MD 3SS to the Mid Pike Plaza will be reduced to right-in/right-out 
operation, accessible only from the ramp to southbound MD 355.- The existing right-in/right-out 
entrance south of the existing full access entrance will be closed due to the weave condition 
created by the ramp. Under Alternative 2, the only viable full access to Mid Pike Plaza will be 
along MD 187. 

As a result of the slip ramp proposed for the southeast interchange quadrant, the existing access 
from MD 3S5 to the Mervis Building will be closed. A new driveway will be created providing 
access to the building from Chapman Avenue. 

Access to other properties in the vicinity of the interchange, including the Montrose Crossing 
Shopping Center, will remain the same. Access changes are described in the discussion of the 
Tie-In Options. 

Alternative 3: At Grade Signalized Intersection 
Alternative 3 would maintain a signalized at-grade crossing at the MD 355 at 
Montrose/Randolph Road intersection. The proposed intersection will be relocated to the south 
of the existing at-grade intersection similar to Alternative 2, to minimize construction impacts 
and take advantage of right-of-way already acquired south of Montrose Road/Randolph Road. 
As a result, Montrose Road/Randolph Road will be shifted to the south beginning west of Old 
Georgetown Road, continuing east through the proposed interehange to the Randolph 
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Road/Chapman Avenue intersection. The configuration of the portion of Randolph Road east of 
Chapman Avenue (including the CSX track crossing) is discussed under the Tie-In Options 
section. 

Widening will be required to accommodate the proposed intersection lane configuration at the 
MD 355-Montrose Road/Randolph Road intersection, described as follows: 

• Northbound MD 355: three left turn lanes, four through lanes, and one right turn lane, 
• Southbound MD 355: five through lanes (No turns will be permitted from southbound MD 

355 at the intersection with Montrose/Randolph Road.) All turns will be made from Old 
Georgetown Road in a manner similar to existing operations., 

• Eastbound Montrose Road: three left turn lanes, four through lanes and two right turn lanes, 
• Westbound Randolph Road: three left turn lanes, three through lanes and one right turn lane. 

Access to properties in the vicinity of the interchange, including the Mid Pike Plaza, the Mervis 
Building and the Montrose Crossing Shopping Center, will remain the same. Access changes are 
described in the discussion of the Tie-in Options. 

Alternative 9: Randolph Road Under MD 355 
The Randolph Road Under MD 355 Alternative proposes grade separation that lowers Montrose 
Road/Randolph Road under MD 355. Mainline grades of approximately two to three percent 
will be required on Montrose Road/Randolph Road to provide adequate clearance at the 
overpass. 

Similar to Alternatives 2 and 3, the proposed overpass is located to the south of the existing at- 
grade intersection to minimize construction impacts and take advantage of right-of-way already 
acquired south of Montrose Road/Randolph Road. As a result, Montrose Road/Randolph Road 
will be shifted to the south beginning west of Old Georgetown Road, continuing east through the 
proposed interchange to the Randolph Road/Chapman Avenue intersection. The configuration of 
the portion of Randolph Road east of Chapman Avenue (including the CSX track crossing) is 
discussed under the Tie-In Options section. 

In general, three through lanes will be maintained on MD 355 and two through lanes on 
Montrose Road/Randolph Road. 

One-way slip ramps will be constructed in the quadrants east of MD 355, providing a direct 
connection to and from northbound MD 355. A loop ramp will be constructed in the northwest 
quadrant of the intersection to provide access to southbound MD 355. Existing Old Georgetown 
Road will provide access from southbound MD 355. Access to properties in the vicinity of the 
interchange, including the Mid Pike Plaza, the Mervis Building and the Montrose Crossing 
Shopping Center, will remain the same. Access changes are described in the discussion of the 
Tie-In Options. 

