
MARYLAND ROUTE 650 

FROM RANDOLPH  ROAD TO 
MARYLAND ROUTE 198 

FINAL  ENVIRONMENTAL 

EFFECTS  REPORT 

Maryland Department of Transportation 

State HighmyAdmimstmtnn 

OCTOBER,1988 



2- 

FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL EFFECTS REPORT 

PREPARED BY 

MARYLAND STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION 

Contract No. M 529-101-371 
MD 650 from Randolph Road to 
MD 198 (Spencerville Road) 
Montgomery County, Maryland 

SUBMITTED PURSUANT TO THE 
MARYLAND ENVIRONMENTAL POLICY ACT 

wl7)lt* %&   §    ^JJMAKJ^ 
Date Neil J. Pedersen, Director 

Office of Planning and 
Preliminary Engineering 



3 
•MEMORANDUM OF ACTION OF STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATOR HAL KASSOFF 

THURSDAY SEPTEMBER 20, 1988 

CONCURRENCE WITH PRIOR ACTION 

A Final Environmental Effects Report is being prepared, for 
the project listed below. 

1.  State Contract #M-529-101-371 
MD Rte. 650; from Randolph Rd. 
to MD Rte. 198. 

PDMS# 153337 

Alternates selected: Alternate 3 with 
Option 1 at Colesville in Segment I; 
Alternate 2 with Option 4 Extended to 
Cleverly; and Alternate BC-1, both 
in Segment II. 

The decision to proceed in this manner was made by the 
Administrator, at a staff meeting, held February 25, 1988 and 
May, 1988. 

cc Mr. J. A. Agro, Jr 
Mr. B. B. Myers 
Mr. R. D. Douglass 
Mr. L. H. Ege, Jr. 
Mr. J. F. Ross 
Mr. E. S. Freedman 
Mr. M. Snyder 
Ms. C. D. Simpson 
Mr. A. M. Capizzi 
Mr. N. J. Pedersen 
SHA-Montgomery County File 

hOiSIAIQ 
LN3Hd013A3a 

i03roya 



308-193,9 

Maryland Department of Transportation 
State Highway Administration 

Richard H. Trainor 
Secretary 

Hal Kassoff 
Administrator 

/ 

September 19, 1988 

MEMORANDUM 

TO: 

FROM: 

SUBJECT: 

Mr. William I. Slacum, Secretary 
State Roads Commission 

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

tor G*Ui0i \   f&b^ 

Contract No. M 529-101-371 
MD 650 - Randolph Road to MD 198 
PDMS No. 153337 

The Project Development Divis 
Environmental Effects Report (FEER) for 
is anticipated this document will be ci 
of September 1988. The decision to pro 
mending Alternative 3 with Option 1 at 
with Alternative 2 with Option 4 Extend 
tive BC-1, both in Segment II, was made 
meeting held on February 25, 1988 and a 
on May 5, 1988. A memo dated August 29 
mendation for the appropriate cross sec 
Location/Design approval will be reques 

ion is preparing a Final 
the subject project.  It 

rculated during the month 
ceed with the FEER recom- 
Colesville in Segment I and 
ed at Cleverly and Alterna- 
by the Administrator at a 

t a follow up meeting held 
th, finalizes our recom- 
tion through Cloverly. 
ted for these alternatives. 

A summary of the February 25th, and May 5th meetings 
along with a copy of the August 29th memo and the Planning Recom- 
mendation Report is attached. 

This information is being sent to you as part of the 
procedure by which you submit the action to Mr. Kassoff, receive 
his approval, and formally record and file this action. 

My telephone number is (301)- 
333-1110 

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

707  North  Calvert   St.,  Baltimore,  Maryland  21203-0717 
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Mr. William I. Slacum 
Page Two 
MD 650 - Final Environmental Effects Report 

ith the above information. 

Hal Kfassoff 
Administrator 

•?^o kV 
Date 

NJP/ih 
Attachments 
cc:  Mr. John A. Agro, Jr. Mr. 

Mr. Bob B. Myers Mr. 
Mr. Robert D. Douglas Mr. 
Mr. Earle S. Freedman Ms. 
Mr. Anthony M. Capizzi Mr. 
Mr. Michael Snyder Mr. 
Mr. Louis H. Ege, Jr. Ms. 
Mr. C. Rogers Jorss Mr. 
Mr. Steve King Mr. 
Mr. Jeff Smith Ms. 
Mr. Jeff Randall Ms. 
Mr. Bob Cunningham Mr. 
Mr. Sonny Lauer Mr. 
Mr. Majid Shakib Mr. 
Mr. Richard Ravens.croft Mr. 
Ms. Gina Anthony Mr. 

Harry Beard 
Jack F. Ross 
John D. Bruck  ...« 
Cynthia D. Simpson 
Charles G. Walsh 
Randy Aldrich 
Sharon Preller 
Edward Payne 
Steve McHenry 
Patricia Willard 
Barbara Ostrom 
Barry Ditto 
John Grauer 
Michael Zezeski 
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Donald Ayres 



c 
MARYLAND ROUTE 650 

from Randolph Road to Maryland Route 198 

Contract No. M529-101-371 

FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL EFFECTS REPORT 

TABLE OF CONTENTS 

PAGE 

I. INTRODUCTION 

A. Purpose of the Project 1 

B. Project History and Status 1 

II. ALTERNATIVES 

A. Alternative 1 (No-Build) 5 

B. Build Alternatives 5 

1. Alternative 2 5 

2. Alternative 3 6 

3. Design Options 6 

4. Briggs Chaney/Norwood Road Rd. Relocation         7 

C. Selected Alternative 8 

III. SERVICE CHARACTERISTICS 

A. Accident Data 18 

B. Traffic Analysis 19 

C. Community Access Issues 21 

IV. 

23 

27 

27 

27 

28 

28 

29 

29 

31 

ENVIRONMENTAL CONCERNS 

A.      Social   Impacts 

1. Displacements and Right-of-Way Impacts 

2. Minority Groups 

3. Community Facilities and Services 

4. Religious 

5. Schools 

6. Visual   Impacts 

7. Parks 

B.      Economic  Impacts 

C.      Lan< i Use and Planning Impacts 



D. Cultural Resources 

1. Historical 

2. Archaeological 

E. Air Quality Impacts 

F. Noise Impacts 

G. Natural Environmental Impacts 

COST SUMMARY 

7 
31 

32 

32 

33 

39 

46 

VI. POSITIONS TAKEN 

A. Public Hearing Comments 47 

B. Correspondence 51 

VII. APPENDICES 

Appendix A - Relocation Assistance a-1 



r 

LIST OF FIGURES 

Page No 

3 

4 

9 

TO 

11 

12 

13 

Figure I - 1 Project Area 

Figure  1-2 Vicinity Map 

Figure II-l Alternative 2 Sheet 1 of 2 

Figure 11-2 Alternative 2 Sheet 2 of 2 

Figure II-3 Alternative 2 Typical Sections 

Figure  11-4 Alternative 3 Sheet 1 of 2 

Figure 11-5 Alternative 3 Sheet 2 of 2 

Figure 11-6 Alternative 3 Typical Sections 14 

Figure 11-7 Briggs Chaney Road/Norwood Road 

Relocation Alternative BC-1 15 

Figure 11-8 Briggs Chaney Road/Norwood Road 

Relocation Alternative BC-3 16 

Figure 11-9 Briggs Chaney Road/Norwood Road 

Typical  Section 17 

Figure IV-1 Receptor Sites - Noise and Air Quality 

Anaylyses 34 



7 

LIST OF TABLES 

Page No, 

Table III-l               Summary of Level of Service Evaluations 20 

Table IV-1                 Property Impacts of Selected Alternatives 25 

Table IV-2 Displacements caused by Selected 

Alternatives 26 

Table IV-3 Right-of-Way Acquisition from 

Religious Institutions 27 

Table IV-4 Sensitive Receptors 

Location and Description 35 

Table IV-5                 Ambient and Predicted Noise Levels 36 

Table V-l                    Cost Summary 46 



/'-• 

Section I: 

Introduction 



// 

INTRODUCTION 

A.  Purpose of the Project 

The purpose of reconstructing Maryland Route 650 is to increase 

the capacity, operating efficiency and safety of the existing 

highway. These improvements have been necessitated by a 

worsening of traffic conditions that has accompanied residential 

development throughout the project area. 

