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Adminlistrator
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Contract No. H 805-151-471
Maryland Route 543/I-95
and Related Studies

FINDING OF NO SIGNIFICANT IMPACT

Enclosed for your information and files is the approved Finding
of No Significant Impact (FONSI) and the appropriate supporting
material for the referenced project. This document has been prepared
in accordance with the revised Federal-Aid Highway Program Manual,

Volume 7, Chapter 7, Section 2, the CEQ Regulations, and DOT Order
5610.1c.

An alternate was selected at both the Maryland Route 24/
U.S. Route 40 (Alternate 3) and Maryland Route 543/1-95 (Alternate
4) areas. Alternate 3 proposes the dualization of Maryland Route
24 from I-95 to just south of Maryland Route 755 in Edgewood. Alter-
nate 4 proposes the relocation of Maryland Route 543 from south of

James Run to Maryland Route 7 and the construction of a diamond
interchange at I-95.

Distribution of the FONSI is made on behalf of the Federal
Highway Administration in accordance with 23 CFR 771.

Very truly yours,

M., S. Caltrider
State Highway Administrator

by:

Hal Kassoff, Director
Office of Planning and
Preliminary Engineering
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FEDERAL HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION
FINDING OF NO SIGNIFICANT IMPACT
FOR
MARYLAND ROUTE 543/I-95 AND RELATED STUDIES,
INCLUDING THE U.S. ROUTE 40/MD RTE. 24 INTERCHANGE
HARFORD COUNTY

The FHWA has determined that this project will not have any
significant impact on the environment. This Finding of No
Significant Impact (FONSI) is based on the Environmental
Assessment (EA) and the attached information, which summarizes
the assessment and documents the selection of the Alternate 3
Interchange at U.S. 40 and MD Route 24, including the dualiza-
tion of MD 24 from I-95 to South of MD Route 755, and the
Alternate 4 interchange at I-95 and relocated MD Rte. 543. The
minimal impacts, which will occur, are summarized in the
attached Impacts of Selected Alternates Table and further
discussed in this document and the EA. The FHWA has full
responsibility under NEPA for the scope and content of the EA,
which has been independently evaluated by FHWA and determined
to adequately discuss the issues and impacts of the proposed
project. The EA contains sufficient evidence for determining
that an EIS is not required.

Febreary 2, )/)984 ‘52,»¢~;eSELQ~L~¢1%;%,_____
Date 7 Division Administrafor




I S W SN .

. _ ‘ _
il I WS N OGN U m S o

ITI.

IIT.

IV.

TABLE OF CONTENTS

PAGE
RECORD OF DECISION
July 12, 1983
COMPARISON OF ALTERNATES
Table 1 ‘ II-1
SUMMARY OF ACTIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS
A. Background ‘ III-1
B. Alternates III-4
C. Recommendations ' III-19
D. Implementation Costs III-22
PUBLIC HEARING COMMENTS IVv-1
Introduction Iv-1
Summary of Speakers Comments IV-1
1. Elected Officials
2. Private Individuals
3. Businesses
4. County Agencies
CORRESPONDENCE
Comments from County Agencies
Comments from the Public
Comments from Businesses
Public and Private Institutions
FIGURES
l. Study Area Location Map III-2
2. Plan - Selected Action - Alternate 3 I11-7
3. Typical Sections - Selected Action -
Alternate 3 ITI-8
4. Plan - Selected Action - Alternate 4 ITI-10
5. Typical Sections - Selected Action -
Alternate 4 ITI-11
6. Existing and Projected Traffic Data ITI-14
TABLES
1. Comparison of Alternates II-1
2. Cost Comparisions III-23



SIS SN I BN BN U O AN B WE AE E am A B B T ED

MARYLAND ROUTE 543/!-95 AND RELATED STUDIES

0 )

RECORD
OF
DECISION

Harford County Maryland




' - - _

g

Maryland Departmerst of lransportaiion Lowell X. Bridwell

Secratary
State Highway Administration M. S. Caltrider

Administrator

Julv 12, 1983

MEMORANDUM

TO:

Mr. William I. Slacum, Secretary
State Roads Commission

;o

FROM: Hal Kassoff, Director e

Office of Planning and /é/\
Preliminary Engineering /-

SUBJECT: Contract No. H 805-151-471

Maryland Route 543/I-95 Study

The Bureau of Project Planning is preparing a Finding of No

Significant Impact Document for this project. We will be ready to
submit the document to the Federal Highway Administration in July,

1983.

A decision to proceed with the recommendation was made at a

Team Recommendation meeting on April 27, 1983 by Administrator

Caltrider. The FONSI is being prepared to request Location/Design
Approval for two elements of the study:

by which you submit the action to Mr.
and formally record and file this action.

1. Alternate #3 Interchange at U.S. Route 40 and Maryland
Route 24 which includes the dualization of Maryland
Route 24 from I-95 to South of Maryland Route 755.

Alternate #4 Interchange at Interstate Route 95 and
Relocated Maryland Route 543. This alternate incor-

porates the modifications agreed upon at the April 27,
1983 meeting.

A summary of this meeting and the Project Planning Recommendation

Report is attached.

This information is being sent to you as part of the procedure
Caltrider, receive his approval,

My telephone number is_ 659-1110

Teletypewriter for impaired Hearing or Epeech
383-7555 Baltimore Metro — 565-0451 D.C. Metro — 1-800-492-5062 Statewide Toll Free

P.O. Bi;a 717/ 707 North Calvert St., Baltimore, Maryiand 21203 - 0717
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Mr. William I. Slacum

M. S. Caltrider
State Highway Administrator

July , 1983

Page 2

CONCURRENCE:
I concur with the above information.

Jlos /v 1994
17 D?te o
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cc: Mr., F. Gottemoeller Mr. Wm
Mr. E. H. Meehan Mr. R.
Mr. L. Saben Mr. G.
Mr. T. L. Cloonan Mr. P.
Mr. Wm. F. Schneider, Jr. Mr. E.
Mr. C. R. Anderson Mr. J.
Mr. T. Hicks Mr. J
Mr. S. L. Helwig Mr. F.
Mr. L. H. Ege, Jr. Mr. J.
Mr. D

. W. Wallace

. K. Lee, III
Gingrich

E. Dailey
Dionne

M. Loskot

L. White

. A. Hester

T. Hoffman
Helm
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IIX. IMPACTS OF SELECTED ALTERNATES

IMPACT CATEGORY

/&

SELECTED ACTIONS

@ Us 40 @ I-95
Alt. 3 Alt. 4
Residences Displaced 0 7
Businesses Displaced 0 2
Private Property Required 3.3-acres 75.0-acres
Air Quality Sites Exceeding Federal )
and State Standards None None
Monitored Noise Sites Exceeding Federal
Noise Abatement Criteria 1 2
qusibility of mitigating noise .
impacts None Minor
Stream Modification None None
Public Parkland Required None None
Wetland Impacts l—acrel None
Floodplain Impacts 11.3-acres None
Effect on Terrestrial & Aquatic Ecology Minor Moderate
Effect on Endangered Species None None
Effect on Historical & Archeological None None
Sites
Construction Impacts = Minor Minor
Consistent with Land Use & Development Yes Yes
Plans
ESTIMATED IMPLEMENTATION COSTS (Millions 1982 $)
Roadway/Earthwork/Drainage $4.63 $5.30
Bridges 2.43 1.67
Major Utility Relocations 0.00 1.14
Right-of-Way/Relocation 0.16 0.84
Design & Construction Engineering,
Administration/Overhead 0.90 1.96
TOTAL ESTIMATED COST $8.12 $10.91

1 Replacement wetland acreage of similar quality and diversity is

available.

I1-1



[/

Iil.

SUMMARY OF
ACTIONS AND
RECOMMENDATIONS

MARYLAND ROUTE 543/i-95 AND RELATED STUDIES
& Harford County, Maryland




S ( C v
Maryland Department of Transportation Lowsll K. Bridwell

Secretary
State Highway Administration M. S. Caitrider
Administrator
MEMORANDUM
TO: Mr. M. S. Caltrider

State Highway Administrator

FROM: Hal Kassoff, Director
Office of Planning and
Preliminary Engineering

SUBJECT: Contract No. H 805-151-471
Maryland Route 543/I-95 Study

RE: ADMINISTRATIVE REVIEW MEETING

This confirms the meeting scheduled in your conference room
at 9:00 a.m. on Wednesday, April 27, 1983 for presentation of the
Project Planning staff recommendation. Attached for your use
are:

-Brochure distributed for the combined Location/Design
Public Hearing, and
~Project Recommendation.

The staff's recommendations are summarized as follows:

On the basis of the on-going land use development in the
Harford County's '"Development Envelope', the warrants for inter-
change improvements and the benefits of the improvements at the
Maryland Route 24/U.S. Route 40 and Maryland Route 543/I-95 areas
are independent of each other. As a result, two recommendations,
one in the Edgewood Area, Alternate #3 and one in the Belcamp
Area, Alternate #4 are presented.

The Recommended Action for Alternate #3 is a combination of
features from several alternates. (See Description of Recommended
Action - Alternate 3 on page II1I-19).

The Recommended Action for Alternate #4 envisions the reloca-
tion and dualization of Maryland Route 543 from south of James
Run to Maryland Route 7 and the construction of a diamond inter-
change at I-95. This new connection aligns with Riverside Park-
way, being separately constructed by the developer of Riverside.
Two new bridges would carry the divided highway over I-95.
Diamond interchange ramps would be constructed on the north and
south sides of I-95. On the south side of I-95, Maryland Route 7
would be relocated and dualized from the Bush Declaration Natural
Resources Management Area to east of Belcamp Road to accommodate
the diamond ramps.

My teisphone number is
Teletypewriter for impaired Hearing or Speech
383-7555 Baltimore Metro — 565-0451 D.C. Metro — 1-800-492-5062 Statewide Toil Free
P.0O. Box 717/ 707 North Calvent St., Baltimore, Maryland 21203 - 0717




Mr. M. S. Caltrid(( | (

Page 2 .

The team is divided on the preferred alternate with senti-
ments for and against the diamond interchange. (See Support for
Interchange Alternates at I1-95, page III-20). On balance, I
prefer the diamond interchange alternate due to its superior
design and traffic circulation characteristics. If funding
becomes a major issue, then one of the lesser alternates would be
acceptable though not as desirable.

There were no environmental issues of consequence identified
during the study. In the Alternate 3 area (Edgewood) wetlands
and 100 year floodplain were identified. It was determined that
the State Highway Administration owns sufficient acreage to re-
place the wetlands. Due to the large size of the floodplain and
minimal encroachment, it is felt that flood levels would be
raised insignificantly. Determination of flood levels will be an
early step in final design. In the Alternate 4 area (Belcamp)
there were no environmental issues of substance discovered. The
Alternates take into consideration the location of the Bush
Declaration Natural Resources Management Area, Harford Furnace,
ATT's fiber optics cable and Baltimore City's 108" Susquehanna
Waterline.

Following your decision, we will complete the environmental
documentation process by preparing a Finding of No Significant
Impact (FONSI).

A transcript of the combined Location and Design Public Hear-
ing, the Environmental Assessment and back-up information are
available from the Project Manager, Jim Helm, 659-1139.

Those receiving a copy of this memorandum with an * by their
name have been requested to attend this meeting.

WFS:JRH:mcr

Attachment

cc: Mr. Harry J. McCullough*
Mr. Gordon E. Dailey*
Mr. Hal Kassoff*
Mr. Neil Pedersen*
Mr. Edward M. Loskot*
Mr. Robert Lynch¥*
Mr. Harold Hamilton*
Mr. Robert Lee*
Mr. Fred Rappe*
Mr. Edmond Wright*
Mr. Ron Spalding*
Mr. Wm. K. Lee, III
Mr. Emil Elinsky
Mr. James Hester
Mr. Earle S. Freedman
Mr. Charles Anderson
Mr. Calvin Reese
Mr. Thomas Cloonan
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A. BACKGROUND

1. Project Location

The project area is located in south-eastern Harford
County, Maryland. It includes a 40 square mile corridor running
generally south-west to north-east, between the towns of Edgewood
and Aberdeen (see Figure 1). This corridor includes two major high-
way facilities (I-95 and U.S. Route 40) and numerous local road-
ways. Land use in this area ranges from undeveloped woodland to
urbanized, with agricultural uses and low density residential
development predominating, B

2. Purpose of the Project -

A key land use element in the Adopted Harford County
Master Plan (1977) and Comprehensive Zoning Maps (Adopted 1982) is
the focus on a "development envelope" that runs through the County
along the Interstate 95 - U.S. Route 40 corridor, with an arm
running to Bel Air along Maryland Route 24. The majority of the
county's future residential and commercial development is proposed
to occur in this "envelope". As a result, the local roadway net-
work, while adequately providing for present traffic needs, will
not satisfactorily accommodate future traffic demands in this area.

The purpose of this project is to study alternates for
the improvement of access to the growing residential and industrial
areas along the I-95 and U.S. 40 highway corridor in Harford
County, and the improvement of mobility throughout the planned
residential areas between the town of Bel Air and U.S. Route 40.
Improvements to the roadway network in the project area are
necessary if planned growth is to occur in an orderly manner.

3. Project History

Harford County, through its elected officials and
Planning and zoning staff, has historically supported an interc-
hange along I-95 midway between Md. Routes 24 and 22. This Project
Planning Study was initiated primarily in response to this support.

A Project Initiation Meeting was held on Tuesday, Sep-
tember 15, 1979 at the William Paca/0Old Post Road Elementary
School, 2706 0l1d philadelphia Road, Abingdon, Maryland. At this
meeting the project was introduced to the public and its objectives
and limits were defined. Members of the public were also given the
opportunity to make verbal or written comments for the public
record. The main concerns expressed were the impact of this project
on specific properties, particularly in the area of Md. Route 7 and
Belcamp Road. The status of the previously proposed extension of
Md. Route 136 was discussed. Due to impact to the Bush Declaration
Natural Resources Management Area, this extension to U.S. Route 40
was not considered feasible and has been deleted from local,
regional and state plans. This meeting was attended by 65 persons.

ITI-1
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Following the Project 1Initiation Meeting, a wide
variety of alternatives were developed and subsequently presented
to the public at an Alternates Workshop Meeting, held at the
William Paca/0ld Post Road Elementary School on September 15, 1981.
Four basic project alternates were presented, including the No-
Build (Alt. 1), Improvements to the existing highway system (Alt.
2, TSM), Interchange Alternates at the Maryland Route 24 crossing
of US Route 40 (Alt. 3), and Interchange Alternates along I-95 at
Maryland Route 543 (Alt. 4). Both Interchange Alternates (Alts. 3
& 4) included five variations (A thru E), so that, in effect, ten
alternate alignments were presented in addition to the No-Build and
TSM Alternates. The Alternates Workshop was attended by approxim-
ately 250 persons. An extensive list of public comments and con-
cerns was collected at this workshop. These comments are reviewed
in a State Highway Administration Memorandum which is dated October
20, 1981. Interested readers are referred to that memorandum for
additional information (available for review at Bureau of Project
Planning, State Highway Administration, 707 North Calvert Street,
Baltimore, Maryland 21202).