30 
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Tie-In Options   

Option B-l 
Each of the three build alternatives proposes to relocate Randolph Road to the Montrose 
Paricway right-of-way, from Chapman Avenue to a point east of the CSX railroad tracks, and tie- 
in at the existing Randolph Road/Parklawn Drive intersection. The relocated section of 
Randolph Road will have two through lanes in each direction, including the CSX crossing. The 
CSX crossing will be designed to accommodate the future extension of Nebel Street This tie-in 
option has been incorporated into the overall design of Alternatives 2,3, and 9, and is shown in 
the attached figures. 

Access to existing land uses would be provided by maintaining existing Randolph Road from 
east of Chapman Avenue to west of Parklawn Drive. A service road will be constructed between 
the separated portion of existing Randolph Road and the relocated portion of Randolph Road 
approximately 600 feet west of the Randolph Road/Parklawn Drive intersection. Single turning 
lanes will be provided from Relocated Randolph Road to the service road. 

Option B-l Modified v 

Option B-l Modified is being considered in detailed study to provide additional access to 
properties located south of Relocated Randolph Road. A connection is proposed from the 
Relocated Randolph Road/Chapman Avenue intersection to eastbound Randolph Road. This 
connection would form the eastbound approach to the four-leg intersection at the Randolph 
Road/Nebel Street intersection. The westbound departure from the intersection would form a 
loop ramp connecting to eastbound Relocated Randolph Road. An acceleration lane would be 
provided across the bridge over the CSX track. The connector roadway east of the CSX tracks 
between Randolph Road and Relocated Randolph Road would remain as proposed under Option 
B-l. 

The purpose of this letter is to request your input regarding the effects of our study      . . 
alternatives on response times for emergency services. All possible impacts that may result from 
this project, including any effects to emergency services and response time caused by changes in 
traffic circulation patterns, access and/or road construction in this area must be investigated. 
These impacts may be positive, such as improved response times following the toad 
improvements, or negative, such as delayed or longer response times. 

Your written response is requested by August 1. Should you have any questions or 
concerns please feel free to call Ms. Caimeletta Harris, the Project Manager, at 410-545-8522 or 
Ms. Heather Amick. the Environmental Manager, at 410-545-8526. Both Carmen and Heather 
can be reached toll free at 1-800-548-5026. Thank you for your cooperation. 
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by: 

Very truly yours, 

Cynthia D. Simpson 
Deputy Director 
Office of Planning and 
Preliminary Engineering 

d^~*y 
sslein   1/     (] Joseph R. Kresslein 

Assistant Division Chief 
' Project Planning Division 

Enclosure 
cc:      Ms. Heather Amick (w/attachments) 

Mr. Bruce M. Grey 
Ms. Caimeletta Harris 
Mr. Joseph Kresslein 
Ms. Cynthia D. Simpson 

C^ 



DEPARTMENT OF POUCE 
Doughs M. Duncan 
County Exteuhv 

Chirio A. Moose, Ph.D. 
CbUfefPoUet 

September 18,2001 

Cynthia D. Simpson, Deputy Director 
Office of Planning and Preliminary Engineering 
Maryland Department of Transportation 
State Highway Administration 
P.O. Box 717 
Baltimore, Maryland 21203-0717 

Dear Ms. Simpson: 

I am responding to your letter dated July 5,2001, alerting us to transportation 
improvements proposed for the MD 355 at the Montrose Road/Randolph Road 
Intersection. After reviewing your correspondence, the effect of anticipated alternatives 
on this roadway to police response times is as follows: 

Alternative 1: No-Build Alternative 

This roadway is beyond capacity at this time. Any emergency response to the area is 
already hampered by traffic flow during rush hours. Failure to build will increase this 
unsafe situation. 

Alternative 2: Single Point Urban Interchange 

Of all the alternatives, this appears the most appealing in regard to response times. It 
would completely separate Montrose Road from MD 355, thereby eliminating die danger 
involved when emergency vehicles attempt to cross a major intersection. 