By the design year 2015, peak hour traffic on Maryland Route 650 

will greatly exceed the capacity of the existing roadway. 

This section of Eastern Montgomery County has rapidly 

suburbanized, while Maryland Route 650, a major north-south 

route, has remained a two-lane rural roadway. The existing 

roadway contains substandard features which the proposed 

reconstruction would correct. Features of the proposed roadway 

would include more lanes, a median, improved geometric design 

(and therefore sight distances) and either shoulders or curbs. 

Figures 1-1 and 1-2 show the study area and vicinity. 

B.  Project History and Status 

1. The Master Plan of Eastern Montgomery County, adopted in 

1981, contains the recommendation that Maryland Route 650 

be reconstructed as an arterial highway. The Master Plan 

recommends that Maryland Route 650 be a six-lane divided 

highway from Randolph Road to the proposed Intercounty 

Connector (ICC) and a four to six lane divided highway from 

the ICC to Maryland Route 198. 

The Maryland State Highway Administration began its studies 

of the Maryland Route 650 corridor in September, 1986. At 

the completion of Phase I Project Planning Studies, an 

-1- 
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Alternatives Public Workshop was held in May, 1987.  The   ' 

results of the Phase II Project Planning were presented in 

an Environmental Effects Report, submitted in December, 

1987. The Location and Design Public Hearing for this 

project was held in January, 1988. 

Negotiations are underway to transfer this project to 

Montgomery County to expedite its implementation. The 

State Highway Administration v/ould reimburse Montgomery 

County for the work completed. 

Preliminary engineering design is expected to begin in 

1988, following Location and Design approvals. 

i 
/ 
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II.    ALTERNATIVES 

A. Alternative 1   -  (No Build) 

No new construction would occur under Alternative 1, other than 

normal maintenance and selected safety improvements. 

Alternative 1 includes developer-funded improvements to the 

intersection of East Randolph Road and New Hampshire Avenue, and 

mainline improvements to New Hampshire Avenue from Randolph Road 

to Notley Road. North of Notley Road, New Hampshire Avenue 

would remain a two-lane highway. 

B. Build Alternatives 

The section of Maryland Route 650 under study in this project 

has been divided into two segments. Segment I extends from the 

Randolph Road intersection to the proposed junction with the 

Intercounty Connector (ICC). Segment II extends from the 

proposed ICC junction north to Maryland Route 198. 

Two build alternatives were selected for study in each segment. 

Both alternatives closely follow the existing grade and 

alignment of Maryland Route 650 and differ only in their typical 

sections. The design speed of the proposed improvements is 50 

mph. The maximum degree of curve of the proposed roadway is 4 

degrees, and the maximum gradient is 3 percent. 

1.  Alternative 2 

Alternative 2, the Open Section Alternative, consists of a 

six-lane divided highway with a 20-foot curbed median in 

Segment I, and a four-lane divided highway with a 20-foot 

curbed median in Segment II. Both segments would have 

10-foot wide outer shoulders with safety grading designed 

for a recovery area for errant vehicles. Roadway drainage 



would be handled by a system of open drainage ditches along 

the outside of the road, within the right-of-way. See 

Figures II-l thru II-3. 

2. Alternative 3 

Alternative 3, the Closed Section alternative, consists of 

a six-lane divided highway with a 20-foot median in Segment 

I, and a four-lane divided highway with a 20-foot median in 

Segment II. The outer lanes would be curbed, with 

sidewalks constructed along one or both sides of the road. 

Roadway drainage would be accommodated by a system of 

inlets and underground pipes.    See Figures II-4 thru  II-6. 

3. Design Options 

Several options to the Build Alternatives were developed as 

a result of issues raised at the Alternatives Public 

Workshop and the Location/Design Public hearing and through 

contact with individuals and community groups. 

Two options were developed to address concerns of access to 

the Colesville Shopping Center and the nearby businesses 

along Maryland Route 650, Option 1 in the Colesville area 

would relocate the entrance to the Colesville Shopping 

Center and combine it with an entrance to a proposed 

Montgomery County Park-n-Ride lot opposite Midland Road. 

Right-in, right-out access to southbound New Hampshire 

Avenue would be retained at one of the two existing access 

points. Option 2 would allow access to businesses along 

both sides of Maryland Route 650 by replacing the median 

with a center turning lane between Randolph Road and 

Midland Road. See Figures II-l thru II-4. 

Several options were developed for the Cloverly commercial 

area. Option 1 shifts the original study alignment of 

Maryland Route 650 westward to avoid displacement of the 

P 
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Cleverly Citgo and to minimize loss of parking spaces in 

the Cloverly Center. A median opening would be provided at 

Cloverly Street. Option 2 would shift the alignment of 

Maryland Route 650 further to the west than Option 1, to 

avoid most right-of-way takes from the east side, and to 

conform more closely to the Master Plan. A median opening 

would be provided from Cleverly Street to the south 

entrance to the Cleverly Center. Option 3 would follow the 

same  alignment as Option  2.    The typical   section of Option 

3 would consist of two through lanes in both the northbound 

and southbound directions and a center turning lane. This 

5-1ane section would extend from Briggs Chaney Road to 

Snider Lane, and would require somewhat less right-of-way 

(113-feet versus 124-feet). See Figures II-2 and II-5. 

Option 4 was developed at the request of property owners 

and businesses in Cloverly. Option 4 follows an alignment 

that is shifted further west as in Options  2 and 3.    Option 

4 originally consisted of a 5-1ane curbed highway with no 

median from just south of Briggs Chaney Road to just north 

of Snider Lane. Option 4 was later extended to 350 feet 

north of McNeil Lane to reduce right-of-way requirements 

and to alleviate local  access issues. 

4.      Briggs Chaney/Norwood Roads Relocation 

Several alternatives were considered to relocate either 

Briggs Chaney Road or Norwood Road so that the two roadways 

intersect New Hampshire Avenue at a common intersection. 