An Environmental Assessment was prepared for this
project and circulated in September of 1982. A Combined Loca-
tion/Design Public Hearing was held at the William Paca/01d Post
Road Elementary School in Abingdon on October 28, 1982.
Approximately 140 persons attended this hearing, and eleven persons
offered public comments.

Subsequent to the Public Hearing, and the receipt and
evaluation of all public and agency comments, the Project Planning
Team convened on several occasions to analyze the alternates and
prepare the Recommendation (see Section 'C').

I1II-3
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B. ALTERNATES

1. ‘Alternates

A variety of preliminary alternates were initially
considered in this study, and the planning process resulted in the
deletion or modification of many of them. The following Stage II
Alternates were presented in the Environmental Assessment (August
1982) and at the Location-Design Public Hearing (October 28, 1982).
The "revised" estimated construction costs for these alternates are
presented in Table 1 in Section D of this report.

a. Alternate 1 (No-Build) - would leave the exist-
ing highway system generally unchanged. Substandard intersections
would not be improved. Normal maintenance and spot safety improve-
ments, as scheduled by the SHA District office, would be provided
where required within the existing highway right-of-way.

b. Alternate 2 (TSM) - the Transportation Systems
Management option, proposes upgrading portions of the existing
highway system to provide improvements in traffic capacity, service
and safety without significant new construction. These improvements
include the addition of travel lanes, right-turn lanes, widened
shoulders, and expansion of park-n-ride lots.

c. Alternate 3A-1 - proposes the minimum improve-
ments necessary to accommodate a connection between existing
Maryland Route 24 and U.S. Route 40. The new connection would con-
sist of a two-lane highway with at-grade intersections at both
Maryland Route 24 and U.S. Route 40. Two new one-lane ramps would
also be constructed at the Maryland Route 24/U.S. Route 40 over-
pass. All construction would be located within state owned highway
right-of-way.

d. Alternate 3A-2 - proposes improvements necessary
to accommodate a 4-lane connection between existing Maryland Route
24 and U.S. Route 40. The new connection would consist of a 4-lane
divided highway with at-grade intersections at both Md. Route 24
and U.S. Route 40. Two new ramps would also be constructed at the
Maryland Route 24/U.S. Route 40 overpass.

e. Alternate 3B-1 - proposes the minimum improve-
ments necessary to construct an interchange at the Maryland Route
24/U.5. Route 40 overpass. One-lane interchange loops would be con-
structed in all quadrants except the southwest, and would be
located within State owned right-of-way.

f. Alternate 4B - proposes the relocation and dual-
ization of Maryland Route 543 from James Run to Maryland Route 7.
An interchange would be constructed at I-95. On the north side of
I-95, diamond-type ramps would be constructed and on the south
side, ramps would connect with Md. Route 7. The§F ramps could be
1o§ated either west of the interchange (Option 1)~ or east (Option
2)

1 Former Alternate 4B Option 1 is now Alternate 4B-1.
2 Former Alternate 4B Option 2 is now Alternate 4B-2.

ITII-4
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g. Alternate 4B-1 - proposes the relocation and
dualization of Maryland Route 543 from James Run to Maryland Route
7. A rural type diamond interchange would be constructed at I-95.
To accommodate this interchange, Md. qute 7 would be relocated and
dualized south of its present location™.

As a result of that meeting, an Alternate at both
Md. Route 24/U.S. Route 40 (Alternate 3) and Md. Route 543/I-95
(Alternate 4) is recommended. Traffic analyses have shown that
these two areas function essentially separately. Further analysis
shows that these areas would benefit in separate and different ways
from improvements in their respective areas. Because of funding
constraints, Harford County will be asked to select the location to
be constructed first,

Selected Action - Alternate 3
at Md. Route 24/U0.S. Route 40
(see Figures 2 and 3)

Maryland Route 24 is a two-lane highway that connects
Bel Air with I-95 and Edgewood. The State Highway Administration
is proceeding with the preparation of design plans for the reloca-
tion of Maryland Route 24 between US Route 1 (Bel Air Bypass) and I-
95 as a 4-lane divided, controlled access highway. Between I-95
and Edgewood, Maryland Route 24 intersects Emmorton Road and
Maryland Route 7 at-grade, overpasses US Route 40, intersects Edge-
wood Road (Md. Route 755) at-grade, and continues on into Edgewood.

Maryland Route 24 south of I-95 was constructed as
half of an ultimate divided highway; the existing highway would
become the southbound highway of the dualized facility. Although
sufficient right-of-way was purchased for this dual highway, the
embankment for the northbound highway was not placed. At US Route
40, an over-pass was constructed, and access to US Route 40 is via
Edgewood Road. This overpass was originally intended as part of an
interchange, and sufficient right-of-way was purchased to accommo-
date a full interchange.

The Selected Action - Alternate 3 represents a com-
bination of elements from each of the three alternates presented in
the Environmental Assessment (see Section III-C for a listing of
these elements).

Alternate 3 envisions improvements to dualize Md.
Route 24 and provide a connection between Maryland Route 24 and
U.S. Route 40. Maryland Route 24 would be dualized from I-95 to
just south of the intersection with Md. Route 755 (Edgewood Road).
A full at-grade intersection would be constructed at Md. Route 755.
New bridge structures would be required over the railroad, Winters
Run, and U.S. Route 40,

1l Former Alternate 4B-1 is now Alternate 4B-3.

ITI-5
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A new 4-lane divided at-grade connection with full
control of access would be located in the northeast quadrant of the
intersection. Right and left turn lanes would be provided at the
new intersections with U.S. 40 and Md. 24. This 4-lane connection
would require additional right-of-way.

In addition to the new connection, two new one-lane
ramps would be added at Md. Route 24 and U.S. Route 40. These ramps
would also be located entirely within state owned right-of-way.
Ramp A would accommodate the southbound Md. 24 to westbound U.S. 40
movement, and Ramp B would accommodate the northbound Md. 24 to
eastbound U.S. 40 movement. The addition of these "free right turn"

movements would reduce the number of left turns made at the
adjacent intersections.

Although the Selected Action terminates just south of
the limits of the I-95 interchange, the dualized portion of Md.
Route 24 is compatible with the Toll Facilities Administration's
(TFA) planned dualization of Md. Route 24 through the interchange
area. Md. SHA will maintain continuing coordination with Md. TFA to
ensure a consistent design from relocated Md. Route 24 north of the
interchange on through the 1I1-95 interchange and to the dualized
portion of Md. Route 24 south of the interchange.

ITII-6
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Selected Action: Alternate 4 ‘Zﬁb
at Md. Route 543/1-95
(see Figures 4 and 5)

Maryland Route 136 and Maryland Route 543 (via Bel-
camp Road) are the only two state highways that overpass I-95 in—
the eight-miles between Maryland Route 24 (Edgewood) and Maryland
Route 22 (Aberdeen). Maryland Route 543 is a two-lane highway that
connects Maryland Route 7 (via Belcamp Road) with Bel Air.
Maryland Route 136 is a two-lane highway that connects Maryland
Route 7 with Churchville. These two highways intersect at Creswell.

Major residential and commercial developments are
planned in the "development envelope" bounded by I-95, US 40, Edge-
wood and Aberdeen. The Bata Land Company, Inc. is currently
developing their 1,500-acre holding in the Belcamp area. Their
ultimate plan for this development, identified as Riverside,
proposes 3,000 to 4,000 new dwelling units, with 7,000 to 9,500
residents in addition to commercial and industrial development. As
part of the Riverside Development, Riverside Parkway will be con-
structed to replace Belcamp Road as a connection between U.S.
Route 40 and Md. Route 7. Holly Woods, a 300-acre site, located
north of Riverside, will include 1,000 to 1,300 new dwelling units
with 2,400 to 3,300 residents. Both of these developments will be
-constructed in stages, with completion anticipated in 20 to 25
years.

As a part of the development of the Stage II Alter-
nates, utility studies were undertaken to further define involve-
ment with Baltimore City's 108" Susquehanna Waterline and AT&T's
coaxial cable. Both of these utilities parallel I-95, on the south
edge of the highway right-of-way. Because they are generally
located near the surface (3' to 5' of cover), highway cuts would
require relocation and highway fills would require encasement.

The Selected Action - Alternate 4 is a combination of
Environmental Assessment Alternates 4B (Option 1) and 4B-1, and
envisions the relocation of Maryland Route 543 from south of James
Run to Maryland Route 7 and the construction of a diamond inter-
change at I-95. This new connection aligns with Riverside Parkway,
being separately constructed by the developer of Riverside, and
facilitates a good high-design connection between I-95 and U.S.
Route 40. Md. Route 543 would be dualized from near the connection
with the service road to Md. Route 7. Two new bridges would carry
the divided highway over I-95. Diamond interchange ramps would be
constructed on the north and south sides of I-95. On the south side
of I-95, Maryland Route 7 would be relocated from the Bush Declara-
tion Natural Resources Management Area to east of Belcamp Road to
accommodate the diamond ramps. Md. Route 7 would be dualized in the
interchange vicinity and through the Belcamp Road intersection.
Relocation of both the 108" pipeline and coaxial cable would be
required for the interchange ramps.

Because of the importance of the Md. Toll Facilities
Administration's maintenance shop at Belcamp Road, Md. SHA will
maintain continuing coordination to ensure the provision of safe
emergency access to the shop (via direct connections to I-95) as
well as daily access (via the new Md. Route 543 interchange and the
Service Road).
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2. Serﬁice Characteristics

Traffic

The Harford County Master Plan (1977) anticipates
over 85% of the growth in Harford County in the next 20 years to
occur within the "development envelope". Of this, .some 60 to 70%
will be constructed within the study area. Future traffic volumes
for the design year 2005 include Harford County's planned develop-
ment. Average daily traffic volumes for each alternate, on sixteen
separate roadway segments throughout the Study Area, are presented
on Figure 6. This figure includes the volume/capacity ratio and
level of service associated with each roadway segment. As evident,
the average daily traffic volumes projected in the design year will
be approximately the same regardless of the alternate selected.
Levels of service will, however, change as a result of capacity
improvements associated with each Build Alternate.

In addition to these roadway traffic data, AM and PM
peak hour levels of service for the design year 2005 were calculat-
ed at several intersections throughout the study area. The results
of this analysis are shown below: :

Year 2005 AM/PM Level of Servicel

Intersection Alternate 3 Alternate 4
© Md. 24 and Md. 755 .~ E/E , F/F
(south of US 40)
o0 US 40 and Md. 755 B/D C/E
o Md. 24 aﬁd Ma. 7 E/E F/F
o Md. 136 and Md4. 7 B/B A/A
O Riverside Parkway B/D B/B
and US Rte. 40
O Md. 7 and US Rte. 40 F/F E/F
O Md. 24 & Connection D/D -/=
o0 US Rte. 40 and B/C -/~
Connection
o0 Md. 24 and Ramp 'A' c/D -/-
O Md. 24 and Ramp 'B' c/C -/-
O Md. 7 and Ramp 'A’ -/~ A/B
III-12
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Year 2005 AM/PM Level of Se;:}cel
Intersection Alternate 3 Alternate 4
O Md. 543 & Ramp 'B' -/- A/A
and 'C!
O Md. 543 & Ramp 'A’ -/- A/A
and 'D' .
o Md. 543 and M4. 7 -/~ - B/A
1 Construction of both Selected Alternates 3 and 4 would result

in slightly better levels of service than tabulated herein.

In response to the projected low levels of service
along Md. Route 543 north of I-95 (location no. 14 on Figure 6), a
special "mini~-study" was conducted to evaluate capacity and safety
measures for Md. Route 543 between James Run (north of I-95) and
Md. Route 22. This study investigated pavement widening, addition
of shoulders, removal of obstructions, and several site specific
measures. Results of this study may be implemented by SHA's
District forces or Harford County.
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, As the community of Riverside continues to develop,
the need for a direct connection to I-95 via Md. Route 543 becomes
more important. As shown in the figure below, an interchange

‘between I-95 and Maryland Route 543 would divert a considerable

amount of traffic, generated by the Riverside development, from
Maryland Route 24 and U.S. Route 40 to I-95. Without this connec-—
tion, motorists would use the I-95 interchange at Maryland Route 24
(to travel toward Baltimore) or the I-95 interchange at Maryland
Route 22 (to travel toward Wilmington, Delaware).

AVERAGE DAILY TRAFFIC VOLUMES [1980 & 2005)

&8 3%

EDGEWOOD ABERDEEN
ADT TRAFFIC :

000 2005 ——— No Buit¢[5TD)
(00 2005 ——  ewu[5TY
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safety

Selected Action - Alternate 3 - Alternate 3 proposes

"two important features which would reduce the potential for

accidents: the dualization of Md. Route 24, between I-95 and Md.
Route 755 at Edgewood, and separate left and right turn bays at the
intersections of Md. Route 24 with both Md. Route 755 and Md. Route
7. This Alternate would also result in the diversion of traffic
from Md. Route 755 south of U.S. Route 40, reducing the number of

congestion related accidents at the Md. Route 755/U.S. Route 40
intersection.

Selected Action - Alternate 4 - Alternate 4 proposes
the relocation of Md. Route 543 from south of James Run to Md.
Route 7, and the construction of a diamond interchange between re-
located Md. Route 543 and I-95. This Alternate would result in the
diversion of traffic from the adjacent highways such as Md. Route
7 and U.S. Route 40, resulting in a reduction of accidents along
these highways. Alternate 4 also proposes separate left and right
turn bays at the MAd. Route 543 intersection with the I-95
interchange ramps, and widening Md. Route 7 in the vicinity of the

interchange to reduce congestion expected to result from increased
traffic volumes.

3. Environmental Overview

An Environmental Assessment, summarizing the impacts
of the alternates described on page III-4, was circulated to the
appropriate agencies and individuals in September of 1982. The doc-
ument was also made available for public review, prior to the
Location/Design Hearing. The following section summarizes the
potential impacts of the Selected Alternates - 3 and 4.

Relocation Impacts

No businesses or residences would be relocated by
implementation of Alternate 3. Completion of Alternate 4, however,
would require relocation of 7 occupied residences and 2 businesses.

. The relocation of any individuals, families or
businesses displaced by this project would be accomplished in
accordance with the Uniform Relocation Assistance and Land Acquisi-

tion Policies Act of 1970 (Public Law 91-446), and would be affect-
ed in a timely and humane fashion.

Affect on Wetlands

_ No wetlands would be affected by implementation of
Alternate 4. Completion of Alternate 3, however, would require
removal of approximately 1 acre of non-tidal wetland
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Impacts to these wetland areas are unadvoidable
because of the close proximity of these areas to Md. Route 24 (see

‘Figure 2). While nearly all of these impacted wetland areas were

created by construction of Md. Route 24, the taking of these
wetland areas would be mitigated by development of new non-tidal
wetlands of equivalent or greater acreage as would be taken for
highway construction. On May 10, 1982, representatives of the
State Highway Administration and the Maryland Department of Natural
Resources examined low-lying land already owned by SHA around the
Md. Route 24/U.S. Route 40 interchange. It was determined that
sufficient suitable property is available at this location to
replace all wetland that would be destroyed. Wetland replacement
and/or other measures to mitigate potential impact on wetlands will
be developed in cooperation with concerned federal and state
agencies during later phases of this project. The wetland replace-
ment was also discussed at the Inter-Agency Coordination Meetings

held by the State Highway Administration on February 4, 1982 and
October 19, 1982,

Wetland Finding: Based upon the above considera-
tions, it is determined that there is no practicable alternative to
the proposed new construction in wetlands and that the proposed
action includes all practicable measures to minimize harm to wet-
lands which may result from such use.