Ofllce of the Chief of Police v-3& 
2;W) IhaiCTrch Boulevard    • Itoclcrtlle. Maprfand 208SO-3294 ' 240/773-5000. TDD 301/762-7619 

Maryland Department of Transportation 
State Highway Administration 

August 8,2001 

RE: Project No. MO830A11 
MD 355/Montrose Road 
Montgomery County 

Parts N. Glendening 
Govamor 

John D. Porcari 
Sacrataiy 
Parker F. Williams 

Project No. AA629B21 
MD 174/1-97 
Bridge Replacement and Interchange Improvements 
Anne Arusdel County 

Ms. Denise Rigney 
Office of Environmental Programs 
Environmental Protection Agency **" 
Region III - Environmental Services Division 
Mail Stop -3ES30 
1650 Arch Street 
Philadelphia PA 19103-2029 

Dear Ms. Rigney: 

Enclosed for your review and comment is a copy of the Air Quality Analysis for the 
MD 355/Montrose Road and MD 174/1-97 projects. Your comments are requested by September 
14,2001. 

Please respond to: 

Donald H. Sparklin 
Assistant Division Chief 
Project Planning Division 

Mailstop C-301 
Maryland State Highway Administration 

707 North Calvert Street 
Baltimore MD 21202 
Attn: Mr. Gary Green 

Very truly yours, 

Cynthia D. Simpson 
Deputy Director 
Office of Planning and 
Preliminaiy Engineering 

My Maphocw numbar it  

Maryland Relay Sarvlcs lor Impaired Hearing or Speech 
1-600-735-2258 Statewide Tod Free 
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by: 
Donald H. Sparklin 
Assistant Division Chief 
Project Planning Division 

Enclosures (2) 

Ms. Heatber Amick, SHA-PPD 
Mr. Van Funk, SHA-PPD 
Mr. Gary Green, SHA-PPD 
Ms. Denise Winslow, FHWA 

Maryland Department of Transportation 
State Highway Administration 

Parris N. Glendening 
GOMwnor 

John D. Pofcari 
Sacnoty 

Parker F. Williams August 8,2001 

RE: Project No. MO830A11 
MD 355/Montrose Road 
Montgomery County 

Project No. AA629B21 
.    MD 174/1-97 

Bridge Replacement and Interchange Improvements 
Anne Anmdel County 

Ms. Diane Franks 
Air and Radiation Management Administration 
Maryland Department of the Environment 
2500 Broening Highway 
Baltimore MD 21224 

Dear Ms. Franks: . 

Enclosed for your review and comment is a copy of the Air Quality Analysis for the MD 
355/Montrose Road and MD 174/1-97 projects. Your comments are requested by September 14, 
2001. 

Please respond to: 

Donald H. Sparklin 
Assistant Division Chief 

Project Planning Division 
Mailstop C-301 

Maryland State Highway Administration 
707 North Calvert Street 

Baltimore MD 21202 
Attn: Mr. Gary Green 

Very truly yours, 

Cynthia D. Simpson 
Deputy Director 
Office of Planning and 
Preliminary Engineering 

My WMphon* numtxr l«  

Maryland Belay Service for Impaired Hearing or Speech 
1-600-735-2258 Statewide Ton Free 

Mailing Addma: P.O. Box 717 • Baltimore, MD 31203-0717 
Streat Addreee: 707 North Calvert Street • BaMmora, Maryland 21202 v-24d 



Ms. Denise Franks 
MD 355/Montro3C Road and MD 174/1-97 
Page Two 

by: fULLJb 
Donald H. SparMin 
Assistant Division Chief 

Enclosures (2) 

cc:      Ms. Heather Amick, SHA-PPD 
Mr. Van Funk, SHA-PPD 
Mr. Gary Cteen, SHA-PPD 
Ms. Denfae Wmslow, FHWA 
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Revised: July 7,2000 

State Highway Administration, Office of Real Estate 

SUMMARY OF THE RELOCATION ASSISTANCE PROGRAM OF THE 
STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION OF MARYLAND 

All State Highway Administration projects utilizing Federal fiinds must comply with the 
provisions of the Unifomi Relocation and Real Property Acquisition Policies Act of 1970 (42 USC 4601), 
as amended by Title IV of the Surface Transportation & Uniform Relocation Assistance Act of 1987 
(P.L.100-17) and Public Law 105-117. State funded projects must comply with Sections 12-112 and 
Subtitle 2, Sections 12-201 to 12-212 of the Real Property Article of the Annotated Code of Maryland. 