The two build alternatives were identified as BC-1 and 

BC-3. Another build alternative, BC-2, was dropped from 

consideration due to environmental concerns. Also 

considered was the no-build alternative, BC-4, under which 

no construction other than spot safety improvements would 

be undertaken. 

a.      Alternative BC-1 

Alternative   BC-1    would    relocate    Briggs    Chaney   Road 

-7- 



southward to intersect Maryland Route 650 opposite 

existing Norwood Road. The relocated roadway would 

meet existing Briggs Chaney Road approximately 2,500 

feet east of Maryland Route 650. A cul-de-sac would 

replace the existing Briggs Chaney Road - Maryland 

Route 650 intersection. The new roadway would consist 

of two 12-foot lanes with 10-foot outside shoulders 

within a minimum 80-foot wide right-of-way as shown on 

page 11. See Figures II-7 and II-9. This relocation 

is consistent with the Eastern Montgomery County 

Master Plan. 

b.      Alternative BC-3 

Alternative BC-3 would relocate Norwood Road northward 

to intersect Maryland Route 650 opposite existing 

Briggs Chaney Road. The new roadway would extend from 

a point on existing Norwood Road approximately 2,700 

feet west of Maryland Route 650. The existing Norwood 

Road/Maryland Route 650 intersection would be replaced 

by a cul-de-sac. The typical section would be the 

same as that described for Alternative BC-1. Figures 

II-8 and II-8. 

C.      Selected Alternatives 

After analyses of the Alternatives described in the preceeding 

section, Selected Alternatives for Segments I and II were selected. 

They are as follows: 

Segment I: Alternative 3, the Closed Section was selected, with 

Option 1  at Colesville. 

Segment II: Alternative 2, the Open Section, with Option 4 Extended 

in Cleverly was selected. 

Briggs Chaney Road Relocation:    Alternative BC-1  was selected. 

if 
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Alternative 3 

Alternative 3, the Closed Section alternative, consists of 

a six-lane divided highway with a 20-foot median in Segment 

I, and a four-lane divided highway with a 20-foot median in 

Segment II. The outer lanes would be curbed, with 

sidewalks constructed along one or both sides of the road. 

Roadway drainage would be accommodated by a system of 

inlets and underground pipes. See Figures II-4 thru II-6. 

Design Options 

Several options to the Build Alternatives were developed as 

a result of issues raised at the Alternatives Public 

Workshop and the Location/Design Public hearing and through 

contact with individuals and community groups. 

Two options were developed to address concerns of access to 

the Colesville Shopping Center and the nearby businesses 

along Maryland Route 650, Option 1 in the Colesville area 

would relocate the entrance to the Colesville Shopping 

Center and combine it with an entrance to a proposed 

Montgomery County Park-n-Ride lot opposite Midland Road. 

Right-in, right-out access to southbound New Hampshire 

Avenue would be retained at one of the two existing access 

points. Option 2 would allow access to businesses along 

both sides of Maryland Route 650 by replacing the median 

with a center turning lane between Randolph Road and 

Midland Road. See Figures II-l thru II-4. 

Several options were developed for the Cloverly commercial 

area. Option 1 shifts the original study alignment of 

Maryland Route 650 westward to avoid displacement of the 

Cloverly Citgo and to minimize loss of parking spaces in 

the Cloverly Center. A median opening would be provided at 

Cloverly Street. Option 2 would shift the alignment of 

Maryland   Route   650   further   to   the   west 

-6- 



than Option 1, • to avoid most right-of-way takes from the 

east side, and to conform more closely to the Master Plan. 

A median opening would be provided from Cloverly Street to 

the south entrance to the Cloverly Center. Option 3 would 

follow the same alignment as Option 2. The typical section 

of Option 3 would consist of two through lanes in both the 

northbound and southbound directions and a center turning 

lane. This 5-1ane section would extend from Briggs Chaney 

Road to Snider Lane, and would require somewhat less 

right-of-way (US-feet versus 124-feet). See Figures 11-2 

and II-5. Option 4 was developed at the request of 

property owners and businesses in Cleverly. Option 4 

follows an alignment that is shifted further west as in 

Options 2 and 3. Option 4 originally consisted of a 5-lane 

curbed highway with no median from just south of Briggs 

Chaney Road to just north of Snider Lane. Option 4 was 

later extended to 350 feet north of McNeil Lane to reduce 

right-of-way requirements and to alleviate local access 

issues. 

4.      Briggs Chaney/Norwood Roads Relocation 

Several alternatives were considered to relocate either 

Briggs Chaney Road or Norwood Road so that the two roadways 

intersect New Hampshire Avenue at a common intersection. 

The two build alternatives were identified as BC-1 and 

BC-3. Another build alternative, BC-2, was dropped from 

consideration due to environmental concerns. Also 

considered was the no-build alternative, BC-4, under which 

no construction other than spot safety improvements would 

be undertaken. 

a.      Alternative BC-1 

Alternative BC-1 would relocate Briggs Chaney Road 

southward to intersect Maryland Route 650 opposite 

existing Norwood Road. The relocated roadway would 

meet existing Briggs Chaney Road approximately 2,500 

feet east of Maryland Route 650. A cul-de-sac would 
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replace the existing Bn'ggs Chaney Road - Maryland 

Route 650 intersection. The new roadway would consist 

of two 12-foot lanes with 10-foot outside shoulders 

within a minimum 80-foot wide right-of-way as shown on 

page 11. See Figures II-7 and II-9. This relocation 

is consistent with the Eastern Montgomery County 

Master Plan. 

b.      Alternative BC-3 

Alternative BC-3 would relocate Norwood Road northward 

to intersect Maryland Route 650 opposite existing 

Briggs Chaney Road. The new roadway would extend from 

a point on existing Norwood Road approximately 2,700 

feet west of Maryland Route 650. The existing Norwood 

Road/Maryland Route 650 intersection would be replaced 

by a cul-de-sac. The typical section would be the 

same as that described for Alternative BC-1. Figures 

II-8 and II-8. 

C.      Selected Alternatives 

After analyses of the Alternatives described in the preceeding 

section, Selected Alternatives for Segments I and II were selected. 

They are as follows: 

Segment I: Alternative 3, the Closed Section was selected, with 

Option 1  at Colesville. 

Segment II: Alternative 2, the Open Section, with Option 4 Extended 

in Cloverly was selected. 

Briggs Chaney Road Relocation:    Alternative BC-1  was selected. 

1^ 
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III.    SERVICE CHARACTERISTICS 

A.  Accident Data 

Accident statistics, analyzed over the three year period 1983 

through 1985, reveal a lower than average accident rate for 

Maryland Route 650 from Randolph Road to Maryland Route 198. 

The accident rate for Maryland Route 650 was 241 accidents for 

every one-hundred million vehicle miles of travel (100 mvm), 

while the statewide average for similar roads was 329 accidents 

per 100 mvm. 

One fatal accident in the study area occurred during the study 

period, at the Maryland Route 650 - Briggs Chaney Road 

intersection. 

The percentage of wet surface accidents for the study area is 

significantly higher than the statewide average percentage for 

wet surface accidents. 

One High Accident Intersection (HAI) occurs within the study 

area, Maryland Route 650 at Randolph Road. This intersection is 

experiencing high frequencies of left turn accidents. 

Factors contributing to accidents that are associated with 

roadway conditions would be addressed under the build 

alternatives. They include: 

0   insufficient sight distances would be corrected 

c   two-way traffic would be eliminated 

0   busy intersections would be candidates for signalization, 

with channelized left-turn bays 

u        roadway surface would be improved 
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B.      Traffic Analysis 

Traffic projections for existing and future highway conditions 

are made based on current and proposed land use conditions and 

on the type of transportation facility planned. 