Affect on Floodplains

Implementation of Alternate 4 would not affect the
100 year floodplain. Completion of Alternate 3, however, would re-

quire 11.3 acres of floodplain encroachment with a loss of 21.25
acre feet of storage area.

Review of this involvement indicates that the pre-
dicted loss of storage volume in this 57 square mile watershed is
insignificant when compared to the total storage area provided by
the extensive 100 year floodplain and would not significantly
increase floodwater elevations upstream or downstream of any
proposed improvements. No areas of encroachment where the consider-
able probability of the loss of human life, the 1likelihood of
future damage substantial in cost or extent, the disruption of an
emergency or evacuation route, or significant adverse impact on the
"natural and beneficial floodplain values" will occur. Adequate
design technology is available and will be incorporated into the
final design of Selected Alternate 3. Therefore, in accordance
with FHPM 6-7-3-2, a floodplain finding is not required.

Affect on Historical Sites

Although the project area contains historic and
archeological sites of potential National Register eligibility,
neither alternative would impact any such site. Construction
activities associated with Alternate 4 could approach an area of

III-17
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archeological potential in the Harford Furnance Site. Although

‘that area is beyond the limits of any proposed construction, the

Division of Archeology of the Maryland Geological Survey recommend-
ed that, if improvements are implemented in this vicinity, it "be
protected with fencing during construction and monitored by an
archeologist to insure that no potential archeological resources
are adversely impacted". If final design studies indicate potential
encroachment into this vicinity, the suggestions of the Division of
Archeology will be followed and close coordination with the

Division and the State Historic Preservation Officer will be main-
tained. :

Endangered Species

No effect (letters dated July 9, 1981 from U.S. Fish
and Wildlife and Maryland DNR, reproduced in the Environmental
Assessment).

Noise Impacts

Existing ambient noise levels were measured and year
2005 noise levels were predicted at 18 sensitive receptor locations
in the study area. Based on an analysis using FHwA's Level 2
Traffic Noise Prediction Model, one receptor in the Alternate 3
area and two receptors in the Alternate 4 area are predicted to
exceed Federal Noise Abatement Criteria. Because the roadways
generating these noise levels are either non-access controlled or
located in rough terrain, construction of wall type noise barriers
to attenuate these noise levels does not appear to be feasible.

Landscaping and portions of earth berms will be investigated during
final design.

Air Quality Impacts

An air quality analysis of all project Alternates was
conducted at 11 receptor sites using the EPA approved CALINE 3 air
quality model. Based on this analysis, no violation of either the
one-hour standard or eight-hour standard for CO are predicted to
occur with any alternate under consideration for the year of com-
pletion (1985) or design year (2005).
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C. RECOMMENDATIONS

Following the Combined Location and Design Public Hearing
(October 28, 1982), the Project Planning Team met on several

~occasions to review the comments received as a result of the Hear-

ing and from circulation of the Environmental Assessment. During
the January 25, 1983 meeting, the Team reviewed advantages and dis-
advantages of the alternates, including "revised" construction
costs, traffic safety, access, and other environmental effects. As
a result of that meeting, an Alternate at both Md. Route 24/U.S.
Route 40 (Alternate 3) and Md. Route 543/1-95 (Alternate 4) is
recommended. Traffic analyses have shown that these two areas func-
tion essentially separately. Further analysis shows that these
areas would benefit in separate and different ways from improve-
ments in their respective areas. Because of funding constraints,
Harford County will be asked to select the location to be con-
structed first.

The Team's discussion at Md. Route 24 and U.S. Route 40
focused on the need to relieve traffic congestion at the Md. Route
755 and U.S. Route 40 intersection, the need to provide a direct,
higher capacity connection between I-95 and U.S. Route 40 via Md.
Route 24, and the desire to implement the construction with a
minimum of adverse impacts on the natural environment, especially
wetlands and floodplains. Each of the alternates was carefully
reviewed, and elements offering poor levels of service or natural
impacts (especially on wetlands) were deleted from further consid-
eration. As a result, the Selected Action - Alternate 3 (see
Figure 2) consists of a combination of the best elements of the
three different Environmental Assessment alternates, as follows:

Description of Selected Action - Alternate 3

Taken From Reasons For
Element "EA" Alternate Selection

Dualization of Mainline level of service,
Md.. Route 24 Alt. 3B-1 safety
Connection between 4-lane connection needed
Md. 24/US 40 Alt. 3a-2 to balance Md. 755
Ramp A (SB Md. 24 Relieves intersections and
to WB US 40) Alt. 3A-2 minimizes wetland impacts
Ramp B (NB Md. 24 , Relieves intersections and
to EB US 40) Alt., 3A-1 minizimes wetland impacts
Intersection at Intersection level of
Md. 755 Alt. 3B-1 service

For compatibility with other projects, Figure 2 also depicts Re-
located Md. Route 24 north of I-95 (currently in final design) and
the dualization of Md. Route 24 through the I-95 interchange. The
limits of the Selected Action - Alternate 3 remain, however from
south of I-95 to south of the Md. Route 755 intersection. As pre-
viously mentioned, Md. SHA will maintain continuing coordination
with Md. TFA to ensure a consistent design through the I-95 inter-
change.

ITI-19
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The Team's discussion at the Md. Route 543 and I-95 inter-

change focused on several factors, with preferences split among the

~three Environmental Assessment alternates. The following
summarizes the critical factors considered by Team members:

O extent of residential and business displacements, and
configuration of resulting parcels of land;

o interchange compatibility with the pfedominance of
diamond interchanges along the balance of I-95 (the most
important interstate route in Maryland, with the highest
number of unfamiliar drivers);

© access to Harford County's "development envelope”;

o effects on historic and farmland properties, and wood-
lands;

o effects on Maryland Toll Facilities Maintenance.shop;

o effects on utility relocations (AT&T and Baltimore City
waterline); and,

O construction costs.

The following summarizes the diversity of preferences for the three
Environmental Assessment alternates:

SUPPORT FOR MD. ROUTE 543 INTERCHANGE ALTERNATES AT I-95

Basic interchangé
concept, without

preference for Alternate*
Agency/Person Alternate or Option 4B-1 4B-2 4B-3
Harford County
County Executive (3/83) Yes 1st
County Council (12/78) Yes
Planning & Zoning Yes 2nd 1st
Md. House of Delegates,
Har ford County (11/78) Yes
Md. Dept. of Economic &
Community Development (7/82) Yes
Public Comments offered 6-Yes 2-Yes
at Combined Location/
Design Public Hearing
Oct. 28, 1982
Md. Toll Facilities No 1st

* Alternate 4B-1 formerly Alt. 4B Option 1
Alternate 4B-2 formerly Alt. 4B Option 2
Alternate 4B-3 formerly Alt. 4B-1
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_ Each of the interchan
were reviewed,
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ge configurations and individual ramps
and elements offering poor levels of service or

adverse social impacts were deleted from further consideration. On

the basis of this discussion

» and several subsequent special inter-

change configuration studies, it became clear that the Selected
Action for Alternate 4 would represent a combination and refinement
of the previous Environmental Assessment alternates. The Selected
Action - Alternate 4 consists of a full diamond interchange with I-
95, elements of which were taken from the following EA alternates:

DESCRIPTION OF SELECTED ACTION - ALTERNATE 4

Element

Taken From
"EA" Alternate

Reasons For
Selection

Relocation of
Md. Route 543

Dualization of
Md. Route 543
North diamond

ramps

Service Road
to Md. TFA

South diamond
ramps

Relocation of
Md. Route 7

Dualization of
Md. Route 7

Common to
all alts.

Minimization of
previous limits
for all alts.

Alt. 4B
Alt. 4B
Alt. 4B-1
Alt. 4B-1

Minimization of
Alt. 4B-1

As previously discussed, Md.

coordination with Md. TFA concerning a

ance shop.

I11-21

Required for new
interchange

Mainline level of
service
Avoid residential

areas

Minimize residential
encroachment

Interchange operations
and safety

Intersection spacing
along M4d. 543

Mainline level of
service

SHA will maintain continuing
ccess to the Belcamp mainten-
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D. IMPLEMENTATION COSTS

Table 2 presents the implementation costs for the Selected
Actions - Alternates 3 and 4, and compares these costs with the
"revised" costs for the Environmental Assessment alternates. The
revised cost estimates reflect lowered factored cost for "Design
and Construction Overhead, Administration Overhead" (affected all
alternates) and a corrected typical section for Md. Route 543
(affected only Alternates 4B Option 1, 4B Option 2, and 4B-1).

It is important to remember that these cost estimates are
preliminary, and should be used primarily for comparative purposes.
More detailed costs will be prepared during the Design Phase, in-

corporating updated unit prices, detailed cross sections and pave-
ment sections, and bridge studies
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TABLE 2: MARYLAND ROUTE 543/I-95 AND RELATED STUDIES: COST COMPARISONS (millions 1982 $)

INTERCHANGE ALTS. AT MD RTE 24/US RTE 40 INTERCHANGE ALTS. AT MD ROUTE 543/1-95

3A-1 ' 3A-2 3B-1 Selected 4B 4B 4B-1 Selected
Action Option 1 Option 2 Action
Revised Revised Revised Alt. 3 Revised Revised Revised Alt. 4
Roadways $ 3.43 $ 3.85 $ 3.99 $ 4.63 $ 3.80 $ 3.80 $ 5.43 $ 5.30
Bridges and Drainage Structures 2.65 2.23 2.83 2.43 1,73 1.67 1.67 1.67
— Major Utility Relocations* 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 1.06 0.51 1.14 1.14
:, Subtotal '$ 6.08 $ 6.08 '$ 6.82 $ 7.06 $ 6.59 $ 5.98 $ 8.24 $ 8.11
1
N
w Right of Way, and Relocation 0.00 0.12 0.00 0.16 0.61 0.64 0.89 0.84
Subtotal $ 6.08 $ 6.20 $ 6.82 $ 7.22 $ 7.20 $ 6.62 $ 9.13 $ 8.95
Design and Construction
Engineering, Administrative :
Overhead 1.12 1.12 1.23 0.90 1.56 1.43 2.00 1.96
TOTAL ESTIMATED COSTS $§ 7.20 $ 7.32 $ 8.05 $ 8.12 $ 8.76 $ 8.05 $11.13 $10.91
* ATST Coaxial Cable/Fiber Optics and 108" QJ

Susquehanna Waterline *
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IV. PUBLIC HEARING COMMENTS

Introduction

A combined Location-Design Public Hearing was held
for this project on October 28, 1982 at the William Paca/0l1d Post
Road Elementary School, Abingdon, Maryland. The purpose of that
hearing was to summarize the engineering and environmental analyses
and to receive public comments on this project. Approximately 140
persons attended this hearing, and eleven offered public comments
for the Official Record. These verbal comments are summarized below
and followed by responses to their statements or questions. A com-
plete transcript of all comments made at the Hearing is available
for review at the Bureau of Project Planning, State Highway Admini-~
stration, 707 North Calvert Street, Baltimore, Maryland. Written
comments received at or subsequent to the Public Hearing are
included in Part V of this FONSI.

Summary of Speakers Comments

1. Unidentified Speaker

This speaker noted that improvements to the Route 543 Inter-
change have been supported by the County Council and present admin-

istration for the past three years.

Response

No response to this comment is necessary.

2; Unidentified Speaker

"We hope this effort moves forward."
Response

No response to this comment is necessary.

Iv-1
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3. Mr. Uri Avin, Harford County Office of Planning
and Zoning

Mr. Avin stated that "Harford County sees the implementation
of these interchanges under review tonight as a numbér one priority
for interchange construction in the county." He noted that this
project has been included in County Master Plans for o&er a decade,
as well as being supported by "different County administrations,
Economic Development agencies, Chambers of Commerce, Aberdeen Prov-
ing Ground". He also noted that the present County Council'passed a
special resolution in favor of the construction of the 543 inter-
change in December of 1981, and declared that both interchanges
being studied are County priorities for reasons of economic

development as well as improvement in traffic operations.

RESEODSE

No response to these comments is hecessary.

Iv-2
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4. Mr. Sivertsen, Harford County Office of Economic

Development and the A.E.D.A.B. Economic Development
Advisory Board

Mr. Sivertsen presented a supportive statement that is

generally repeated in his letter reproduced in Part V-A of this

FONSI.

Resggnse

No response to these comments is necessary.

5. Mr. Hutson

This speaker noted that both Alternative 4B and 4B-1 propose
removal of the existing bridge carrying Route 543 ovef I-95. This
structure would be removed to allow for construction of a new off
ramp from I-95 to westbound Route 543. He questioned the need to
build this "awfully long off-ramp" at the cost of remo&ing the
existing bridge and causing adverse travel for some area residents.
Mr. Hutson also asked what would be done with the two existing
bridges that carry Route 7 over Bush Creek and James Ruh. He also
referred to a previous zoning case that would require the developer
of Holly Woods to fund improvements to Route 543, Stepney Road and

Route 24 in this area, and asked how this fits into the current

project.

Response
The following responses to Mr. Hutson's comments were given at

the Public Hearing:
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The 1long off-ramp that would require removal of the
existing Route 543 Bridge over I-95 is a function of
national design standards for the Inteérstate Highway

System. Construction of a ramp that would save the bridge

would not meet these standards.

The Route 7 bridges over Bush Creek and James Run are
beyond the limits of this study and will be dealt with

Separately.

The roadway improvements that will be required of the
developer of Holly Woods have been deleted from the TSM

recommendations previously made as part of this project.

Iv-4
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6. Mr. Bob Hooper, Harford County Chamber of Commerce

Mr. Hooper expressed a preference for Alternate 4B with Option
1l (now Alternate 4B-1). He felt that this alternative would provide

better access to proposed development areas.
Response
As discussed in Section III-C, the decision to not select this

option was made on the basis of overall traffic service and consis-

tency with other interchange confiqurations along I-95.

7. Mr. Cassilly, Harford County Chamber of Commerce

Mr. Cassilly also expressed a preference for Alternate 4B with

Option 1 (now Alternate 4B-1) because it would allow eventual

expansion of the proposed rural interchange into a full cloverleaf,

if ever warranted in the future.

Response

See response to Mr. Hooper, above. 1In addition, the config-
uration of Option 1 (as well as the Selected Action) would not
permit the construction of a full cloverleaf because of the lack of

sufficient separation between I-95 and the interchange ramps.

IV-5
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8. Mr. Walker, Vice President of Special Projects for
Flynn & Emerich Company

Mr. Walker noted that Flynn & Emerich has just completed a 4.5
million dollar expansion in the Riverside Business:Park now under
development. An important reason for their selection of this loca-
tion was the transportation accessibility to be provided by
improvements to I-95 at Route 543. He cited these improvements as

"a critical and significant fact for future development".

Resggnse

No response to these comments is necessary.

9. Mr. McGee, Director of Development for the Bata Land
Company (Developer of the Riverside Project)

This speaker noted that the Riverside Development will provide
jobs and a siénificantly expanded tax base. The transportation
access that would be provided by Alternative 4B is vital to the
selection of Riverside by incoming businesses, as well as providing

adequate service for the future traffic volumes projected for this

area.,

Response

No response to these comments is necessary.