The State Highway Administration's Office of Real Estate administers the Relocation 
Assistance Program for the Maryland Department of Transportation. - 

The aforementioned Federal and State laws require that the State Highway 
Administration provide relocation assistance payments and advisory services to eligible persons 
who are displaced by a public project There are two categories of residential occupants: 180- 
day owner-occupants, and 90-day tenants and short-term owner-occupants. Non-residential 
occupants may be businesses, farms or non-profit organizations. 

A displaced person that has owned and occupied a subject dwelling for at least 180 days 
prior to the initiation of negotiations for the property may receive a replacement housing 
payment of up to $22^00. The replacement housing payment is composed of three parts: a 
purchase price differential; an increased mortgage interest differential; and reimbursement for 
incidental settlement expenses. 

The purchase price differential is the difference between the value paid by die State 
Highway Administration for the existing dwelling and the cost to the displaced owner of a 
comparable replacement dwelling, as determined by the State's replacement housing study. 

The increased mortgage interest differential is a payment made to the owner at the time 
of settlement on the replacement dwelling to negate the effects of less favorable financing in the 
new situation. The payment is calculated by use of the "buy-down** mortgage method. 

Reimbursable incidental expenses are necessary and reasonable incidental costs that are 
incurred by the displaced person in purchasing a replacement dwelling, excluding prepaid 
expenses such as real estate taxes and insurance. The maximum reimbursable amount for these 
incidental expenses is based upon the cost of the comparable selected in the replacement housing 

study. 

A displaced person who has leased and occupied a subject dwelling for at least 90 days 
prior to the initiation of negotiations for the property may receive a replacement rental housing 
payment of up to $5,250. The replacement rental housing payment is the difference between the 
monthly cost of housing for the subject dwelling, plus utilities, and the monthly cost of housing 
for a comparable replacement rental unit, plus utilities, over'a period of 42 months. Owner- 



^ 

occupants of from 90-179 days prior to-the initiation of negotiations for the subject dwelling are 
eligible for the same replacement rental housing payments as tenants. 

As an alternative to renting, a displaced tenant occupant may elect to apply the rental 
replacement housing eligibility amount toward the down payment needed to purchase a 
replacement dwelling. 

The comparable properties used in calculating any replacement housing payment 
eligibility must comply with all local standards for decent, safe and sanitary (DS&S) housing, 
and be within the financial means of the displaced person. 

If affordable, comparable, DS&S replacement housing cannot be provided within the 
statutory maximums of $22,500 for 180-day owner occupants or $5,250 for 90-day tenants or 
short term owners, the maximums may be exceeded on a case by case basis. This may only te 
done after the completion and approval of a detailed study that documents the housing problem, 
explores the available replacement options and selects the most feasible and cost-effective 
alternative for implementation. 

In addition, eligible displaced residential occupants may be reimbursed for the expense of 
moving personal property up to a maximum distance of fifty (50) miles, using either an actual 
cost or fixed schedule method. 

Actual cost moves are based upon the lower of at least two commercial moving 
estimates and must be documented with receipted bills or invoices. Other incidental moving 
expenses,' such as utility rcconnection charges, may also be paid in the same manner. 

As an alternative method, the fixed schedule move offers a lump sum, all-inclusive 
payment based upon the number of rooms to be moved. Other incidental costs are not separately 
reimbursable with this method. 

Non-residential displaced persons such as businesses, farms or non-profit organizations 
may also receive reimbursement for the expense of relocating and re-cstabUshing operations at a 
 i„--.m-nt«te on either an actual cost or fixed payment basis. 

loss 

may also receive reiuwu*~...v»« »» -. r-—       •- 
replacement site on either an actual cost or fixed payment basis. 