The traffic "levels of service" (LOS) of intersections within 

the study area were determined considering the geometries and 

traffic volumes of existing (1986), No Build (2015), and Build 

(2015) conditions. Table III-l presents a summary of the LOS 

evaluations. As can be seen in that table, four of the seven 

signalized intersections under No-Build conditions and one of 

the eight signalized intersections under Build conditions are 

projected to operate with a LOS of F. 

LOS is a qualitative measure (categorized in levels from A to F) 

developed to describe the operating characteristics of a highway 

facility. The determination of LOS incorporates such volume 

related factors as speed, travel time, traffic interruptions, 

freedom to maneuver, safety, driving comfort and convenience, 

and operating costs. For intersections, LOS are represented as 

follows: A-free flow; B-stable flow; C-stable flow; 

D-approaching unstable flow; E-unstable flow; and F-forced flow. 

During Preliminary Engineering, all unsignalized intersections 

will be evaluated to determine, if upon completion of the 

project, they will warrant a traffic signal. If warranted, the 

signal(s) will be programmed into the construction activities. 

Also, after completion of the project, all intersections will be 

monitored for unforseen traffic problems. 

-19- 



TABLE 111-1 - SUMMARY OF LEVEL OF SERVICE EVALUATIONS 

LEVEL OF SERVICE (LOS) 

^ 

INTERSECTION 

EXISTING 

AM  PM 

2015 

NO BUILD BUILD 

AM      PM      AM      PM 

RANDOLPH ROAD 

NOTLEY ROAD 

ORCHARD WAY * 

HOBBS DRIVE * 

ICC SOUTH 

F(1.14)  F(1.14) 

F(1.23)    D 

F(1.03) 

F(1.14) F(1.18) 

ICC NORTH Fd.ll) 

RELOCATED 

GOOD HOPE ROAD/ 

BONIFANT ROAD 

F(1.02) F(1.03) 

PIPING ROCK DRIVE * E 

STONEGATE DRIVE 

SOUTHVIEW DRIVE *   D F* 

NORWOOD ROAD C       B 

BRIGGS CHANEY ROAD A       / 

MD 198 F *     F 

(SPENCERVILLE RD) 

* unsignalized intersection 

C 

C 

C 

D 

B 

D 
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C.  Community Access Issues 

One of the issues affecting communities along Maryland Route 650 

is the impacts the proposed reconstruction would have on 

community access. Since all the build alternatives for Maryland 

Route 650 include a median, access patterns will change for many 

dwellings, businesses and neighborhoods. 

Median openings along the proposed route will generally follow 

State Highway Administration criteria for arterial highways in a 

suburban area, which call for a minimum spacing of 750 feet. 

To fulfill the criteria for median opening spacings, the more 

important roads are given priority for median crossovers. 

Selection of which intersecting streets are to receive median 

openings alters traffic patterns through existing 

neighborhoods. One such impact identified with both 

Alternatives 2 and 3 is that, because of its close proximity to 

relocated Good Hope Road and Bonifant Road, Piping Rock Drive 

cannot be provided a median opening. This could cause traffic 

destined for southbound Maryland Route 650 from the Peachwood 

neighborhood to reroute via Southview Avenue. Like Piping Rock 

Drive, Southview Avenue is an existing residential street. 

Traffic destined from the east on Piping Rock Drive to 

southbound Maryland Route 650, or from northbound Maryland Route 

650 to the west on Piping Rock Drive would have the option of 

making a U-turn at the proposed median crossover at Stonegate 

Drive. 

An exception to the 750-foot median opening spacing rule has 

been made at Colesville, where the distance from Randolph Road 

to Midland Road is approximately 600 feet. It was decided that 

Colesville is more urban in character, for which the criteria 

for median opening spacing is 500 feet. A median opening at 

Midland Road has been provided under Option 1. 

^ 
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At Cleverly, where existing businesses on both sides of Maryland 

Route 650 would be impacted by denial of left-turn access, and 

where there would be large volumes of U-turning vehicles, which 

could lead to undesirable operating characteristics, Option 4 

Extended is the selected alternative. 

Left-turn lanes are proposed at all median openings, sized 

according to storage needs determined by the traffic analysis. 

Auxiliary lanes for accelerating or decelerating traffic are 

proposed where traffic volumes warrant their use. 

Option 4 as originally conceived is a 5-lane, closed section 

highway, with a continuous center left turn lane from Briggs 

Chaney Road to Snider Lane. Since it has a curbed section, 

right-of-way requirements are reduced and no businesses or 

residences in the Cleverly area are displaced. Option 4 has 

subsequently been extended to approximately 350 feet north of 

McNeil   Lane and is referred to as Option 4 Extended. 

3? 
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IV.     ENVIRONMENTAL CONCERNS 

Social Impacts 

-3? 

1.      Displacements and Right-of-Way Impacts 

Since the alignments selected for the build alternatives 

closely follow the existing roadway, few displacements 

would occur. Strip right-of-way takes from properties 

adjoining the existing roadway would affect a number of 

properties. 

In Segment I, the Selected Alternative, Alternative 3, 

would displace two businesses. In Segment II, the Selected 

Alternative, Alternative 2, with Option 4 Extended in 

Cloverly would displace one residence and four businesses. 

Alternative BC-1, the selected relocation alternative for 

Briggs Chaney and Norwood Roads would not require the 

displacement of any additional   residences or businesses. 

The selected alternatives would also require acquisition of 

additional       right-of-way. Alternative       3,       the       selected 

alternative in Segment I would require a 114-foot wide 

right-of-way. Alternative 2, the selected alternative in 

Segment II, would require a 124-foot wide right-of-way. In 

Cloverly, Option 4 Extended would require a right-of-way width 

of 85" feet. 

The Briggs Chaney Road relocation requires a new right-of-way 

width of 80 feet. 
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The amount of right-of-way required for the construction of both 

Alternatives 2 and 3 was reduced subsequent to the Alternatives 

Public Workshop. It was decided that the width of the proposed 

median should be reduced from 30 feet to 20 feet to reduce 

property impacts. 

In Segment I, Montgomery County is considering buying additional 

right-of-way so that the future right-of-way width is 120 feet. 

The 120 foot width is 6 feet wider than was originally proposed 

and is the width recommended in the Master Plan for Eastern 

Montgomery County. This additional right-of-way would not cause 

any additional displacements, and would cost approximately 

77,000 dollars, above the costs shown on Table V-l. 

Table I V-l summarizes impacts to properties along the project 

corridor, and Table IV-2 summarizes displacements. 
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TABLE IV-1 

PROPERTY IMPACTS OF SELECTED ALTERNATIVES 

Selected 

Alternative 

SEGMENT I 

Alt. 3, Option 1 

SEGMENT II 

Alt. 2, Option 4 Extended 

Briggs Chaney Road Realignment 

Alt. BC-1 

No. of Properties   Area Affected, 

Affected Acres 

27 5.62 

97 13.84 

9 7.32 

25- 



1/2/ 

TABLE IV-2 

DISPLACEMENTS CAUSED BY SELECTED ALTERNATIVES 

A1 ternati ve/Segment Residence Business 

3-1 (a) 

2-II-0ption 4 1. 201 Windri'dge Acres Ct. 

Extended 

1. 14219 New Hampshire Ave. 

Morning Dew Produce 

2. 14300 New Hampshire Ave. 

Free State (Service Sta. 

1. 14526 New Hampshire Ave. 

Heyser Farms Produce 

2. 14722 New Hampshire Ave. 