IV-6
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10. Mr. Woody Stark, Univeral Housing (Developer of Holly Woods)

Universal Housing strongly supports the "construction of any
of the alternates of 543". Improvement of the 543 inkerchange is an
integral part of the existing Master Plan and Comprehensive Zoning
Plans, and would provide necessary access improvement for future

residents of the proposed Riverside Development.
Response

No response to these comments is necessary.

11. William H. Cox, Jr., Harford County Delegate and
Chairman of the Joint Committee To Oversee Depar tment of
Transportation Project Review for Harford County.

Delegate Cox stressed the need for citizen input on projects
such as this one and encouraged those present to make themselves
heard on this matter. He also expressed the regret of Delegate
Riley (now State Senator Riley) that she could not attend this Com-

bined Location/Design Public Hearing.

Response

No response to these comments is necessary.

Iv-7
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MARYLAND ROUTE 543/1-95 AND RELATED STUDIES

Harford County, Maryland j




u7

V. CORRESPONDENCE

Written comments received at or subsequent to the combined
Locatiqn/Design Public Hearing (held October 28, 1982) for this
project are reproduced on the following pages, followed by copies
of responding letters from the State Highway Administration. For
convenience, these responses are presented in the following

categories, with the beginning page number referenced.

Page
County Agencies v-2
Members of the Public V-4
Businessesl v-19
Public & Private Institutions v-23

1 Because of the similarity of the six (6) business letters

received, a single common reply was sent to each business. Only
one of these response letters is reproduced herein. These six
(6) businesses were Stephen E. Quick; PAR Joint Venture;
Aberdeen Mobile Home Sales; Art Builders Inc.; Harford Mobile
Village; and Lentz, Hooper, Jacobs & Blevins, P.A.
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OFFICE OF ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT

October 26, 1982
& WILUAM E. SIVERTSEN
Owector

1773

4. Thamas Barranger
County Executve

;

s

Mr. Lowell K. Bridwell, Secretary
Maryland Department of Transportation
P. O. Box 8755
BWI Airport, MD 21240
. RE: Md. Route 543/1-95
State Contract No. H 805-151-471

Dear Mr. Bridwell:

The Economic Development Advisory Board of the Office of Economic Develop-
ment at its monthly meeting on Tuesday, October 26, 1982, endorsed the Maryland/
Route 543/1-95 interchange as a necessary transportation improvement to assist’
existing development and to promote new industrial growth in this area of
Harford County.

. Harford County is uniquely situated, allowing overnight truck access to
30% of the nation's population and 34% of the nation's manufacturing establish-,
ments in twelve states. The 543/1-95 interchange is 33 minutes to the Dundalk
Marine Terminal in the Port of Baltimore and 49 minutes to the Port of Wilmington.
These factors were instrumental in locating Mercedes-Benz at Riverside. They arxe
high in the minds of the site searchers who are now making the final decision to
locate a 500,000 sq. ft. warehouse and distribution facility at Riverside or
elsewhere, including other states. .

"In the Belcamp/western Aberdeen/Perryman area there is in excess of 2,500
industrially zoned acres including 389 acres for a proposed Enterprise Zone.
The Town of Aberdeen is currently preparing an industrial development study
with the State of Maryland (MICRF T.A. Grant No. HAR-2M) to expand economic
development on 460+ acres.

Construction has started on the Route 715 Boothby Road bridge over ConRail.
The 715/Rt. 40 bridge is funded and is scheduled for reconstruction in the early
spring. These improvements will increase traffic generated by Aberdeen Proving
Ground, particularly since the load limits will be removed.

The basic ingredients for economic growth in this part of the County are
present: zoned land, partial but active development, availability, and other
transportation facilities. What is needed is the final link--the 543/I-95
interchange--to make the area a viable economic growth center.

i b 4

* James W, Shaw, Chairm
Economic Development ‘fdvisory Board

E. Sivertsed, Director
Office of Economic Development

e

29 COURTLAND WEST / BEL AIR, MARYLANO 21014 / (301) 838-6000 / 879-2000
“An tavol Opportunty Employer™

Maryland Depa™ent of Transportation

Slate rignway Aominisiraion M. S. Ciocw
ASsuacrter

NOV 16 1882

RE: Contract No. H 805-151-371
Ma. Route 543/1-95 Study

-Mr. William E. sivertsen, Director
Office of Economic Develooment
Harford County )
29 Courtland West
Bel Air, Maryland 21014

Dear Mr. Sivertsen:

We are in.receipt of your recent letter to Secretar:y
of ?ransportatxon, Lowell K. Briéwell, which was hans )
delivered to the Project Manager at the recent Public Hezr-
ing for the Maryland Route 543 project. By copy of th:is )
letter, we are transmitting your letter to Sec}eta:y Sridwell,

. Let me assure you that your support for this projecst
will be considered when final recommendacions are madé. we
are aware of the development noted in your letter and have
con51dere§ master plans and land use plans while develo:
our traffic forecasts and other Project specific datar T

n5

The Maryland Route 543/I-95 project has b Zundec M
r 2 een Ifunceé only
for.completxon of.the planning study. The receipt of location/
Design approval will.-complete the Project Planning process.
No further development phases are funded at this time.

We appreciate your support for this j ’
3 t £ Project and loor
forward to continued good working relations with Harforé Councy.

Very truly yours,

Iriginal signeq by
M S84 Caltrider
M. 8. Caltrigder

MSC:bk State Highway Administrator

Cc: Sec. L. K. Bridwell
Mr. H. J. McCullough )
Mr. H. Xassoff
Mr. W. F. Schneider, Jr.

Mr. Jim Helm(w/attach,)

Ew/attach.)

bee:

Prepared by: Mr. Jim Helm (659~1139)
Project Manager

Bureau of Project Planning on 11/15/82

My tolaph por 15 (301) 659-1111

Teletypewnter for Impairea Heann,
_ 9 of Speech
3837555 Baitimore Metro — 5650451 D.C. Motro — 18004825062 Ste1ewice Toll Free

P.O. Box 7171707 Nonin Caiven St., Balumors. Maryland 21203 - 01y

Lowe? X Browsi
Sscrvay

Ean
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February 22, 1983

Mr. Hal Kassoff -

Chief, Bureauof Project Plannin
and Programming

State Highway A*:inistration

107 N Calvert street

Baltimore, Maryland 21218

Re: Harford County Position on Recommended
Alternate for Route 543/1-95 Interchange

Dear Mr. Kassoff:

) After reviewing.the a]terpates proposed for the Route 543/1-95 interchange
in the.curreny SHA project planning study, we wish to state that Option 4B-1, the
full diamond interchange, is quite unequivocally the County's preferred alignment.

This alignment would be the least confusing and “"cleanest" operationally
?"d on a par with others along the Interstate. The other alternates are unsatis-
faciery from an operations, plasning and land use viewpoint.

We appreciate the smoothiness and efficiency with which this study has

Jeen conducted and hope that, as in the past, our input wil i i
decision making process. ’ past, P 1 have weight in the

cc: Robert S. Lynch, Director
erartment of Planning and Zoning

Harold J. Hamilton, Director
Department of Public Works

ree 1983

L.. B
PLREs s e, 1o
RS & E 01 ttecams

45 SOUTH MAIN STREET / BE! AIR, MARYLAND 21014 / (301) 838-6000 / 879-2000
“'An Equal Opportunity Employer™ .

——

oy o Lowsdl K. Bridwed
& Maryland Department of Transportation
h%@ﬂégi’ A ral M. S Catnde
3 State = jFea) AZT £.573000 ‘:
g March 14, 1983

RE: Contract No. H 805-151-471
Maryland Route 543/I-95
and Related Studies

“The Honorable Habern Freeman
Harford County Executive

5 South Main Street

Bel air, Maryland 21014

Dear ¥r. Freeman:

We have received your letter of February 22, 1983 ugxchve§prezze;
the County's uneguivocal support for Alternate LB-%’as the p:e:ifzd
alternate for the Maryland Route 563/1-95 study. ~",§s? de ass we
that the County's position will recelive full consideration when
make our final recommendations.

We nave had an excellent working relationship with yoE:1§;¢::
and look forward to maintaining this relationship as we conc-.uce

our study.
Very cr?}y vours,
AZ,, /C,.//
Hal Kassoff, Director
Office of Planning ana
Preliminary Engineering
HK:cms
cc: Mr. Robert S. Lynch

Mr. Harold J. Hamilton
Mr. Harry J. McCullough (w/attach.)
t
bee: MWr, J. L, Uhite (w/attach.)
Mr. Um. F, Schneider, Jr. " "
lir, David Wallace " "

My telephone number is_(301) 659-1110
Telotypewnter {of Impawed Heanng or Speech _
38375535 Balimore Metro — 5650451 0.C. Metro — 1-800-492-5062 Statewoe To Free
2.0. Boa 717 1 707 Nonn Calven Si., Balimore, Maryiana 21203 - 0717

ph
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" @ TE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION :
[ —— Lowsll K. Bridwedl
QUESTIONS AND/OR COMMENTS — P Maryland Department of Transportation .
State Highway Administration M. S. Caltrider
Contract No. H 805-151-471 2

Maryland Route 543/1-95

and Related Studies November 3, 1982

Location/Design Public Hearing

i RE: Contract No., H 805-151-471
William Paca/OldSPgsthoad Maryland Route 543/I-95
gi?ggg::a;)s' iggg . and Related Studies
4 ' .
. R o = : Mr. Wayne A. Blottenberger
NAME : Al/)‘,N& A,BLDZ/EA)BERGL‘R 2411 Calvary Road
o S B Al M 1 21014
PLEASE  aporess: &4/ /) CALLPRY  ROAD el Air, Maryland 21
PRINT D M Bl b :
cITY/ToWN: B 4 A(f2 state:_ND. 1P cope:Z/)/ ear Mr. Blottenberger:
. . . s . Thank you for your compliments regarding the conduct of
I/We wish to comment or inquire about the following aspects’of this project. the Locition/Design Public Hearing.

L PiaaBlr T eldouLD  LyKET THET MM S -
.C; A Tﬁ/’\)— NS

P]‘/{J/J/_' 73?‘ é/Ds 7{0 Mr. Harry J, McCullough

District Engineer, District #4&
State Highway Administration
< 2323 West Joppa Road

. Brooklandville, Maryland 21022

J/f[ A i . ——— Phone: (301) 321-3461
(Z]W’,{L(/byvv/‘, ‘0'01% - / 6&% /3é JMQMZM"&% Your name will be added to the project nailing list.

t'l/b \} Questions regarding the Maryland Route 343/I-95 Study may be
;i .
s £' 24000

directed to the undersigned.
—X .
(VTJ ) Very truly yours,

F/ J_éﬁ/ ( 'ﬂ(\ /[/rs;g4 ‘MW : Wm. F. Schneider, Jr., Chiei
vy U

Your concerns regarding the safety of Maryland Route 136
should be directed to:

Bureau of Project Planning

by:

Jin"Heln
Project Manager

WFS:JH:ds

cc: Mr, Harry McCullough

K R . : My telsph ber is £59-1139
[ J 1 am currently on the Mailing List. Teletypewriter for Impaired Hearing or Spaoch
. 383-7555 Baltimore Metro — 5650451 0.C. Metro ~ 1-800492-5062 Statewide Toll Free
P.O. Box 7171 707 North Calvert St., Baltimore. Maryland 21203 . 0717

SHA 61.3-9-35  (Rev. 10/10/79) . (RN
. [/

Gl 0N OGNS O OO OGN 2NN Ny OOy OO OB O N BB mEE  SEm

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




§ .TE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION/ .

B —_——
] Lowsit K. Bridwel
QUESTIONS AND/OR COMMENTS @ Maryland Department of Transportation Lowel)
i [ u. -
Contract No. H 805-151-471 i State Fighway Adminisiration n.fmf::mu
Maryland Route 543/1-95
and Related Studies
Location/Design Public Hearing
William Paca/0ld Post Road November 3, 1982
; Elementary School
October 28, 1982 . RE: Contract No. H 805-151-471

Maryland  Route 543/1-95
and Related Studiles

wame:  Wayes  Lamgerr

Mr. Wayne Lambert

PLEASE : PO Box 155 P.0. Box 155
PRINT ADDRESS: Bex ) Abingdon, Maryland 21009 .
. A STATE: MdA . ZIP CODE: #/0Q)7
cITy/ToWN: _Abing e L2 S idi=yi bear Mr. Lambert:

i i ire about the following aspects of this project. “ )
I/We wish to comment or inqu d P : I hope that your questions were answered at the Location/

Design Public Hearing.

Whid arees ] 0 et albeded ?

¢ 2
Lo @p@(ﬁ‘a(‘q w.l/ kk e OQOJPCL' . _ The areas affected are shown In the project brochure and
y 7

were shown on the wall displays. As a practice we do not release
the names of those who may be affected or who may be relocated.
If you wish to know what the effects to your property cight be,
< send us a plat of your property; we will mark the possible

effects upon 1t and returan it to you.

This project is not funded beyond our current phase.

As requested your name will be added rto the project mailing
list., If you have any additional questions, please do not
hesitate to contact me,

Very truly yours,
Wm, F. Schneider, Jr., Chief
- Bureau of Project Planning
by:
Jim Helr
Project Manager
WFS:JH:ds
cc: Mr. Harry McCullough (W/Attach.)
Mr., David Wallace " "
: Py . My teleph beris__659-11139
E I am currently on the Mailing List. Teletypewnter for Impaired Hearing or Speech
. 383-7555 Baltimore Metro — 5650451 D.C. Matro — 1-800-482-5062 Statewide Tolt Free
[z Please add my/our name(s) to the Mailing List. P.O. Box 717 / 707 Nonth Caivent St., Balumore. Maryland 21203 - 0717
SHA 61.3-9-35  (Rev. 10/10/79) : - - KJ’\
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\TE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION L

QUESTIONS AND/OR COMMENTS

Contract No. H 805-151-471
Maryland Route 543/1-95§
and Related Studies

Location/Design Public Hearing

William Paca/0l1d Post Road
Elementary School
October 28, 1982

NAME: Frzoriar &K Sy irdls

g;‘;ﬁs ADDRESS: /909 CALv4Ey [Crarl———
2700
CITY/TOWN: ABINEDON~= STATE: LD ZIP CODE: 7

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

) IT W EE 4 LEL NEL fr o 553/ Z95 (BATA) WTERCHANGE
Iprt REfris TIE PR .J:/\f/ 3I747TE r/m INERASTIVCTURE  SYSTEA. —
VI, Siass WE Bupaer 8 4%z ainiion g 4 MEW PROJELT 2

3 TT 54 E SwysE DEVELOPAIENT 0:«_"/4)?/0\4/6276'2) POPULATION

- RECKLESS T IRRESPONIIBLE ., ALl +RE

/

AL —”—u ZE .

vvare T PLPULSTION GROIWTH [ fetoots clofmis 079_) 7

iy EtanoAIC. SHRBVITIH J7/1w MU/W“/-?"ZTA7E

4 Yy f = J e prive Fo 4—-77; NTERCHANEE

CONTILERED it NREAIONABLE DISTANE T

T e M/,wem,r7 B(//A/D//V/Z 777 /M///vy

INTERCHA W/GET  THEREB~, Zé_fmy//v/7 Fhe snries

LNCET 17'// INTEN 7 A7 E 1WAy SYSTEM. T

ya —
5T TT /T A7 atowE \uTde SO confiméz. BU1LD 11/

7/
A OVENR S p//rf/n// Ao 350 RA7ELROAD TAACKS

oA BEL . »;/./L¢ 5 ZU/AD A SHAEE  JWTERCAHINES

ﬂ./—f- Vf 43) / (,:1. V/D?’, ? '

: I am currently on the Mailing List. -—,M{M%._LQ AQ‘M:QM,L 5(

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

SHA 61.3-9-35 (Rev. 10/10/79)

— ~
Maryland Departmient of Transportation Lowll K. griswes
Staie Highway Aom.n.sirator M. S. Canriger

Asmiearae

™
w
o
N

loverher 4,

RZ: Contract No. ¥ 805-151-47)
Maryland Route 543/I-9%
and Related Studies

Mr. Florian K. Svitak
1409 Calvary Rocac
Abingdon, Maryland 21009

Dear Mr. Switak:

. Thank vou for your interest in tne Marylani Route
project and the input you furnisheé on the return mailer,

>

-2

The project mailing list will be crarged toO SROW YOuUr correct

name,

The need for highway ‘n*ro'creﬂts
and the priority Zfor 1molemeutlwg th ese
main goal of. this study. To date ns bLu
beyonc this study has been made.