Under the actual cost method, a non-residential displaced person may receive 
reimbiirsement for necessary and reasonable expenses for moving its personal property, the 1^ 
of tangible personal property that is not moved, the cost of searching for a replacement site, and^ 
a re-establishment allowance of up to $10,000. 

The actual reasonable moving expenses may be paid for a move by a commercial mover 
or for a self-move. Payments for the actual reasonable expenses are limited to a 50-mile radius 
unless the State determines a longer distance is necessary. The expenses claimed for actual cost 
moves must be supported by firm bids and receipted bills. An inventory of the items to b? 
moved must be prepared in all cases. In self-moves, the State will negotiate an amount for 
navment. usually lower than the lowest acceptable bid. The allowable expenses of a self-move 
Eufy include amounts paid for equipment hired, the cost of using the business vehicles or 
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naid to oersons who participate in the move, the cost of actual supervision of 
2S5SE! ^"for JpersoL property moved, costs of licenses or pennrts 
equired ^nd other related expenses. 

^imbursable moving expenses. 

n„v«i and is VMM "fSf,^ JSSSS S rfES-*- h-. induding 
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^M   Should a business be in operation less than two years, the owner of the business may still 
^•bkZ recei^ the "in lieu oT payment In all cases, the owner of the business must 
rjldf^on^rn to support its nrteanungs, such as income tax returns, or certified financtal 
statements, for the tax years in question. 

Disulaced farms and non-profit organizations are also eligible for actual reasonable 
ffwtariMF<nL UD to 50 miles, actual direct losses of tangible personal property, search costs up to 
?,^8X^blishmentexpensesuptoS10,000orafixedpa^^ 
i^^nses of $1,000 to $20,000. TTie State may determine ifatf a displaced fenn may be 
"^^S^of $1,000 to a maximum of $20,000 based upon the net income of the farm, 
^vidSTe fann has been relocated or the partial acquisition caused a substantial change m 
E^ rfita to. In some cases, payments "in lieu of actual moving costs may be made to 
J^S« a- « effected by a partial acquisition. A non-profit organizaaonn« digjble^» 
^ive^ed payment or an "in Ueu or actual moving cost payment, m the amount of $1,000 
S^OObas^on gross annual revenues less administrative expenses. 

A more detailed explanation of the benefits and payments available to displaced peisons, 
busmes^S and non-profit organizations is available inje brochure entitled "Relo^on 
SSJ: ^ Rights and Benefits", that will be distributed at the public hearing for this 
project and be given to all displaced persons. 

Federal and state laws require that the State ffighway Administratibn shaU not proceed I 
with any phase of a project which will cause the relocation of any persons, or proceed wrthjmy 

^L^^iccL until it has furnished satisfactory assurances that the above payments will - 

sXd^taiy housing within their financial means, or that such housing is in place andhas 
been made available to the displaced person. H 

PtmiJC LAW 105-117 

On November 21,1997, President William J. Clinton signed || 
Public Law 105-117, amending the Uniform Relocation 
Assistance and Real Property Acqubitidn Policies Act, also j- 
known as the Uniform Act The law became effective on the || 
same day that it was signed. 

1 
Public Law 105-117 provides that a person who is an alien 
and is not lawfully present in the United States shall not be I 
eligible for relocation payments or other assistance under | 
the Uniform Act It abo directed all State displacing agencies 
that utilize Federal funds in their projects to implement - 
procedures for compliance with the 1997 amendments, in I 
order to safeguard that funding. 

To this end, displaced persons will be asked to certify | 

i 



to their Citizenship or alien status prior to receiving payments or 
other benefits under the relocation assistance program. 