Becraft's Farm Produce 

3. 15320 New Hampshire Ave. 

(Produce Stand) 

4. 15520 New Hampshire Ave. 

(Produce Stand) 

(a) One property, at 14119 New Hampshire Avenue, would be required by this 

project. It was acquired by the State Highway Administration for the proposed 

ICC It is not occupied. 
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Minority Groups 
V? 

One minority community has been identified in the project 

corridor. That community is located on Norwood Road west 

of Maryland Route 650. The selected alternative for the 

relocation of Briggs Chaney Road, Alternative BC-1 does not 

impact this community, since only limited widening to 

Norwood Road for a distance of 500' west of Maryland Route 

650 is planned. 

No communities of handicapped or elderly persons were 

identified in the project area. No displacement would 

affect any minorities, handicapped, or elderly person. 

3. Community Facilities and Services 

The Colesville Health Center, at 14101 New Hampshire Avenue 

provides a variety of health-related services to the 

project area, including a day care center. This center 

will lose frontage to the roadway construction. 

A day care facility is also planned adjacent to the 

Colesville Health Center at 14009 New Hampshire Avenue. 

This property will also lose some frontage to the widening 

of Maryland Route 650. A proposal relocation of Hobbs 

Drive, which would have displaced this property, was 

eliminated from consideration. 

4. Religious 

Five religious establishments will lose some property due 

to strip right-of-way takes along Maryland Route 650. This 

property impacts to these churches are summarized in 

Table-IV-3 below. 

-27- 



NAME OF INSTITUTION ADDRESS 

qcf 

RIGHT-OF-WAY TO BE 

ACQUIRED, ACRES 

Cambodian Budhist Temple 

Episcopal  Church of 

the Transfiguration 

Ukrainian Orthodox Church 

Mosleum Community Center,  Inc. 

Heritage Christian Church 

13800 New Hampshire Ave. 

13925 New Hampshire Ave. 

15100 New Hampshire Ave. 

15200 New Hampshire Ave. 

15216 New Hampshire Ave. 

0.06 

0.04 

0.13 

0.12 

0.09 

RIGHT-OF-WAY ACQUISITIONS FROM RELIGIOUS INSTITUTIONS 

TABLE IV - 3 

Left turns at median openings would be provided at the Cambodian 

Budhist temple, First Alliance Church, Episcopal Church of the 

Transfiguration via Hobbs Drive, Heritage Christian Church via 

Norwood Road, and Faith Assembly of God via Nursery Road. Left 

turning traffic at the Moslem Community Center and the Ukrainian 

Orthodox Church would make a U-turn at Norwood Road or Southview 

Avenue. 

5. Schools 

No property impacts to schools occur under the selected 

alternative. Access to the Cleverly Elementary School on 

Briggs Chaney Road would change after construction of 

relocated Briggs Chaney Road. Existing Briggs Chaney Road 

will be closed off from Maryland Route 650 by a cul-de-sac, 

and would connect to relocated Briggs Chaney Road. 

6. Visual Impacts 

Landscaping treatments would be incorporated into the 

design of either of the Build Alternatives for the Maryland 

Route 650 project.  The Urban Design Division of the 
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Montgomery County Planning Department recommends planting 

an informal, irregular mix of native trees, shrubs and 

grasses. Planting would serve as a buffer between the 

highway and existing homes, and as a treatment to beautify 

the median. A fifteen-foot wide space on either side of 

the right-of-way for this purpose is recommended. 

Temporary easements could be acquired for the landscaping, 

with the owner's permission, so that additional 

right-of-way takes would be minimized. 

7.      Parks 

No park property will be impacted as a result of the 

implementation of this project. 

B.  Economic Impacts 

The proposed improvements to Maryland Route 650 would 

accommodate planned development activity in the project area. 

This is particularly true in the northern portion of the project 

where much vacant land zoned for residential uses remains. 

Some impacts to commerical areas along Maryland Route 650 would 

result from the road widening. Displacements would occur in the 

area where Bonifant Road and Cape May Road intersect Maryland 

Route 650, and in Cleverly. 

The accessibility of some of the businesses along Maryland Route 

650 would be impacted by the location of median openings. 

In Colesville, the selected alternative addresses the access 

issue by providing a median opening opposite Midland Road to 

allow for left turns to and from the Colesville Shopping Center 

and other businesses. 
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In Cleverly the selection of Option 4 Extended relieves access 

problems by providing a center left turn lane. Option 4 

Extended also eliminates the need to take any parking spaces for 

roadway widening. At the north end of Cleverly, Option 4 

Extended saves from displacement an antique shop located at 

15711 New Hampshire Avenue, while reducing the right-of-way 

required opposite this building, a landscaping business at 15710 

New Hampshire Avenue. 

Several businesses will be displaced by the selected 

alternative. They are listed in Table IV-2. Of the displaced 

businesses five are produce stands. Tv/o of the five, Heyser 

Farms Produce and Becraft's Farm Produce, have sufficient land 

area to relocate on the same property. 

The businesses which are listed in Table IV-2 would receive 

assistance from the State Highway Administration in relocating 

to a comparable location. The policy of the State Highway 

Administration regarding such assistance is set forth in 

Appendix A. 

It is the policy of the Maryland State Highway Administration to 

ensure compliance with the provisions of Title VI of the Civil 

Rights Act of 1964, and related civil rights laws and 

regulations which prohibit discrimination on the grounds of 

race, color, sex, national origin, age, religion, physical or 

mental handicap in all State Highway Administration. The State 

Highway Administration will not discriminate in highway 

planning, highway design, highway construction, the acquisition 

of right-of-way, or the provision of relocation advisory 

assistance. The policy has been incorporated into all levels of 

the highway planning process in order that proper consideration 

may be given to social, economic, and environmental effects of 

all highway projects. Alleged discriminatory actions should be 

addressed to the Equal Opportunity Section of the Maryland State 

Highway Administration for investigation. 

-30- 



tf 

Land Use and Planning Impacts 

Acceleration of land development activity in the project area is 

an anticipated consequence of the reconstruction of Maryland 

Route 650. This build alternatives selected for this planning 

study were based on the recommendations of the Eastern 

Montgomery County Master Plan, adopted in 1981, which outlines 

the proposed land uses for the project area. The build 

alternatives were developed to provide an adequate 

transportation facility for the proposed land uses. 

The selected alternative is consistent with the Master Plan, 

with the exception of Option 4 Extended in Cloverly. This 

Option is more conducive to commercial land uses, and could 

create pressures from landowners to have their properties 

rezoned for commercial uses. The intent of the Master Plan is 

to preserve a rural character in this area. 

Cultural Resources 

1.  Historical Sites 

One site within the project area, the Hopkins-Fey House, on 

Heil Road west of Maryland Route 650, is considered as 

eligible for the National Register of Historical Places and 

is included on the Montgomery County Master Plan. Both the 

John Leizear and Perrie Leizear houses have been evaluated 

and determine ineligible. 

The Hopkins-Fey House is considerably west of the proposed 

construction and thus is outside the impact area. The site 

will not be impacted. 

In accordance with State Preservation Law, Article 41, 

Sections 617 and 618, the State Historic Preservation 

Officer (S.H.P.O.) has been requested to concur with this 

determination. 
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2.  Archaeological Sites 

Phase I Archaeological investigations have been conducted 

to identify the presence of significant sites which may be 

eligible for the National Register of Historic Places. Two 

such sites which are within the proposed right-of-way of 

the selected alternatives exist. 