One of the inputs to this stidy is traffic
which are develcped taking into account the futy €,
use of land in the stucy area. ‘¢se Iorecasts
locate areas of present ané futur congéstion ani

heav11v in Cete'“lﬂ‘ﬁ3 lﬂDaCtS ¢l clilternate courses

ACcess peints along the In v 3
allowed at a mir i “ter
recommended at the corclusion of ool

the guidelines for access spacing.

As a condition for fu
has agreed to construct a gr
U.S. Route 40.

cevelczment the
ssraration of

I am
Harford County
provide a mor

hel _cemments to Mr. Uri

+ &

3& to

hensive reston

My taloph . (301) €59-1139

Teletype«mel for Impauao Heanng or Speech
3837555 Baimimore Metro — 565.0451 D.C. Melro — 1.800-492.5062 Staiewice Tou Free
PO Box 717 : 707 Nortn Calver: Sy . Bai.more. Marylanc 21203 . 0717

=



3& Z 0¢ DEPARTMENT OF PLANNING AND ZONING Mr. Florian K. Svitak
- November 4, 1982
3.0 \1 ,‘-; Guy W. Hager, AICP ’ Page 2
ey &7 December 21, 1982 Dwecror
.\'nm\l_‘_“r ‘
Habelr” }reeman
XXXBoR/6K Bk XRFHKX Please feel free to conract us if you nave &dditicnral
Vot tap questions.
Mr. Florian Svitak very truly yours,
1409 Calvary Road
Abingdon, Maryland 21009 . Wm. F. Schneider, Jr., Chief
' Burcauv of Project Plzannirng
Ocar Mr. Svitak: .
We have received a copy of your comments referring to the proposed interchange v
at MD 543/1-95. The State Highway Administration has asked that we respond to items - . im Helm
three and four of these comments. Project Manager.
A1l planning for future development and related infrastructure needs is based WFS;JH:bk
on population/household projections. These in turn are frequently based on employment
projections. The County's consultants have recently completed several studies ) cc: Mr. Harry cCullough
projecting these demands and related future population. These numbers are related Mr. Uri zvin
to control totals set by and reviewed within the State Department of Planning and the Mr. DaviZ Wallace
< Regional Planning Council.

With regard to future development, the Department of Planning projected a bufld-
out of approximately 2000 dwelling units well within the 543/1-95 study area. This
number represents the Department's estimate of what will 1ikely be built over the
next 25 years out of the total number of approved development plans for the area
which exceed 6000 dwelling units. This kind of growth is very substantial, and
ultimately means that there will be an entirely new major residential/employment
center within the County.

In addition, 1500 acres in the study area have recently been zoned for industrial
development, a portion of which have committed development plans. This clearly
means an increase in our limited job-base in Harford County.

Access to this residential/employment area will overload existing roads
(Route 7, Route 24 interchange, Route 22, Town of Aberdeen roads) unless the inter-
change is built. In fact, we believe that in the original Interstate plans, an
interchange at this location was indicated.

While we agree that excessive interchanges along 1-95 can threaten the interstate
function, the present reality is that within the Baltimore Metropolitan area, I-95
is already serving work commute trips and will increasingly do so as other alternate
State roads become more congested.

We would like to thank you for your comments and partjcipation in the planning

process.
Very trul¥ yours,
! f . ‘
(/{/1/? 4 : -
Uri P. Avin, Deputy Director
) Department of Planning and Zoning
UPA:JZ:emc 45 SOUTH MAIN STREET / BEL AIR, MARYLAND 21014 / (301) 838-6000 / 879-2000
cc: James Helm, SHA Haena et g (25]82) \Si
Jean Zamostny, P&Z P',;Vf:a Wa f/\"c'eo‘)gk (el .I: \)ﬁ




\TE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION

QUESTIONS AND/OR COMMENTS _ E (4 ; Ma,y/andﬂepaﬂmg”tofﬁaﬂspona{/o” Lowsll X Bnowek

Sezreany
Contract No. H 805-151-471 s
Maryland Route 543/1-95
and Related Studies . Rowember 5, 1982

State Mighway Aomunistration M S. Cantnoer
ALmunil e

Location/Design Public Hearing

William Paca/01d Post Road
Elementary School RE: Contract No. H 805~-151-471
October 28, 1982 aryland Route 543/I-95

anc Related Studies
NAME : (]Qﬂ 7% 77/)//02 : ._ '
PLEASE ADDRESS. ()9_7(/)/,/4@@0( . Mr. Joel Handlir

+

PRINT R i 4294 Philadelphia Road
CITY/TOWN: f/'(k /Q//L STATE=_M~__ZIP cobE: o/ Bel Air, Maryland 21014
I/We wish to comment or inquire about the following aspects of this project. bear Mr. Handlir: .
U]Y]A_L MMy [D Q@LQ H(\m[‘oou\ ool Qam Jgﬁ 1L 3eOND : I understand the concern which wcu have for wour heme
and your father's peace of min<. :

@ mat 1 /leno@'h(Q(pm/M’)ernAxm _ o o
\\) Based on the information which vou orovicded us and cur

/l wen ol Uoan _QlnimD angs 71‘) ‘} oY) /'YY\,LJ OL@U’DQ project records, we have locatec vour property on the

plans and indicated the effects in red. The eifects
alternate upon your &ac's property are summarized é&s

Alternate 42, ramp option 1 reguires your nouse
and the prozserty shown.

{
< (}m{O Q (J“O,/\PJMN Dwuh) O
[00]
,030 Din Ju\J im ’[}\QOW [‘1 buxm 4% al dr : 23323?;‘? 43, ramp option 2 kas no effect to rour
ohthe Bloxnnn e Ana o on A ool ; hlternate (3-1 affects the baci cormer of your
Qm Libe L}W\,@/U-Q/d m/(‘kl MM 4 A}v() J}Qd : I want to emphasize that no final édecisions hnave

mmmanmd /'YYLLA l\ﬂTO\J/\ ﬂﬁmw O LN : macde at t."{is time. These clans are tentative an 253 z

Zgen

change. We anticipate that recommendations res 3
&M alternates will be macde within the next several months.
INWIYE ng Mo ol PN L amol |
w /03 ?‘ ) At this time there are no monies allocated Zpnr Design,
®Q Qf@ﬂ/’\) )Q AAre C DM MO Mf\wl L) . Right of Way 3accuisition, or Construction. Shecul:i Tonies

b ilaole £ furtrer work co hi j &t 1 r
Lo Lo QIR Gando, L A Loathon become availadle “or furtrer work cn this project st a late

S D - fair Fo:;en:ai_:lon ':1‘]:1 be zrovilfed for
%nm+ fYY\[\tmu \AgefM)o ’QL'H S ’Z'Q\‘l/\ Zggigzeghéggvtgi is:tgrg;"u?él'a Lané and Your H
LghA‘L/L)@ M[‘{){\ ‘MMA b\ C}(CQ.(\D LA@LA A LM explains :i;;'.:\t o way accuisition crocedures.
Y : hat w nsider another route will e
G Aha gt dunody Ja8m _haom into SOIT ERHIRE, that we coneiser snother rovse Wil e
(002 0y, 000 Re CANQUA 14 A then
WANOED IR pﬁ/)@pu; To o A Ak,

oo, Au@h& SO oM i

I am currently on the Mailing List. ) My telophons number is_(301) 639-1139
u_,( MX\ AL A/\/ﬁﬂu 2 - - Teletypewniter tor Impaired Hearing or Speech
I Z l Please add my/our name (s) to the Mailing £ist. 383-7555 Balumore Metro — 565-0251 O C Metro — 1-605-492.5062 Stalemice Tou Free
P.O Box 7171707 Nortn Calvert St . Baitimare Marylang 21203 - 0717 J\
SHA 61.3-9-35  (Rev. 10/10/79) ' k
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Mr. Joel Handlir
November 5, 1982
Page 2

Receipt of Location/Design Approval will allow identi-
fication of right of way requirements for the project by thre
State, local governments, and prowmcrty owners. The abilicty
of the County to reserve land for futlre construction through
their planning and zoning procedu w#ill cdeterminc, to some
extent, the ability of the State Hijhway ~éministrarion to
implement the proposed improvemernts, if funding becomes
available.

re

As requested, your name has bcen added to the croicce
mailing list. Via the project mailing list you will ze rezt
informed of major project developments.

-

Ay Should you have any further cuestions, please cc rnot
hesitate to contact me.

Very truly yours,

Wm. F. Schneicder, Jr., Chief
Bureau of Project Plarnning

By:

Jim Helm
Project Manager

WFS:JL:bk

Attachments

cc: Mr. Harry ¥cCullough (w/attachment)
Mr. Robert Tresselt (w/attachment)
Mr. Uri Avin (w/attachment
Mr. David Wallace (w/attachnment)

Note: The Selected Action - Alternate 4
does NOT displace this house. It

. does, however, encroach on the
the back corner of the property.

N
QN



"PE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION’

QUESTIONS AND/OR COMMENTS

Contract No. H 805-151-471
Maryland Route 543/1-95 -
and Related Studies

Location/Design Public Hearing
William Paca/01d Post Road
Elementary School
October 28, 1982
name: KoRERT RoBUSTO
avoress: 43/ 8 PHILANELAIE RD
STATE: ___ ) ]). 2IP CODE: 22/0/ %
I/We wish to comment or inguire about the following aspects of this project.
SNCE JIE AQRE DIRECTLY JN THE PHIW of
FuTARE  fMPROVEMENTS ANMD  PLAMNS W S oOER STO(T™
/%W ',:’/}/Z WE (A G2 7372 MPENEMENT M s8I
(N oo FRELHT I L MERAPL I
PERion BT E [ nd /F) piin AR /’/(7@_‘-_6"0 yax: 5'{5—'
POReeTED ) fvovi) (7 BE PersiBll T FUIEE
TN T o0 4 ' A Sou v Ar PISS /0L — A7 R 7orid

PLEASE
PRINT

CITY/TOWN: _ BF L .} i7e.

b Wl .

0T-A

B tn DoB] s 71 foTURE LN R 94 ffa el Ty
THIME Yo T ppht SIS on mRAL
—A LU TEE
4

//7/(4 L s o fus e

[::] I am currently on the Mailing List.

EZij>P1ease add my/our name(s) to the Mailing List.
) : <
SHA 61.3-9-35  (Rev. 10/10/79) ’

Secrotary
State Highway Aominisiration M. S. Canridar
Asmingtrate

p) Maryland Dep%ent of Transportation AN Lowell K. Bridwel

November §, 1982

RE: Contract No. H 805-151-471
Marvland Route 543/1-93
and Related Studies b

Mr. and Mrs. Robert Robusto:
4318 Philadelphia Road
Bel Air, Maryland 21014

Dear Mr. and Mrs. Robusto:

I understand the concern which you have for vour home. Bascd
on the information vou provided us and our project records, we have
located your property on the attached sketch and coloreld it red.
Your property is affected in approximately the saré way undcer all
threc build alternates in the Belcamp area. The plan shewn i: tern
tative and subject to change.

At this time there are no monies allocated for Design, Hight
.of Way Acquisition, or Construction for this project. 1 s
ceed with improvements to vour property and this project aivances
at a later date, vou will receive fair compensation for wour home
and any improvements which vou have made upon it.

Receipt of Location/Design Approval will allow identif
of right of way requirements for the proiect by the Staze,
governments, and property owners. The ability of the Countv
rescrve land for future construction through their planning
zoning procedures will determine, to some extent, the :Dlll
the State Highway Administration to 1n‘lcncnt the proposcd
ments, if funding becomes available.

As requested, your name has been alded to the project
list. Via the project mailing list, vou will be kcpt informed of
major project developments.

Should you have any further questions, nlcase do not hesitate
to contact me.

Very truly yours,

Wm. F. sSchneider, Jr., Chief
Bureau of Project Plarnning

by
WFS:JWL:cms Jim Hielm, Projcct Manager
Attachment
cc: Mr. H. McCullough (h/attach ) Mr. Uri Avin (w/attach
Mr. R. Tresselt Mr, D. Wallace

My telsphons number Is_05Q- 1139
Teletypewriter lor Impaired Heanng or Speech
| 3837555 Baitimore Metro — 5650451 0.C. Metro — 1-800-492-5062 Statewioe Toil Free

P.0. Box 717/ 707 Nonth Calvent St., Balimore, Maryland 21203 - 0717 J

G Ga NG N OO 0N OEE A O O NG OGNy NN N S N NN AN 0



ATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATIOVN . o

— R Lowsi! K. Bridwelt
QUESTIONS AND/OR COMMENTS ~ p Maryland Department of Transportation Lowell )
State Highway Administration M. S. Caltrider
Contract No. H 805-151-471 Admiaisrate

Maryland Route 543/1-95 November 15, 1982
and Related Studies

Location/Design Public Hearing
William Paca/01d Post Road RE: Contract No. H 805-151-471

Elementary School . Maryland Route 543/1-85
October 28, 1982 and Related Studies

7 //
NAME : ;D—’ £L E QASS/ il
Mr. Peter B, Cassilly
g;?gifl ADDRESS :94/2 3 '/gﬂ/),g L 2812 Belcamp Road
CITY/TOWN: )ﬂﬁrp/gm STATE: /Nl 2IP CODEx/22/ Aberdeen, Maryland 21001

Dear Mr. Cassilly:

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

. .
Your support for Alternate 4B-1 is noted and will enter
Q¢ P A PR & 257 JMM}ZAZ s into our considerations when we make our final recommencdation.
ﬁ(u /,/u_é«:/:l{ é/z ,/421:/( Lx. ﬂ‘([/l_dl/xﬂ /Pa/u_/feé W M We have contacted the County regarding the develorment
ﬂ . . . which you refer to on Carsins Run Road. Neither we nor they
,yzmlé, //q, _,/{géu ;tl/é J/? /5 o/&ﬁ £y~ are aware of any impending development. Further guestions or
comments on this matter may be directed to:
' . . Mr. Uri Avin, Chief
i—-'/’?‘ > /6.4 / > Z3e2. /Y dralicecto /7 ././ oty LHoez Long Range Planning
= N X ) . / f : 45 S. Main Street
b il ez Ao Feceel of ZF B0 ' 7 . - Bel Air, Maryland 21014
= ] 4 J N, :
/z;«//ﬂzzz‘_ ‘/0’-& AL //zté’zﬁ’-ﬁw .,&M ﬂ /”4{ As your name is on the project mailing list, you will be

kept posted as to major project events. If you have other

i/ﬂf/, Z‘ /34, /(/-/ Z,/ mgz//éca/ W a ,dga,_d_‘:_dg,i‘___ questions or comments, please do not hesitate to contact me.
LKLt fosine Z/M(r«[/ JZ%/ Vil co 5 B PR ﬁéw zo“Zo«_ ,Zi/ Very truly yours,

* , N : : ) Dok ﬁé\:zé ﬁﬂé Wm. F. Schneider, Jr., Chief
JMI‘):?I L2 /;{L/f Z= /0‘6(/‘/ Br:reau of Piéjzct Planning
/mef/réai 7 /L&&ap S /3 7‘5/ /7?’4/ Ll ihd Ty 5/,6 /
7
’ / Z’bﬂ_/'f o 3 ﬂ : j%u)ﬂ;x
e Mol g D B oniy Ho aTod B psndte .
\ C bt o j,&zzm,o YA %ZZ@,_;S}’? il FHe

Q_j’ ,;u%/' ray .