Properties in the Vicinity Street Address Business Type 

Annie Sez Rockville Pike Apparel and Accessory Stores 
Bunn Designer Rockville Pike Miscellaneous Retail 
Champion Billiards Rockville Pike Amusement and Recreation Facilities 
Comp USA Rockville Pike Business Services 
Credit Union Rockville Pike Paper and Allied Services 
Dollar Express Rockville Pike General Merchandise Stores 
Funco Land Rockville Pike Amusement and Recreational Facilities 
GNC Rockville Pike Miscellaneous Retail 
Lane Bryant Rockville Pike Apparel and Accessory Stores 
Montrose Animal Hospital Rockville Pike Vetenary Services 
Next Day Blinds Rockville Pike Home Furniture, Furnishings and Equipment Stores 
Oriental D6cor Rockville Pike Home Furniture, Furnishings and Equipment Stores 
Pancake House Rockville Pike Eating and Drinking Places 
Payless Shoe Source Rockville Pike Apparel and Accessory Stores 
Pearl Arts and Crafts Rockville Pike Miscellaneous Retail 
Penn Camera Rockville Pike Miscellaneous Retail 
Ross Rockville Pike General Merchandise Stores 
Ruby Tuesday Rockville Pike Eating and Drinking Places 
Sally Beauty Supply Rockville Pike Miscellaneous Retail 
Sprint Rockville Pike Business Services 
The Hebrew Home of Greater Washington Montrose Road Individual and Family Social Services 
The Jewish Community Center of Greater Washington Montrose Road Individual and Family Social Services 
The Jewish Federation Montrose Road Individual and Family Social Services 
The Men's Warehouse Rockville Pike Apparel and Accessory Stores 
This End Up Rockville Pike Home Furniture, Furnishings and Equipment Stores 
TJMaxx Rockville Pike Apparel and Accessory Stores 
Trader Joe's Rockville Pike Food Stores 
Bagel City Rockville Pike Eating and Drinking Places 
Bank of America Rockville Pike Depository Institutions 
Barnes and Noble Rockville Pike Miscellaneous Retail 
Bellini Juvenile Designer Furniture Rockville Pike Home Furniture, Furnishings and Equipment Stores 
Chevy Chase Bank Rockville Pike Depository Institutions 
Crest Cleaners Chapman Avenue Personal Services 
David's Hair Design Rockville Pike Personal Services 
Eyeland Optical Chapman Avenue Health Services 
Giant Rockville Pike Food Stores 
Goodyear Rockville Pike Automotive Repair, Services and Parking 
Hallmark Rockville Pike Miscellaneous Retail 
Hudson Trail Outfitters Rockville Pike Apparel and Accessory Stores 
Kemper Carpets and Rugs Rockville Pike Home Furniture, Furnishings and Equipment Stores 
Marshall's Rockville Pike General Merchandise Stores 
Mattress Warehouse Rockville Pike General Merchandise Stores 
Mikasa Home Store Rockville Pike Home Furniture, Furnishings and Equipment Stores 
Montrose School House Randolph Road Educational Sen/ices 
Office Depot Rockville Pike General Merchandise Stores 
Old Navy Clothing Rockville Pike Apparel and Accessory Stores 
Plus Sizes/Plus Savings Rockville Pike Apparel and Accessory Stores 
Richey Walking Center Rockville Pike Apparel and Accessory Stores 
Salon Vogue & Day Spa Rockville Pike Personal Services 
Starbuck's Coffee Rockville Pike Eating and Drinking Places 
T.G.I Fridays Rockville Pike Eating and Drinking Places 
Tara Thai Rockville Pike Eating and Drinking Places 
The Cosmetic Center Rockville Pike Miscellaneous Retail 
The Sports Authority Rockville Pike Miscellaneous Retail 
Timpani Rockville Pike Eating and Drinking Places 
Tony Lin's Restaurant Rockville Pike Eating and Drinking Places 
United Bank Bou Avenue Depository Institutions 
Wine and Liquors Rockville Pike Miscellaneous Retail 
Heitkamp, Inc Randolph Road Home Furniture, Furnishings and Equipment Stores 
Levitz Rockville Pike General Merchandise Stores 
Bell Atlantic Montrose Road Communications 
Harris Music Company Wilkins Avenue Home Furniture, Furnishings and Equipment Stores 
Maryland Fire Equipment Wilkins Avenue Miscellaneous Retail 
NABI Rockville Wilkins Avenue Personal Services 
United Way Wilkins Avenue Social Services 