Phase II surveys of these two sites, the Winpenny Site (18 

MO 280 on the Maryland inventory) and the Jacob Van Horn 

Site (18 MO 177) have been recommended by the Maryland 

Historical Trust and will be undertaken during the project 

design phase. 

Two other historic archaeological sites were identified 

which are adjacent to the proposed right-of-way. They are 

the William Lea Site (18 MO 177) and the Lyddan Site (18 MO 

279). The Mayland Historical Trust recommends that these 

sites be fenced during all phases of construction. 

The June 13, 1988 summary of the Phase I work conducted by 

the Division of Archaeology is included in the 

correspondence section of this report, along with the 

August 8, 1988 letter from the S.H.P.O. 

Air Quality Impacts 

An air quality analysis of Maryland Route 650 was performed 

using a microscale CO pollutant diffusion simulation based on 

free-flow conditions. CO levels resulting from automobile 

emissions were calculated at selected receptor sites for the 

year of project completion (1995) and for the "design" projected 

year 2015 for the No-Build and Build Alternatives. Line source 

CO dispersion estimates were calculated using the third 

generation California Line Source Dispersion Model (CALINES) 

computer program. The emission factors used as inputs for the 

CALINE3 program were calculated using the Environmental 

Protection Agency (EPA) M0BILE3 computer program. 
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No violations of the State and National Ambient Air Quality 

Standards (S/NAAQS) would occur for either the maximum 1-hour 

period or for the maximum consecutive 8-hour period for the 

build alternatives. However, the S/NAAQS will be violated for 

the maximum consecutive 8-hour period in 1995 and far exceeded 

in 2015 for the no-build alternative. 

Noise Impacts 

An analysis of noise impacts of the proposed reconstruction was 

conducted, using the Stamina 2.0/0ptima FHWA Highway Noise 

Prediction Model to predict future noise levels. Input for this 

computer model included traffic data supplied by the State 

Highway Administration, and existing noise measurements at 

receptor sites. 

Projections supplied by this model show that less than a 5 dBA 

increase in noise levels above existing conditions would occur 

under the selected alternative. The noise abatement criteria 

for noise impacts for this project of 67 decibels is currently 

exceeded at nearly all of the receptor locations. See Figure 

IV-1 and Table IV-4 for receptor locations and Table IV-5 for a 

tabulation of results of this analysis. 

Mitigation measures considered for this project included sound 

barriers and a "popcorn" paving surface, and landscaping. In 

order for a sound barrier to significantly reduce road noise, it 

must be high enough and long enough to shield the receptor from 

a significant portion of the highway. Openings in the barrier 

sverely reduce its effectiveness. Safety is also a concern 

where a barrier would reduce sight distances at driveways. The 

use of a sound barrier is not practical throughout most of the 

project area due to the many driveways which would interrupt the 

barrier and render it ineffective. 
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TABLE IV-4 

SENSITIVE RECEPTnR^ 

LOCATION AND DESCRlPTinu 

Numbern) Description 

1 Residence,  13901 New Hampshire Ave 
Episcopal  Church of the Transfiguration 
13917 New Hampshire Ave y    anon, 

J Colesville Health Center 
14015 New Hampshire Ave ' 
Residence, 14120 New Hampshire Ave 
Residence,  14401 New Hampshire Ave 
Residence,  14500 New Hampshire Ave' 

8 K??ld?n?e» I4628 New Hampshire Ave b Ulkraiman Orthodox Church 
15100 New Hampshire Ave 

10 Residence    15205 New Hampshire Ave. 
,u Heritage Christian Church, 
,, 15250 New Hampshire Ave 

2 ?fs1'dTei 15440 New Hampshire Ave '^ Cleverly Center 

4 la^JT^1 0f,Go(i'  nm New Hampshire Ave 

and'McNei^Lane9^13^ R0Ute 650' Bet-en ^llr Lane 
150'+ South of Residence, 
151 IT New Hampshire Ave 

11 
12 
13 
14 

15 

16 

(1) Refer to Figure IV-1 for location. 

-35- 



•^ 

TABLE IV-5 

Receiver Existing 

(Measured) 

Leq-dBA 

1 73 
2 74 
3 71 

4 73 

5 70 
6 71 

7 71 

8 66 

9 72 

10 70 

11 66 

12 * 

13 69 

14 71 

15 74 

16 76 

AMBIENT AND PREDICTED NOISE LEVELS 

Predicted (Year 2015) 

No-Build Build 

Leq-dBA 

73 

~ — T      «w» i 

75 
72 75 
67(74) 69(77) 
73(70) 74(71) 
72(72) 73(73) 
72 73 
72 73 
68 69 
71 71 
70 70 
70 70 
73 74 
72 72 
74 74 
70 70 
76 76 

* Measurements not made at this site. 

(72) Numbers  in parentheses are noise levels with  Inter-County Connector 
included in analysis. 

-36- 



& 
A sound barrier is being investigated in one area, where nine 

houses (15001 - 15101 Whitegate Road) have adjacent backyards 

abutting the Maryland Route 650 right-of-way. These houses 

are located just south of Receptor No. 8, shown on Figure 

IV-1. The cost of constructing a 14-foot high barrier is 

approximately $40,000 per resident, which is the maximum 

amount allowed by SHA policy. A 14-foot high barrier would 

provide noise reductions of 10.8 dBA. The proposed location 

of this barrier is shown on Figure II-2. 

"Popcorn" mix, or plant mix seal, is an asphalt cement surface 

generally used on primary highways. It provides modest noise 

reductions of 1 to 3 dBA. It is generally most effective in 

reducing noise when operating speeds are greater than 50 miles 

per hour. The anticipated operating speeds for Maryland 

Route 650 are less than 45 miles per hour. Its use in this 

project was not recommended because its effectiveness would 

not be as great in reducing noise at these speeds, and because 

of the difficulty of deicing such pavement in winter. 

Another method which has limited value in reducing noise 

levels is dense vegetation landscaping between the road and 

residences. The chief benefit in landscaping would be a 

psychological and visual separation from the source of the 

noise. Such landscaping would require negotiation with 

property owners for additional easements. 
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Also of concern are the impacts associated with noise during 

the construction period. 

Within the general classification of "Highway Construction" 

there are several types of construction activities, each with 

its own set of noise characteristics. Construction of this 

proposed project would consist of some intensive construction 

activities. Each of the construction activities, whether 

scheduled simultaneously or separately would increase the 

ambient noise levels in the immediate vicinity of the work 

areas. However, a number of measures are proposed in order to 

minimize noise resulting from these activities. 

Some measures include but are not limited to: 

0 Any internal combustion engine used for any purpose on or 

related to the job should be equipped with a properly 

functioning muffler. 

0 Conduct truck loading, unloading and hauling so that 

noise is kept to a minimum. 

0 Route construction equipment and vehicles over streets 

that will cause the least disturbance to nearby residents. 

0 Where appropriate, place continuously operated 

diesel-powered equipment, such as compressors or 

generators, in areas distant from or shielded from noise 

sensitive locations. 