By:

Jim Helm
Project Manager

WFS :JWL:bk

cc: Mr. Harry McCullough (w/attach.)

Mr. Uri Avin (" " )
Mr. David Wallace (" " )
T My telaph bor 5_(301) 659-1139
CZ(I am currently on the Mailing List. Teletypawriter for Impaired Hearing or Speech
3837555 Baltimore Matro — 565-0451 D.C. Metro — 1-800-492-5062 Statewide Toli Free
E Please add my/our name(s) to the Mailing List. : P.O. Box 717 1 707 North Calvent St., Balumore. Maryland 21203 - 0717
SHA 61.3-9-35 (Rev. 10/10/79) . - \S\




\TE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION - : - o _
. , _ - ‘
QUESTIONS AND/OR COMMENTS S / “ Maryland Dgpa.nmgntgf Transportation 15.2:.::!" K. Bridwed
Contract No. H 805-151-471 . State Hignway AGministration M. S. Caltrider
Maryland Route 543/1-95 - Admuatrster
and Related Studies November 22, 1982
Location/Design Public Hearing
TTs RE: Contract No. H 805-151-471
William Paca/0l1d Post Road Md. Route $43/1-95 Study

Elementary School
October 28, 1982

Mr. Edward J. Pouska

NAME : Edward J. Pouska 1415 Calvary Road
. : Abingdon, Maryland 21009
PLEASE . 141 lvary Road
PRINT ADDRESS: 5 ca Y Dear Mr. Pouska:
] y : . ZIP CODE:_ 21009 -
CITY/TOWN:__ Abingdon, STATE: Md. — Thank you for your comments relative to the Maryland

I/We wish to comment or inquire about the following aspects of this project. Route 543 project. Your oposition to Alternate 4 and your

- - previously noted preference for the No-Build altérnate will
\- I am opposed to Alternate 4.<The business community wants:Alternate 4 but be considered when recommendations are made.
e not the majority. What: the business community and people want are The State Highway Administration is stu@ying this projgct
chey ér ] at the behest of Harford County. The study is consistent with

The General Development Plan (December, 1977) of the Regional
Planning Council and the Harford County Master Land Use Plan
and Map (May, 1977). It Is also consistent with Harford County s

always two different things. We would not have all these developments if

i: the people had had their way. The airport at aldino that got droppgﬂ_;ﬁ_f recently adopted Comprehensive Zoning Maps (September, 1682}
= a case in point. and-with Harford County's proposed updating of the Master sSewer
N . — - and Water Plan.

Alternate 4 would be using the public's money in order to enrich a . . . -
The purpose of this study is to consider Alternates f{or

. improving access to the growing industrial area along the 1-95/
, U.S. 40 highway corridor in Harford County and the improvenment
. . : of mobility to and from the existing and planned r sidential
a larger spectrum of the population without a developer involved. areas in tze triangle of Bel Air, Agerdeeg, and Edgewood. By
* P rojects like most badly deteriated roads, bridges and the train bottleneck copy of this letter we are requesting that Mr. Uri Avin, Harrord
- : County Planning and Zoning, provide vou with more detailed infor-
mation regarding the anticipated benefits of a build alternate.

a developer. The moneys iﬂstead should be spent on projects that benefit

[

in Baltimore that delays all trains in the Northeast corridor.

Funds for repairing deteriorated roads and bridges are budgeted

I wrote this letter to try to instill some reason and to present the : separate from funds for planning, design and construction of new
) X facilities. It could be helpful to us, in developing future work
other viewpoint. : programs, if you would send a list of deteriorated roads and bridges.
Yours truly, 2 ' Problems with rail travel are bevond our jurisdiction, how-
/g;:;é»pkv// 8;££g~.7éi____—/ ever, your concerns have been made known to the State Railroad
Edward L; Pduska ; Administration.
L) 1 am currently on the Mailing List. T My telephone number is (301) 659-1139

- Teletypewriter lor Impaired Hearing or Speech J\
E Please add my/our name (s o Mai ng List. 3837555 Balmore Metro — 565-0451 D.C. Metro — 1-800-492-5062 Statew.ge Tou Free
y/ (s} to the Mailing t P.0. Box 717/ 707 North Caivent St., Baitimore. Maryiand 21203 - 0717

SHA 61.3-9-35 (Rev. 10/10/79)




Mr. Edward J. Pouska —
November 22, 1982
Page 2
-~ You are on our project mailing list so you will continue

to receive periodic status reports. Again, thank you for your
interest and we are looking forward to receiving your list of
deteriorated roads and bridges.

Very truly yours,

Wm. F. Schneider, Jr., Chief

Bureau of Project Planning

By:
Jim Helm
Project Manager
WFS:JH:bk
cc: Mr., Harry McCullough (w/attach.)
Mr. Uri Avin (w/attach.)
Mr. Robert Shreeve (w/attach.)
Mr. David Wallace (w/attach.)

€T-A

~
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——
Lowsll X. Bridwed

S YE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION. . . .

. 6 Maryland Department of Transportation Lowat

‘ ) M. §. Caitrider
Assmusatrater

State Highway Admunistration

QUESTIONS AND/OR COMMENTS
Contract No. H 805-151-471 .
Maryland Route 543/1-95
5 and Related Studies
M 2 Location/Design Public Hearing November 26, 1982
= bSF William Paca/01d Post Road
o R Elementary School RE: Contract No. H 805-151-471
& : October 28, 1982 Maryland Route 543/I-Y5 Study
<] — . ,
) NAMEQ, emen Lo Seo I .
& ] — Mr. Thomas T. Scott, Sr.
PLEASE  ApDRESS:_ /2 0 Feachfree [Noadf : — 120 Peach Tree Road
PRINT o - Ocean City, Maryland 21842
crTy/TonN: (Jeopey oty STATE: /M. 2IP CODE:_Z /42
. . ) Dear Mr. Scott:
I/We wish to comment or inqui about the following aspects of this project. .
Thank you for your interest in the Maryland Route 543 project
y y
as expressed in the return mailer which we recently received. Your
N . position favoring alternate 4B (Option 2) will be considered when
/45 v er oL %/e pra ”e,/v.[q a7t w324 L A[/CMA//J{ 4 making final recommendations.
A4 ( 4
/?ﬂ(r/ 5(&/ /41'/\//}7()/. 2 &’/66.-"/{({{—(" /,/ ,7/%7/”////6 Jf As discrl.;sseg in ou}x:l Augus:l 22, 1982 letter, we suggeit t'g;at
< - _— T you contact Mr. Ken Etchison, Harford County Devartment of Public
1 -, 7 ’LL:‘% 27 2ok . oo Works, 23 North Main Street, Bel Air, Maryvland 21014.
— & 77 = 2 Ay P et :
14 - T D — .
’57/,4,, A2 ‘ S o et If we can be of additional service, do not hesitate to con-
f“‘“< tact us.
- " - . Very truly yours,
. - Severn Seryoe. A a__gpes?
VV..?/&.' A ) vy ore ot e 77 Wm. F. Schneider, Jr., Chief
Bureau of Project Planning

<

e TR :'07/' ‘7/" UL Z?cr?J( t:/f 7‘743' X ”(/S ‘74"” ’/
Qs 2abe 42 Dofica®™R world Ae FHe guietiok by: (e
] K - e . ’ Jim Helm
6431»/' ,;7 '7464.1. oA ‘aﬂ ef vy cﬂ//o/ /ﬂ/‘a #:c'./ i J/‘L/ﬂ( /'Lf/é/ /Project Manager
', L. - Ce
vy Nl ',)lf/lﬁn L e D(’///{ SIC/Q Q‘/% /?dllil( / - WFS:JH:cms
_— : cc: Mr. Harry McCullough (w/at‘tach.)
\/, - Mr. Ken Etchison " "
g ol Mr. Uri Avin " "
i / 2 David W. " "
N o) ( Z/;\,PMA /;’ M% . Mr. Davi Wallace
(%] ~
4
6\0 %Zd/lél W'/' ér x// :‘A'/Z;
£(‘ LAD vﬂ/{ ff{Z P //ﬂ—ff,/‘/
- : L
- Cocsns O7 204 2/542
E I am currently on the Mailing List. V Qﬁ)”to s B My tolsphone number 1s_639-1139
i) L), /(_‘ - (A . 8 Teletypawriter for Impaired Heanng or Speech
. . q , Oy 7555 Baltimore Metro — 5650451 D.C. Metro — 1-800-492-5062 Statewice Toli F
[E l Please add my/our name(s) to the Ma.lllng List. [\ . Q)"-S NS Y- P.O. Box 7171 707 Nonh Calven St., Balmore, Maryland 2|zloa;u.on°7 ol Free é‘
SHA 61.3-9-35  (Rev. 10/10/79) ' RN ! ' <




TE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION

" QUESTIONS AND/OR COMMENTS

Contract No. H 805-151-471
Maryland Route 543/I-95
and Related Studies

Location/Design Public Hearing

William Paca/0l1d Post Road
Elementary School
October 28, 1982

NAME: N« eSS  CHAF LE S £

ST

PLEASE  ADDRESS: 000300 CALIAKY QM 1)

PRINT
CITY/TOWN: _Rf s J 112

STATE: &22 2IP CODE:2/0 /<L

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

J://z, Aioie) atlindeds pels o7 2ho ,

A ygdotocs ,1{24;44;<n-441/

7 l/
ol lorl o Thes THD /CF g5 dAQzaha— er prtalon] Lo &QA;r7m,o/

bt oy Fon it fed i ot a2 o

/4ﬁ§QAZ I A {pé¢4¢~(¥/ -z \ﬁZkAaﬁﬂﬁzf C2¢4<miz;; <

ST-A

N

il

LA .Lqu.;[' "1‘2;445 44;/0 K;&ditlaﬁ Ly 2&(L».¢aw¢/n/L;> L
Itk/z(a/z—'f ’A"L) M (‘;W't‘ 4

(;cwueayA/

,ﬁfiz 1l tprr g e e 44/ n oot LAy ‘/)A4224/4L¢’Zid (4/»¢? /)

e '4E L, :2;1' 2 /::LLCLA{Q /£Q4222«/ Aoa ol (3A£A4?CJL—

4
/e /zmef/ TR Aoo ot H Lo sottterZ /MW

Lol Lodients papedlal.

B /m Lhal féww&/n_e« el LA /Af/ Apailedto

Lo / e [Aio¢/ éij?l{At

‘

[S:J I am currently on the Mailing List.

[ piease ada my/our name(s) to the Mailing List.

"SHA 61.3-9~35 (Rev. 10/10/79)

\./ w Maryland Department of Transportation Lowsl X. Bridwsd

M. S. Cahrider

State Highway Agmunistration
Admiacttraste

November 26, 1982

RE: Contract No. H 805-151-471
Maryland Route 543/I-95
and Related Studies

Mr. & Mrs. Charles E. Smith : R
2030 Calvary Road
Bel Air, Maryland 21014

Dear Mr. and Mrs. Smith:

Your support for Alternate 4B-1 is noted and will enter
into our considerations when we make our final recommendation.

At this time there are no monies allocated for Design,
Right of Way Acquisition, or Construction for this project.

Via the project mailing list, you will be kept informed
of major project developments. If you have any further comments,
please do not hesitate to contact me.

Very truly yours,

Wm. F. Schneider, Jr., Chief
Bureau of Project Planning

WFS:JWL:bk

cc: Mr. Harry McCullough (w/attach.)
Mr. Uri Avin (w/attach.)
Mr. David Wallace (w/attach.)

My telaphone number is_(301) 659-1139
Teletypewriter for Impaired Hearing or Speech
383-7555 Baltimore Metro — 565-0451 D.C. Metro — 1-800492.5062 Statewide Toll Free
P.0. Box 717/ 707 North Calvert St., Baltimore. Maryland 21203 - 0717

_————




\TE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION.

QUESTIONS AND/OR COMMENTS

Contract No. H 805-151-471
Maryland Route 543/1-95 g
and Related Studies

Location/Design Public Hearing
William Paca/01d Post Road

Elementary School
October 28, 1982

naMe:_ArFhoe E *thrc\ E. Con le\/
g’iﬁs appress: 3/3¢  pMova  Sestia A
CITY/TOWN: [5¢/ Ao STATE: mD

ZIP CODE:_oi/0/Y

%/We wish to comment or inquire about the following aspects of this project.
T O aw g el @y mZ’u;Aamre/ lele Z=-95 ank.
£f- 543, o2 //A 4,({,4 //J/ Wad zﬁ@_‘gﬁuci&a&_&t&__
Aat dmadleell sa Zﬁé Lo mxﬂw(/é *46/) wsag
24s oo o 2o ??Z*4QZ0 /QédAAAm -{Lujéétmmttnu . ug/
- ‘-Oé?zn,(k—& M&M{ 2l o a.. %&ACC{Z anap MWJ
/,~/mé a—u{/’ va@ i ({M i ‘644 anze ,/'%

ﬁmmz zzm o A fri ooy o

0. 45 D s it s aduidedl m, akey all L
oo lell  atny ik ,26 sz aJY/1é424 nmﬂaéﬁ,r Aé;7f Pl
A (Z&g///u 2 el An /-a/zfm,s O2an )4‘744,2

o _Lod o oy Lone 2o b n L

ot GG

C::] I am currently on the Mailing List.

[:erPlease add @gs/our name(s) to the Mailing List.
SHA 61.3-9-35 (Rev. 10/10/79)

cc: Mr. Harry McCullough

@ Maryland Department of Transportation Lowsil K. Bridwad
B State Highway Adminisirailon M. S. Cattrider
Ad ministroinr

November 29, 1982

RE: Contract No. H 805-151-471
Marvland Route 543/1-95
and Related Studies

Mr. and Mrs. Archur E. Conley
3136 Nova Scotia Road
Bel Air, Maryland 21014

Dear Mr. and Mrs. Conley:

Your support for an interchange in the Belcamp area is noted
and will enter into our considerations when we make our finel
recommendation.