^3 



Properties in the Vicinity Street Address Business Type 

A-1 Automotive Center Randolph Road Automotive Repair, Sen/ices and Parking 

Auto Dent Care Inc. Randolph Road Automotive Repair, Services and Parking 

Botanical Interiors Randolph Road Home Furniture, Furnishings and Equipment Stores 

Brandon Direct Importers Warehouse Randolph Road Home Furniture, Furnishings and Equipment Stores 

Bright Dental Care Randolph Road Health Sen/ices 

Capital Communications Randolph Road Engineering, Accounting, Research Management, and Related 

Foreign Car Auto Service Randolph Road Automotive Repair, Services and Parking 

Gentle Dental Randolph Road Health Services 

Grimberg Engineers Randolph Road Engineering, Accounting, Research Management, and Related 

Heavenly Nails Randolph Road Personal Services 

LAPP Brothers Randolph Road Automotive Repair, Services and Parking 

Master Auto Service Inc. Randolph Road Automotive Repair, Services and Parking 

Buls Maytag Randolph Road Home Furniture, Furnishings and Equipment Stores 

K&S Upholstry Randolph Road Home Furniture, Furnishings and Equipment Stores 

Montgomery Eye Care Randolph Road Health Services 

Onnlk Dental Lab, Inc. Randolph Road Health Sen/ices 

Vacant Building (Coming Sooa.Kevin's Auto Body & Paint) Randolph Road Automotive Repair, Services and Parking 

Randolph Beer and Wine Randolph Road Miscellaneous Retail 

Randolph Motors Randolph Road Automotive Repair, Services and Parking 

R&B Steel Fabricators Randolph Road Automotive Repair, Services and Parking 

Rockville Pregnancy Center Randolph Road Health Services 

Self Storage Parklawn Drive Non-classifiable Establishment 

SK Cleaners Randolph Road Personal Services 

S&S Shoe Repair Randolph Road Personal Services 

Techline Furniture and Cabinetry Randolph Road Home Furniture, Furnishings and Equipment Stores 

Termini Bros. Inc. Randolph Road Home Furniture, Furnishings and Equipment Stores 

Washington Apple Pi Parklawn Drive Social Sen/ices 

Wid Mayer Company Randolph Road Home Furniture, Furnishings and Equipment Stores 

Viva Flamenco Randolph Road Amusement and Recreational Facilities 

U-Haul Parklawn Drive Automotive Repair, Services and Parking 
Aspen System Corporation Executive Boulevard Business Services 

Earth Satellite Technologies Old Georgetown Road Engineering, Accounting, Research Management, and Related 
Services 

Fresh Fields Executive Boulevard Wholesale Trade - non durable goods 

Kaiser Permanente Executive Boulevard Insurance Carriers 

Liberty Mutual Executive Boulevard Depository Institutions 

National Institute of Health Executive Boulevard Administration of Human Resource Programs 

Texaco Montrose Road Automotive Dealers and Gasoline Service Stores 
Baity Total Fitness Old Georgetown Road Amusement and Recreational Facilities 

Bank of America Rockville Pike Depository Institutions 

CVS Old Georgetown Road Miscellaneous Retail 

Dryclean Pro Old Georgetown Road Personal Sen/ices 

Filene's Basement Old Georgetown Road General Merchandise Stores 

Hour Eyes Old Georgetown Road Health Services 

1 Can't Believe It's Yogurt Old Georgetown Road Eating and drinking places 

Kids-R-Us Old Georgetown Road Apparel and Accessory Stores 

Linen's N' Things Old Georgetown Road Home Furniture, Furnishings and Equipment Stores 

Montgomery Donut Old Georgetown Road Eating and drinking places 

One-Hour Motophoto Rockville Pike Business Services 

The Silver Diner Rockville Pike Eating and drinking places 

Toys-R-Us Old Georgetown Road Apparel and Accessory Stores 

Vitamin Superstore Old Georgetown Road Miscellaneous Retail 

The Body Shop Randolph Road General Merchandise Stores 

Classic Auto Salon Randolph Road Automotive Repair, Services and Parking 

Hann and Hann Painting and Wallcovering Randolph Road Building Materials, Hardware, Garden Supply, And Mobile Home 
Dealers 