0 Limit activities that produce high levels or irritating 

sounds, such as demolition with pneumatic chisels or 

excavation to daylight hours. 
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E.  Natural Environmental Impacts 

1. Effects on Terrestrial Habitat 

The selected.alternative would directly eliminate about 

2.7 acres of agricultural land, 2.7 acres of• forest, and 

1.2 acres of wetland, not including possible effects of 

stormwater management sites. The selected option in the 

Randolph Road area which provides new access to the 

Colesville Shopping Center, Option 1, would eliminate 

about 0.3 acre of forest. The Cleverly area selected 

option. Option 4 Extended, would have no direct habitat 

impacts on forests or wetlands. The selected alternative 

for the Briggs Chaney Road relocation. Alternative BC-1, 

impacts about 0.5 acres of forest and 0.3 acres of 

wetland, and also reduces habitat in agricultural fields 

and old fields by about 1.5 acres. 

2. Wetlands and Streams 

The alignment of Maryland Route 650 follows a natural 

divide separating the watersheds of two streams. To the 

west of the highway lies the Northwest Branch watershed. 

Northwest Branch is a Class IV trout stream. East of the 

highway is the Paint Branch watershed. Paint Branch is a 

Class III trout stream and is particularly sensitive 

environmentally because it is home to a self-sustaining 

population of brown trout. Particular attention is 

required to assure the continued viability of these two 

streams. 

The selected alternative directly eliminates a total of 

about 1.2 acres of wetland, which is important both in 

the role it plays in the food chain of the brown trout 

6 
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and in its hydro!ogic function of cleaning and storing 

water in the stream system.  The increased road width 

will require fill and longer culverts in the stream 

channels at Wetland #3, thereby reducing habitat in those 

channels.  It is estimated that the additional culvert 

length for the selected alternative will be 40'.  The 

Randolph Road and Cleverly area options do not directly 

affect any wetlands.  The selected Briggs Chaney Road 

relocation alternative.  Alternative BC-1,  eliminates 

about 0.3 acres of wetland in the headwaters of Paint 

Branch.  This alternative also crosses the small stream 

which is at the headwaters of Good Hope Branch, tributary 

to Paint Branch (Wetland #4). The proposed right-of-way 

width is 80' at this location.  All culvert designs 

should attempt to preserve the integrity of the stream 

and reduce the erosive capability of water leaving the 

culverts. Culvert designs which are recommended to allow 

for the movement of small fish include submerging the 

invert of the culvert so that a base of sediment with a 

natural channel builds up.  Dispersal and slowing of 

flows at the downstream end of culverts by special 

culvert outlet designs are recommended. Most impacts to 

the wetland in Alternative BC-1 can be avoided by 

bridging the wetland.  The estimated additional cost of 

providing a bridge rather than a culvert at this location 

is approximately $200,000 to $300,000. 

A median width of 30 feet was originally selected for 

both Alternatives 2 and 3. This width was reduced to 20 

feet in order to reduce impacts, including the effects on 

natural areas such as wetlands. Some minor shifts in the 

original alignment of the highway were also made to 

minimize the effects to wetlands. Where wetlands are 

destroyed the creation of wetlands to replace those 

eliminated by the project would be studied. 
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A field review of the project area to verify wetland 

locations was held on October 9, 1987 with 

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

the Maryland State Highway Administration present. This 

review determined that the widening of Maryland Route 650 

would impact Wetland #3, and that alternative BC-1 would 

impact Wetland #4 as stated above. 

Indirect impacts of highways in wetland and stream 

headwater areas include alteration of runoff, erosion, 

and deposition patterns (including stream turbidity 

increases), higher summertime stream water temperatures 

(due to paving and clearing) and associated drop in 

dissolved oxygen content, increased levels of toxic 

runoff (primarily petroleum products and lead), and 

introduction of large quantities of roadside litter 

(notably tires, and fast food and beverage containers). 

These effects can be reduced to a minimum by designing 

highway facilities so that runoff is cleaned, cooled, and 

then released as a dispersed, slow flow to areas as near 

the original runoff distribution pattern as possible; or 

by infiltrating most of the runoff into the shallow 

groundwater system, and providing adequate treatment to 

remove impurities from overflow at times of peak runoff. 

In Segment II, the roadway construction will occur in 

close proximity to the headwaters of the two trout 

streams. It is therefore very important that the highway 

runoff is treated properly to reduce the effects 

mentioned above. The preferred method of treating the 

runoff is to infiltrate it into the groundwater, where 

the action of the water flowing through the soil removes 

impurities, cools the water, and stores it for release in 

low flow periods. 
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Alternative 2, the selected alternative in Segment II, 

proposes to use a roadside vegetative filter area to 

remove sediment and pollutants from runoff, combined with 

stone infiltration trenches. With a design that allows 

overflow water to be cleaned, slowed, and cooled 

adequately, this alternative is a simple, low-maintenance 

treatment method which would closely approximate original 

runoff distribution. However, it requires a wider 

right-of-way than is identified in this document, with 

direct effects on more habitat and adjacent private 

property. This type of treatment is also recommended for 

the relocation of Briggs Chaney Road. 

Alternative 3, the selected Alternative in Segment I, and 

Option 9 Extended in Cleverly propose to contain and 

collect the runoff in a system of curbs and drains. 

Water quality requirements could be achieved by 

constructing underground infiltration devices within the 

right-of-way for Alternative 3. Where soils proved to be 

unsuitable for this practice, the runoff water could be 

piped for treatment at centralized infiltration/detention 

basins. The narrow right-of-way of the closed section 

produces less direct effect on habitat and private 

property from the highway corridor itself, but sites for 

the stormwater management basins would be affected. 

Since warmed water containing toxics, trash, and some 

sediment would be delivered directly to and concentrated 

at the treatment area, careful design and maintenance 

would be necessary to ensure that inadequately treated 

water was not accidentally released to streams and 

wetlands. Most discharge systems would alter the runoff 

and stream flow pattern by releasing the treated water as 

localized      flow. Careful       attention       to       slowing, 

dispersing, and cooling of released water would be 

essential to minimize effects on wetlands and streams. 

Pretreatment of water entering the infiltration 

facilities is essential   to their successful  operation. 
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Along with the underground infiltration systems on the 

stonmwater management basins in Alternative 3, special 

stormwater inlets, or catch basins, which are designed to 

remove oil and grit from the runoff water would be 

recommended. They would remove some of the worst 

contaminants from the stormwater runoff and reduce the 

chance of failure of the stormwater management basins due 

to clogging with silt. These inlets and the stormwater 

management basins and infiltration trenches would require 

regular, continuing maintenance. 

To address the concerns of water temperature, all 

stormwater management basins should be shaded. 

In locations where soils are not permeable enough to 

allow infiltration of runoff, artificial wetland areas 

could be created to answer the needs of stormwater 

management for quality and quantity. Such artificial 

wetlands might also mitigate the loss of existing 

wetlands to proposed construction. They should be shaded 

to prevent temperature increases, a crucial factor in 

trout streams. 

Fish populations will be affected in proportion to the 

level of effect on stream habitat. The sensitive brown 

trout population in the Paint Branch system has drawn 

particular concern. Alternative BC-1 (Briggs Chaney Road 

relocation) would directly affect wetland, agricultural 

field, and old field habitat in a tributary of Good 

Hope. As these waters feed the Paint Branch, the 

destruction of habitat in these headwaters may have 

adverse effects on the fish population downstream. 
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m«B.Mon WKures to avoid  these  impacts Wllld  inc,ude 

the following: 

a- Bridging the wetland in Alternative BC-1, or special 

culvert design to perserve the natural integrity of 
the stream and wetland. 

b- Replacement of lost tree cover, and avoidance of 
unnecessary ground cover removal. 

c Rigorous monitoring and enforcement of erosion and 

sediment control Best Management Practices (BMP's) 

during construction, to include penalties to 
contractors for violations. 

d. Extraordinary measures in designing and implementing 

stomwater management and infiltration systems to 

exceed the existing requirement that the first 

one-half inch of runoff from the area of additional 

paving be infiltrated. This requirement should be 

modified to infiltration of the entire increase for 

a specific stonn event (such as a 5-year frequency 
storm). 