With reference to our recent phone conversation, it is mv
understanding that you no longer desire a large scale map of the
project alternates or a copy of the public hearing transcriot.

I am certain that Mr. Uri Avin, Harford County Planning and Zoning,
would be able to review the project alternates with you. VYou may
contact him in Bel Air at telephone number 879-2000 extensicn 324.

As requested, your name has been added to the project mailing
list so vou will receive notification of future project activities.

If vou need additional information, do not hesitate to con-
tact me.

Very truly yours,

Wm. F. Schneider, Jr., Chief
Bureau of Project Planning

by:OfﬂLW"' ’

Jim Helm
Project Manager

(w/atcach.)

WFS:JH:cms

Mr. Uri Avin
Mr. David Wallace " "

My teleph bor 15 659-1139

Teletypewriter tor Impaired Heating or Speech
383-7555 Balnmora Metro — 5650451 D.C. Metro — 1-800-492-5062 Statew:de Tot! Free
P.O! Box 717 1 707 North Catvent S| Balumore, Maryland 21203 . 0717

=2



November 30, 1982

¥r. denry J. UcCullough
District Encineer, District #4
State Highway Administration
2323 West Jopva Road
Brooklandville, Ld., 21022

Dear Mr, lcCulloughs -

With this letter is a photocopy of a part of SHA Drawing No. 26, ’
Interchange at I 35 and Relocated Md. 543. Ownership of the property
identified as the O'Neil-Dickson House is in my name. Early this year
my wife, sor and I started Country Garden Center, Inc., on the property.
By May we bhad over 2000 shrubs and trees in our retamil sales area and had
started a hursery and orchard planting plan that will ultimately utilize
over one-half of the property. .

X reliadble, ample source of water is required for the business and we
decided to proceed because of the small springs about 400ft. south of the
house that hardly diminished im flow even during the driest weather in

our nine years on the property. We positioned the first storage pond as
shown on the photocopy to catch the flow from the small springs and plan
to terrace another storage pond below it as our aeeds for water increase.
The topography is nearly ideal for a great deal of irrigation water to
work its way tack to the ponds by way of the springs. The plan received a
good test during the dry spell this past summer and will take care of our
ultimate needs.

LT-A

Judging from some measurements we have taken, the right of way line through
our property for relocated Md. 543 will conflict with our plans for the
second storage pond. It is rather certain that the additional pond will be
of considerable economic value to us and to lose it entirely or have the
Bize  restricted would be an economic loss we want to awoide. ’

Relocating the right-of-way line about 30 ft. to the west would preserve,
intact, the natural site for the additional pond. Portunately, it appears
this could be done without altering the right-of-way line on the adjacent
property by centrally locating the traffic lanes within the reduced righte
of-way widthe

Will you or omne of your representatives contact me for an appointment for
an on site inspection with me of our plans for an additiomal pond so your
office can be more clearly informed of our concerns. A4lso, please
acknowledge in writing the receipt of this letter so our records will show
that it has reached your attention.

cc. Mr. T. Carroll Brown, Esq. ' Sincerely, o
200 S. Main , 5(/‘5,54/,}:4»,4:_,*
Bel Air, lLd. 21014 peraynnaml

;._-_i:g\g ORI A puee Walter W. Sheridan
dos T e 2800 Creswell Rd.
) Bel Air, Md. 21014
pes 8 G
e (A SR

& Maryland Department of Transportation Lowell K. Brigwall

Stitelary
State Highway Administration M. S. Calrider
Adminnuator

January 19, 1983

MEMORANDUM ‘

TO: Mr. Harry McCullough
Metropolitan District Engineer
District #4

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

SUBJECT: Contract No. H 805-151-471
Maryland Route 543/I-95 Study -
Walter W. Sheridan Property

We have responded to your request for us to meet with “r. Walter
W. Sheridan. )

We have visited Mr. Sheridan and conducted an inspection of his
property. From our viewpoint, it appears that arrangements can be
made during Final Design to ensure that our plans do not adversely
impact the water impoundment area on Mr. Sheridan's propertv. Nota-
tion will be made on the environmental checklist for the project.

Let us know if additional follow through is needed.

by:
Jim Helm
Project Manager
WFS:JH:cms
cc: Mr. Ron Spalding (w/attach.)

Mr, Edmond Wright

Mr. Louis H. Ege, Jr. " "
Mr. David W. Wallace " "
Mr. Walter Sheridan

My tolophons number 1s__ 6591139

Teletypewriter for Impaired Hearing or Speech
383-7555 Baitimore Metro — 565-0451 D.C. Metro — 1-800-492.5062 Statewide Toll Free
P.O. Box 7177707 North Caivert St., Battimore, Marylang 21203 - 0717

N



December 17, 1982

(
Re: Contract No, 11-805-151-471
Md. Rte. 543/I-95 Interchange

Mr. Walter W. Sheridan
2800 Creswell Road

ERCY A\ O'NEIL-
Bel Air, Maryland 21014
Dear Mr. Sheridan:

ICKSON
23 1
Rt HOUSE /!
S 0
Vo * A & . l
This is to acknowledge receipt of your letter of November 30, 1982, i '
concerning the impact of the proposed planning of the subject
project on your property.

\J

The State Highway Administration, Office of Planning and Preliminary
Engineering, Bureau of Highway Planning & Program Development are
responsible for the project planning for the project.

8T-A

By a copy of this letter to Mr. James Helm, Project Coordinator, 1
am requesting his contacting you to review your concerns.

—

Very truly yours,

Harry J. McCullough
Metropolitan District Engineer

ILIMe: kh

c VP €36

-

ce: Mr, J. Helm (att)j///

Dave Wallrce 13068 Cotafbct,)

i

pHIKNY1d 100U

1€ 1

321-3461




6T-A

STEPHEN E. QUICK
2719 PULASKI HIGHWAY
EOGEWOO0O. MARYLANO 21040
(301} 676.4100

8

A

&

5

N

Prdcliig

November 12, 19§2

54

Ma. James Helm, Project Hanager
Bureau of Project vLanning
State Highway Adamindisinazion
707 Nonth Calvenxt Street
Battimone, Maryland 21202

Vear Mr. Heim,

[ have reviewed youn proposal for tne Maryrand Rt. 24 and
U.S. nt. 40 Intenchange in Edgewood, and 1 support the ideal
gor a new antenchange in thes area. 1 own a 60 acre thact of Land
nean thes proposea <nteachange which 4is zoned L1 and B-3. With a
consiant .(nchease 4n this anea of development the intensection of
Rt. 755 and U.S. 40 is becoming increas<ngly inadequate to handte
the trafgic glow. This proposed <nterchange at Rt. 24 and nt. 40
woutd be a neal assest To thnis fast growing area.

Thank you for your atzention.

Sincerety,

72%%%@5@&@

‘Stephen E. Qudick

SEQ/das

# Maryland Depa, amient of Transportation —

State mighaa, ACm.r.strat 30

~

December 1, 198
il 805-151-
e 563/1-95
tudies

RE: Contractc No.
Maryland Rout
and Related S

Mr. Stephen E. Quieck
2719 Pulaski Highway
Edgewood, aryland 21049

Dear Mr. Quick:

We are in receipt of your lecter supporting conscru
an interchange between Marylané Route 24 and U.

Your posizion will be considered
mendacion.

So that you will oe kepr zbre
ments, we have cdded your nere to
you have &any further comments or
tate CO contect e,

ast v

< h
Cues Tl

Very ctruiy wours,

Wm, ¥
&

Schneider, Jr
Bure o

oy
I Project Plan

°

.

by:

Lowel A Bnowed
becreany

M § lanncer
L N

471

-

S. Route -7,

. Jin Heln

Project Manrzger

WFS:JWL:cms

cec:  Mr, {(Wieliazh.)
Yr. "

Hr.

659-1139

My telephone numbar is
T ¢f Speech

Teletypewrier for Imsares nean

3837555 Balumore Metro — 5656451 D C. Metrg — 1-0X~92:5062 Statewide Toi Free
P.O. Box 747/ 707 Nontn Cawen §: | Ba.1.m3e Maryiang 21203 - CN7 v
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BAR, flins Yontiors

SHOPPING CENTER DEVELOPERS
ABERDEEN MOBILE HOME SALES

2711 Pulaski Highway

November 12, 1982

K: Edgewood, Maryland 21040
-]
Mr. James Helm _
Project Manager BE

Bureau of Project Planning
State Highway Administration ©
707 N. Calvert Street &
21201 =
[
o November 12, 1982

Baltimore, Maryland
Proposed Interchange at U.S.
Maryland Route 24 - Edgewood,
Har ford County, Maryland

Re: 40 and

Dear Mr. Helm:
We are the owners of the Ames-Edgwood Shopping Center located on
Route 40 between Route 24 and Route 152 in Harford County. It has
come to our attent;on that the State Highway 1izgoni;d§§1ng the Mr. James Helm, Project Manager
constructon of an interchange between Routes an . Bureau of Project Planning

. . : - State Highway Administratio
Please be advised that we think this interchange wouldlbe of 707 Nortﬁ Ca{ver?lstree? Lon
substantial benefit to the merchants located not only in- our Baltimore, Maryland 21202
Dear Mr. Helm,

shopping center, but also the other retail facilities located in
It has been brought to my attention that you propose a new
Rt. 40, this project

this area. .
Yours truly,
' ' interchange at Maryland Rt., 24 and U.S.
curtainly has my wholehearted support. As a businessman in the
area this new interchange would be a great assest whereas mobile homes

W(;ﬁw
. being moved could much easier use this interchange to reach I-95,
Robert C. Levin ' Bel Air and northern parts of the County. The present intersection
at Rt. 755 and Rt. 40 has long since heen outdated. I feel the new
interchange would be of real value to husinessmen and residents

Partner
of the entire County.

Your attention in this matter is appreciated.

RCL/aw
cc: Ms., Jean Zamostny

e

Qo)

© 2

oo '£ ~ Sincerely,

3 ; » N

(1) '.f: A ;.‘-,//-~ S 2eme -

- R . I v

= 3 Raymond Warfield

-2 i

o <

o

w2 RW/das

| %

¢
FIDELITY BUILDING ® SUITE 1204 ® CHARLES & LEXINGTON STREETS ¢ BALTIMORE, MARYLAND 21201 e (301 752.6070
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ART BUILDERS, ING,

One Bel Ax South
PO Bax N
Bel AV, Md. 21014

telephone: 838 9500
Dvea Line from Baxo..
tekephone 879-9090

November 12, 1982

Mr. James Helm, Project Manager
Bureau of Project Planning

State Highway Administration
707 North Calvert Street
Baltimore, Maryland 21202

Re: Maryland Rt. 24 & US Rt.40
Interchange Edgewood,
Harford County, Maryland

Dear Mr. Helm:

| huve reviewed your alternatives for this particular project and support the
State's position for a new interchange at this location. Both from my daily
travels and being a land developer in this area, | have observed unique traffic
patierns occurning due to the lack of an interchange at this location, By
unique traffic patterns, | mean that many illegal "U" turns are being made

4l various Cross- overs in order to avoid dclays at the intersection of 755
and US 40. The alternatives proposed by the state in your report would help
ulleviate this problem as well as give access to lands that now have facilities
for development of industry. This would abviously enhance the tax base sorely
needed in Harford County. | trust this project will be done as part of the
all over construction of Maryland Rt. 24 from Bel Air to the J.F. Kennedy

Expressway.

Thank pu for this opportunity to comment on this project.

~
© Qe Sincerely,
=z £
N 3 ART BUILDERS, INC.
v x '
g :':‘.;3 /.};-wam ‘1/.//..3,.
= G2 Norman L. Ray
NG .~ Executive Vice President
&
NLR:pmg

" HARFORD MOBILE VILLAGE

P.O. BOX 1500) ¢ BALTIMORE, MARYLAND 2)208

November 22, 1982 '

Mr. Junes Helm, Project Manager N

Burcau of Project Planning
State iighwsy Administration
707 N. Calvert Street
Baltimore, MD 21202

Re: State Highway Adminfstration ~ Proposed
Interchange Construction Located at
MD 24/US40
Dear Mr. Helm:

We would like to advige you of our support for the above referenced
proposed interchange.

We presently own and operate a 400 unit mobile home park at the
intersection of Paul Martin Drive and Route 40 in cloae proximity

to the proposed interchange. We are contemplating various additions

to this project to eventually bring the total number to over 700 unita.

The proposed interchange would greatly faciliate the traffic flow in
our inmmcdiate trading area,

Sincerely,
HARF MOBILE YILLAGE
7 wf Al —
P’uchael Weinfian

Mdiecl

L



LENTZ, HOOPER, JACOBS & BLEVINS, P. A,

JmnIVI B LANTE, IN. ATTORNEYS AT LAW Hamuus BTy th e
»HAIAM I HOOFKR, IK. ' FLOO 123 N MAIN HPRENT
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unus:;r.n:_lvl:::'lll\" Bel Air

PLEAME KRLY I, SR

Mr. James Helm, Project Manager
Bureau of Project Planning
State Highway Administration
707 N. Calvert Street
Baltimore, Maryland 21202

Dear Mr. Helm:

[AAIN

I am writing this letter to you to express my concern
and support for the State's construction of a direct access from -
Maryland Route 24 onto U. S. Route 40 in the Edgewood area of
Route 40. I have an interest in a piece of property very close
to that area, and have represented the interests of Equitableﬂ
JIrusc Company in that property during the comprehensive “rezofiing,
and"feel that not only would the traffic situation be betcter and
safer, but it would tend to increase property values and make
development of the Route 40 corrider in the area of Edgewood
more desirable.

The piece of property about which I have spoken earlier
in this letter is 1710 Pulaski Highway, which is just south of
the Edgewood traffic light at Maryland Route 754.

I would very much appreciate any assistance you could give
in seeing that this direct access ramp from Maryland Route 24
onto U. S. Route 40 can be constructed.
Very truly yours,
- - ,/,/.' -
C"_‘/L't S L —

JOHN F. BLEVINS

JFB/vcp
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Ealtern Christian Colfcge
P. O. Box 629
BEL RIR, MARYLAND 21014 .
1-301-734-7727 or 1-301-879-9300

L
E

November 1, 1982

Harry J. McCullough, District Engineer
State Highway Administration

District 4 Office

2323 West Joppa Road

Brooklandville, MD 21022

Dear Mr. McCullough:

In attendance at the "Combined Location/Design Public Hearing" on MD
Route 543/1-95 on Thursday, October 28, at the William Paca Elementary
School were several residents and interested parties whose interest
.begins where the current study ends. 1 write of those that live on
Route 543 beyond the Bren Mar Park going northwest toward Route 136.