International Motors of Bethesda Randolph Road Automotive Dealers and Gasoline Service Stores 

Lancaster Landscapes Randolph Road Agricultural Services 

Merchants Tire and Auto Center Randolph Road Automotive Repair, Services and Parking 

Mervis Diamond Importers Rockville Pike Miscellaneous Retail 

Picture Frame Gallery Randolph Road Home Furniture, Furnishings and Equipment Stores 

Roy's Pottery Rockville Pike Agricultural Services 

Asaudur's Market Nebel Street Miscellaneous Retail 

Alphagraphics Nebel Street Engineering, Accounting, Research Management, and Related 

Animal Hospital Nebel Street Veterinary Services 

Best Friends Pet Resort and Salon Randolph Road Veterinary Services 

Ceslies Pool Supply Nebel Street Miscellaneous Retail 

Dent Wizard Nebel Street Automotive Repair Services and Parking 
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Properties in the Vicinity Street Address Business Type 

Furniture America Nebel Street Home Furniture, Furnishings and Equipment Stores 

Guardian Tree Experts Nebel Street Agricultural Services 

Interior Wall Nebel Street Home Furniture, Furnishings and Equipment Stores 

Salon Gabor Nebel Street Personal Services 

Signs by Tomarrow Nebel Street Business Services 

Staples and Shopping Center Randolph Road Miscellaneous Retail 

Today's Man Nebel Street Apparel and Accessory Stores 

Be My Guest, Inc. Nebel Street Personal Sen/ices 

Brother Sew and Vac Nebel Street Miscellaneous Retail 

East West Nail Supply Nebel Street Personal Services 

J&B Restaurant Supplies Nebel Street Miscellaneous Retail 

Kitchen Techniques Nebel Street Home Furniture, Furnishings and Equipment Stores 

L&L Bakeries Nebel Street Eating and drinking places 

Master Graphics Nebel Street Engineering, Accounting, Research Management, and Related 
Services 

Nicole's Furniture Laminate Showcase Nebel Street Home Furniture, Furnishings and Equipment Stores 

Washington Times Warehouse Nebel Street Paper and Allied Sen/ices 

The Art Warehouse Nebel Street Miscellaneous Retail 

Warehouse Office Supplies Nebel Street Miscellaneous Retail 

7-11/ Subshop/ Photostore Randolph Road Eating and drinking places 

Carpet Shop Randolph Road Home Furniture, Furnishings and Equipment Stores 

Chevron Randolph Road Automotive Dealers and Gasoline Service Stores 

Pepco Parklawn Drive Electric Gas and Stationaary Services 

Performance Discount Tire Parklawn Drive Automotive Repair, Sen/ices and Parking 

Public Storage Randolph Road Miscellaneous Sen/ice 

Rockville Mini Storage Parklawn Drive Miscellaneous Sen/ice 

Storage USA Parklawn Drive Miscellaneous Sen/ice 

Supply Store Randolph Road Miscellaneous Retail 

Arb/s Rockville Pike Eating and drinking places 

Blinds to Go Rockville Pike Home Furnishings and Equipment Store 

C&C Framing Rockville Pike Business Services 

Calico Comers Rockville Pike Miscellaneous Retail 

Eastern Empire Buffet Old Georgetown Road Eating and Drinking places 

Lincoln-Mercury-Jaguar Dealership Old Georgetown Road Automotive Dealers and Gasoline Service Stores 

Manhatten Bagel Rockville Pike Eating and drinking places 

Myer -Emco Audio Video Old Georgetown Road Home Furnishings and Equipment Store 

Nissan Dealership Old Georgetown Road Automotive Dealers and Gasoline Service Stores 

Popeye Rockville Pike Eating and drinking places 

Vegetable Garden Rockville Pike Eating and Drinking Places 
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' Potential Business Displacements are Shaded 