Although 1 am not an official spokesperson, 1 want to share a few

gleaned thoughts for the official record. The placement of a new inter-

change on 1-95 to give better access to Route 543 is viewed as a positive
move and the implications for economic development are greatly desirable.
The concern of those who live on Route 543 is the congestion that will

be thrust upon an unimproved Route 543 beyond the Bren Mar Park. Specif-
ically,
Hi1l Road and the intersection at Route_136. Your own study reveals an
increase of vehicular travel from the current 2,200 vehicles per day to
13,000 in the year 2005 with the new Route 543/1-95 interchange. 5uch

volume would create hazardous conditions along the indicated unimproved
stretch of Route 543,

Speaking for Eastern Christian College, we are excited about the improved
access to our campus that would result from the construction of the Route
543/1-95 interchange. The increase in vehicular traffic would make our
campu{}pore visible to the public., However, we believe some attention
must be given te the implications for this section beyond the project
area. @ >

Thank'}ou for réceiving these comments.

Sincegély, .

the James Run Bridge, the already hazardous intersection at Goat

A e

(Je re_y . Bullock - %" .\c‘.'
President %&”o"“ o o
JEB/jmf
Ly
.-\\\\':‘
Jeffrey E. Bullock - President 9;‘-“"“

s

& Maryland Department of Transportation Lowsd K. Bridwel
Stata Highway Adminisiration M. S. Cakridec
December 3, 19B2 Admnn s

-~

RE: Contract No. H 805-151-471
Maryland Route 543/1-95 Study

Mr. Jeffrey E. Bullock
President B
Eastern Christian College
PO Box 62— "~
Bel Air, Maryland 21014

Dear Mr. Bullock:

Thank you for your recent letter to Mr. Harr)NHcCu}lough
expressing your general support for construction of an inter-
change between I-95 and Maryland Route 543:

The James Run Bridge has been identified for replacerment
at a future date. At the time of construction, the aligznment
of Maryland Route 543 will be improved in the immediate area
of the bridge.

Operations problems along Maryland Route 543 will be identi-
fied and monitored. When improvements arec warranted, thev cculd
be addressed in our Special Projects Program or by othker mezns.

Again, thank you for your interest in the Maryland Route
543 project. If I can be of further service, do not hesitarte

to contact me.
Veiy,ﬁr“fy'yours' [;//
¢41~4//é;:;~&*//{
VA 7

Hal Kassoff, Director
Office of Planning and
Preliminary Engineering
HK:cms
cc: Mr. Earle S. Freedman
Mr. Harry McCullough
Mr. Wm. F. Schneider, Jr. '
Mr. Jerry White " "
Mr. David W. Wallace " "

(w/attach.)

My telephone ber Is 659-1110
Teletypewniter for Impaired Hsaaring or Speech
3837555 Baltimore Metro — 565-0451 0.C. Metro — 1-800-492-5062 Statewide Tolt Free
) P.Q. Box 717 1 707 North Calvert St., Baltimore, Maryland 21203 - 0717

W
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E. EFFECT ON NOISE LEVELS

1. Introduction

The existing noise environment of the Maryland Route 543/I-
95 study area has been analyzed, and future noise levels with both
the No-Build and Build Alternates have been predicted using the
Federal Highway Administration's (FHwA) LEVEL 2 Traffic Noise Pre-
diction Model. These studies are summarized in this section.
Reviewers who are interested in additional information should con-
sult the Technical Noise Report, entitled Noise Impact Analysis for
the Maryland Route 543/I-95 Study from Maryland Route 24 to
Maryland Route 22 in Harford County, Maryland (dated April 1982),
available for review at the Bureau of Project Planning, State High-
way Administration, 707 N. Calvert Street, Baltimore, Maryland.

The standards which stipulate noise levels applicable for
the study area highways are contained in the Federal Highway
Administration's Federal-Aid Highway Program Manual (FHPM 7-7-3).
This document presents maximum noise levels for various types of
land uses. Because the existing land in the areas adjacent to the
alternates consists of residential development, farm and pasture
land, the applicable FHPM 7-7-3 land use category is "B", for which
the maximum (Llo) exterior noise level is 70 dBA. ,

2. Ambient Noise Levels

Existing ambient noise levels were measured at 18 sensitive
receptor locations selected to provide a reasonable noise sample of
land use types throughout the study area. The location of these
sites is shown on Figure IV-2. These measurements, which involved
taking numerous individual noise measurements over a ten to thirty
minute period, were made on Tuesday, February 16, 1982, between
9:25 AM and 2:25 PM, or Tuesday, February 23, between 10:25 AM and
1:05 PM. From these individual measurements, an overall representa-
tive sound level was determined. That sound level, called the L
noise level, represents a noise level in decibels that is exceed%g
108 of the time, and has been shown to be a good approximation of
noise levels perceived by the human ear. The measured L noise
levels determined for each of the eighteen monitoring sité%, given
in Table IV-2, range from 47 to 73 decibels (dBA).

3. Predicted Noise Levels

Future exterior L 0 noise levels were predicted using the
FHwA LEVEL 2 Traffic Noié% Prediction Model. Exterior L 0 noise
levels were predicted at each of the eighteen sensitive %eceptor
locations for the design year 2005 for the No-Build and Build
Alternates. Traffic volumes used to predict the 2005 L noise
levels were "worst-case" volume-speed combinations in %grms of
noise generation.

Iv-15
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1
1982 OESIGN YEAR 2005 ]
01sT. 10 | weasugeo| FEOERAL PREOICTED Lyp dBA
| CENTERLINE { | gpa | OE5'SH NOISE LEVELS
SITE DESCRIPTION OF NEAREST NOISE | 2 i
0. noAowaY || AMBIENT ] critERIA]
(FT) NOISE | 1, goh | NO-BUILO| ALT. 3 | ALT. 4
LEVEL & T
|
| Trailer Park Along Eastbound.lanes 0f 200" Ar;f » 0 . " 1
U.S. Rte. 40 (U.S. 40) 67
Residence On Hilltop Ave. - 200"
2 53 70 67 68 67
Adjacent To U.S. Rte. 40 (U.8. 40)
Residence Adjacent To The Bata Factory 400!
3 |South On U.S. Bte. 40 ws | O 10 64 64 64
Residence on Mitchel! Rd. 200"
4 South 0f U.S. Rte. 40 (U.S. 40) 69 10 67 68 )
Swimming Poo! Along Biverside Parkway 200°
5 |n Riverside Community Riverside Pkwy o 10 65 66 65
. Residence On Creswell Rd. 150"
6 INorth Of Md. Rte. 7 wn | T 64 6 | 6
Residence On Md. Rte. 7 150
1
West Of Md. Rte. 136 (Md. 1) 63 70 65 64 64
01d Post Rd. Elem. School & Paca 150"
8
: Elem. Schoo! On Md. Rte. 7 Nd. 7) “ 58 70 63 63 62
Residence At dgewood Rd 75
J-1 : _
(Md. .Rte. 755) (Md. 755) 73 70 66 66 NA
' Mote! Edgewood On U.S. Rte. 40 100"
1 3-2 - 0
éigé (Air Conditioned) ws. o f 7 ! 1 14 NA
& United Presbyterian Church 165"
J-3 .
Md. Rte. 24Md. Rte. 7 Intersection M. 24) 5 70 65 68 NA
Residence On Willow Oak Court 200"
-4 | g 65 10 82 68 NA
A t To Md. Rte. 24
| Rdjécen t:) +(M?5[]vu)
4-1 esidence On Md. Rte. 7 -
East Of Proposed Ramps (M. 7) 69 70 68 NA 10
- | Residence On Md. Rte. 7 1o
4-2 . . .
West Of Belcamp Rd. i (Md. 7) b1 70 68 NA 70
43 Residence On Belcamp Rd. by’
North.0f Md. Rte. 7 (Belcamp Rd.)f B 70 13 NA 1A
' Trailer Home On Md. Rte 7 70!
“4 | East 01 Belcamp Rd. (Md. 7) 61 70 69 NA 12
0’Nei ! Dickson House Historic Site 375!
5 | Atong Md. Rte. 54 og sy i 9™ 60 Mo os2
4§ | Residence Along Md. Rte. 543 a 125 51 10 & " "
un Road (Mg_543) .
| For Site Locations, See Figure 1¥-2 MARYLAND Roeigffofsséoﬁ-n?f,~?Ah;?y|:ngTED STUDIES
2 See Section !11-C For Oescription Of Alternates
COMPARISON OF L,q NOISE LEVELS
(Existing Ambient Vs Predicted 2005 Noise Levels)
NA Not Applicable For This Alternate Table DL -2
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@ Sensitive Receptor Locations
1 Receptors | To 8 Anolyzed For Alternates 1,2.3 And 4
3-1 Receptors 3-1 To 3-4 Anclyzed For Alternates |, 2 And 3

4-1 Receptors 4-1 To 4-6 Anclyzed For Alternotes |,2 And 4
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-

4000 2] 4000
s ™ e ™,
SCALE IN FEET

MARYLAND ROUTE 543/ I-95 AND RELATED STUDIES

Harford County, Maryland

LOCATION OF
SENSITIVE NOISE RECEPTORS

Figure -2




Table IV-2 presents a comparison of existing ambient and
predicted year 2005 L 0 noise levels., It should be noted that the
predicted year 2005 k. noise levels for sensitive receptors 1
through 8 were calcula%gd using 1" = 2000' scale mapping without
topography. This is considered a "macro-scale" noise analysis and
was used to predict L10 noise levels at these receptors for Alter-
nates 1, 2, 3 and 4: Year 2005 Ll noise levels for sensitive
receptors 3-1 to 3-4 and 4-1 to 4-6 %ere calculated with greater
precision using 1" = 200' scale mapping with 5 foot contour inter-
vals. This is considered a "micro-scale" noise analysis and was
used to predict Ll noise levels for Alternates 1, 2 and 3
(Receptors 3-1 to 3-9) and Alternates 1, 2 and 4 (Receptors 4-1 to
4-6) .

Table IV-2 shows that for the design year 2005, the Federal
Design Noise Level of L 0= 70 dBA for Type "B" land uses will be
exceeded at Sensitive Rgceptors 3-2 and 4-3 with the No-Build and
TSM Alternates, Sensitive Receptor 3-2 with Alternate 3 and Sensi-
tive Receptors 4-3 and 4-4 with Alternate 4. Predicted L 0 noise
levels at the remaining sensitive receptors will not ex&éed the
Federal Design Noise Level in the design year. This table also
indicates that the L noise level will increase over existing
ambient noise levels %Q most noise sensitive receptors regardless
of the alternate.

Noise level contours of Ll = 70 dBA have been developed
for the No-Build & TSM Alternate, Alternate 3 and Alternate 4.
These contours are shown on Figures IV-3 and IV~-4. The Federal
Design Noise Level Criteria for Category "B" land uses will be
exceeded in the area within these contours.

4. Potential For Noise Control

At those noise sensitive receptors where the predicted year
2005 L noise levels are expected to exceed the Federal Design
Noise &gvel of Ll = 70 dBA for Type "B" land uses, noise abatement
measures were invgstigated. The following noise abatement measures
were found to be impractical for use as part of this project.

a. Wall-Type Noise Barriers and/or Earth Berms

Wall type noise barriers would not be effective in the
project area because of the small number of scattered sites requir-
ing attenuation and the need to provide gaps for driveway
entrances. In addition, the reduction in traffic noise would be
negligible, since the necessary subtended angle required for
adequate attenuation could not be provided.

Earth berms or landscape screens are also impractical
because they too would have to be segmented in order to provide for
driveway access. Earth berms or landscape screening would also re-
quire acquisition of significantly greater amounts of right-of-way.

IV-16
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b. Traffic Management Measures (eg., prohibition of cer-
tain vehicle types such as heavy trucks, time use
restrictions for certain vehicle types, modified speed
limits, and exclusive lane designation.)

Most of the low volume highways (i.e., Maryland Route 7
and Maryland Route 136) already carry very low volumes of heavy
trucks (approximately 1 or 2%), and the majority of truck generated
noise is a result of heavy trucks utilizing I-95 and U.S. Route 40,
the two major through routes within the study area.

Modified speed limits (typically reduced) and exclus-
ive lane designations (trucks/buses only) are not feasible noise
abatement measures due to the present and proposed geometric
features and traffic characteristics of the study area highways.
An exclusive lane designation for trucks and buses would generally
not be possible because the majority of highways throughout the
study area have only one travel lane in each direction. Exclusive
lane designations could be implemented with the Build Alternates,
however, no significant benefits would result.

c. Alteration of Horizontal & Vertical Alignments

The TSM Alternate, as previously discussed, consists
primarily of improvements to the existing highway system through
the improvement of intersection and mainline flow, and geometrics.
The horizontal and vertical alignment of the TSM Alternate is
identical to the existing facility. Any major alterations to the
horizontal and vertical alignment, such as the addition of travel
lanes or additional construction in new location, could not be
implemented under the TSM Alternate.

The Build Alternates, as ©previously discussed,
primarily propose the construction of an interchange at either
Maryland Route 24/U.S. Route 40 (Alternate 3) or I-95/Maryland
Route 543 (Alternate 4). Consideration to traffic flow, air quality
and noise has already been included in the design of each Build
Al ternate.

d. Acquisition of Property Rights For Installation or
Construction of Noise Abatement Barriers

The acquisition of property rights for the installation
or construction of noise barriers or other attenuation devices is
not a feasible method of noise abatement in the study area. As pre-
viously mentioned, wall-type noise barriers and earth berms are not
viable solutions for potential noise impacts associated with this
project. Therefore, acquisition of property rights for noise
abatement measures will not be necessary.

IV-17
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e AL TERNATE 3B-1

@ Sensitive Receptor Locations
—NB— NO BUILD 8 TSM 70 dBA (2005 L5) Noise Contour

—B— BUILD (Alt. 3B-1) 70 dBA (2005 L,,) Noise Contour

Improvements

600 0 600 1200
e ™™ o
SCALE IN FEET

MARYLAND ROUTE 543/ I-95 AND RELATED STUDIES
Hartord County, Maryland

ALTERNATE 3B-l

LOCATION OF SENSITIVE NOISE RECEPTORS
AND 70 dBA {L,5) NOISE CONTOURS

Figure IZ-3
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The "Acquisition Of Unimproved Property To Serve As A

Buffer Zone" to pre-empt development which could be adversely

impacted by traffic noise is a potential measure to avoid future

noise impacts along the proposed extension of Maryland Route 543

~ from James Run to Maryland Route 7. Such acquisition is not being

considered; however, the noise study is being supplied to Har ford
County for their use. :

5. Exceptions To Design Noise Levels

Exceptions to the design noise levels must be considered
for those residences, public buildings and businesses within the 70
dBA contours where reasonable and effective noise abatement
measures can not be provided (See Figures IV-3 & IV-4). 1Installa-
tion of wall-type noise barriers or earth berms, as previously des-
cribed, would not effectively reduce predicted year 2005 noise
levels below the Federal Design Noise Level of 70 dBA.

, Exceptions to Federal Design Noise Levels would be required

for Sensitive Receptor 3-2 with Alternate 3 and Sensitive Receptors
4-3 and 4-4 with Alternate 4. Potential abatement through the use
of landscaping or other measures will be considered before excep-
tions are requested. Any exception requested would be considered
by the Federal Highway Administration on an individual basis.

6. Construction Noise

During construction phases of this project, noise generated
by construction equipment will affect the noise sensitive areas
previously discussed. These noise levels will vary, depending on
age and maintenance of this equipment. There will be unavoidable
periods of annoyance during construction.
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