•      Revegetation   of   disturbed   areas   with   native   trees 

and  shrubs  to  stabilize   soils and provide shade and 

habitat   replacement.     Any   disturbed   areas   where   no 

construction    activity    is    in    progress    should    be 

temporarily   seeded    for   soil    stability.      Pemanent 

stabilization    by    seeding    and    planting    should    be 

undertaken  immediately after completion of work  in a 

particular area.    A continuing program of inspection 

and maintenance of vegetation  soil   stabilization and 

plantings  for a  period of one year should be  a  part 

of  the construction  contract  to  ensure  the  survival 

and effectiveness of the plantings. 

U 
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f. Avoidance of instream construction activity as much 

as possible where Alternative BC-1 crosses the Good 

Hope tributary. 

g. Restricting earth-moving activity to the months 

between April and October, when the trout 

reproduction cycle is less vulnerable to disruption 

by stream sedimentation. 

3. Effects on Wildlife 

Wildlife populations can be expected to decrease in 

proportion to the amount of habitat destroyed by direct 

or indirect means. This project, by reconstructing the 

highway on a relatively narrow right-of-way along an 

existing alignment, has minimal direct habitat 

destruction. 

Proper stormwater management will be essential to protect 

quality and supply of water sources used by terrestrial 

animals. 

4. Effects on Endangered or Rare Species 

Except for occasional transient individuals, no rare, 

threatened, or endangered species are known in the 

project vicinity. (U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, 3-87 

correspondence; Maryland DNR Forest Park, & Wildlife 

Service, 3-87 correspondence) 

5. Effects on Unique or Sensitive Areas 

It has been noted that Briggs Chaney Road relocation 

Alternative BC-1 would have significant direct and 

indirect impact on sensitive natural habitat in the 

headwaters of Paint Branch; and that habitat degradation 

there would be likely to adversely affect the brown trout 

population downstream. 
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V.    COST SUMMARY 
(^ 

Table V-l   gives a summary of the costs required for implementation of this 

project. 

TABLE V-l 

COST SUMMARY 

ESTIMATED COSTS 

(In Thousands of Dollars) 

ALTERNATIVES    ENGINEERING        RIGHT-OF-WAY      CONSTRUCTION TOTAL 

SEGMENT I 

Alternative 3 

w/Option 1 713 1,048 6,334 8,095 

SEGMENT II 

Alternative 2 

w/Option 4 

Extended      842 2,330 7,541 10,713 

BRIGGS CHANEY RD. 

REALIGNMENT 

Alternative 

BC-1 258 630 1,302 2,190 
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VI.      POSITIONS TAKEN 

The receipt of public comments occurred at both the Alternates Workshop 
and the Location/Design Hearing, and in written format directly to the 
State Highway Administration. The comments received during the hearing 
are summarized below, and the written comments are contained in the next 
section of this document. 

A.      Public Hearing Summary 

A combined Location/Design Public Hearing was held for this project 
on January 6, 1988 at 7:30 p.m. in the John F. Kennedy High School 
located at 1901 Randolph Road in Wheaton, Maryland. The purpose of 
this meeting was to present the engineering and environmental 
issues regarding the project and to receive the communities' 
comments. 

Thirteen individuals spoke at the Hearing following the State 
Highway Administration's formal presentation. Ten of the speakers 
did so on their own behalf and three represented civic 
organizations. 

Leonard Becraft - 14722 New Hampshire Avenue 

Mr. Becraft expressed his concern for the farmers and produce stand 
operators along New Hampshire Avenue. Although his property 
(produce stand) does not qualify for historic classification, the 
Hopkins Fey House, which lies directly behind his property, does. 
Mr. Becraft wanted the record to show that the small farmers in 
Montgomery County are still active and should be relocated within 
the corridor. Finally, he expressed his concern for the apple 
orchard, which would be displaced under Alternative BC-3.. 

SHA Response - Investigation of land subdivision regulations at the 
Maryland-National Capital Park and Planning Commission determined 
Mr. Becraft has ample acreage to relocate his produce stand and 
continue operations. 

Thomas Miller - President of Miller Properties 

Miller Properties, owners of the Cloverly Shopping Center, are 
concerned that the State Highway Administration is not equitably 
distributing the effects of the improvements to New Hampshire 
Avenue in Cloverly. Mr. Miller claims all efforts were made on his 
part to investigate the possible improvements before he purchased 
and improved the center. According to Mr. Miller, the west side of 
New Hampshire Avenue is an unimproved eye sore relative to the 
shopping center, and should be acquired in lieu of his property. 
Mr. Miller also claims that if the right-of-way line encroaches on 
the parking area, the shopping center would lose tenants and have 
trouble competing with other area business centers. Mr. Miller 
concluded by requesting some sort of median opening to enhance 
access to the shopping center. 
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SHA Response 

AftPr the Public Hearing, several design options were developed for 
J e Clo rly rea which'do not displace any of the center's parking 
and which provide a continuous center turn lane. 

Mr. Robert Myers - 15221  New Hampshire Avenue 

5*%" ner^tt'Doh;\rc\ayDHveway'   ^ns  be  posted 
prior to the intersection, as in other areas of the State. 

SHA Response 

Development of  final   engineering plans will  ensure access  to this 
piece of property will be considered and untamed. 

Mr. Richard Myers, President of the Peachwood Civic Association 

^'""rerns"".f'SE!*"ian? rt^"eaSoo'd and Colesvill'e Park. The 
the concerns »; fe c'"zft

s "* ttat they need a median opening 
homeowners of this community arg <"*"'<"• •' t d f m the tw0 
at Piping Rock Drive the •^n acces» J«d " ^de this med1a„ 
communities      E»ery  ^  sh uld  be mad.        ^ ^ ^^ 

ll^lUl %i otS"cess9to New Hampshire Avu       MrJyers 

^^erWrhhahv:StCo0nCne^iatbeOUta TeV^Vtln^ithout  a  traffic 

signal. 

SHA Response 

Subsequent   studies   of   the   Piping   Rock   Drive   ^ersectio^ have 

determined it lies «0
fo

cl
a

os
m

eJ0
an ooenin'l      Thejustification for a 

rffirtigirTstth ^zzizt* ^-.^ *,H„9 the 
final  design activities. 

Oyentinjeniein - President of Cloverly Civic Organization 

^c0ni-c annmximatelv four thousand households in  the 
Mr.  Remein  represent^P^^^^^'^duce    stands    along    New 

fZlZ^lll-^ltTl^X maC,'^d.Sh??Ppa9trons of these 
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establishments are forced to make U-turns, congestion and unsafe 
conditions are likely to be created. He also suggested that Briggs 
Chaney Road be relocated to the south to save the apple orchard on 
the west side of New Hampshire Avenue. The community also feels 
the proposed improvements at the intersection of Randolph Road 
should be incorporated into this project, so that traffic is not 
disrupted twice. 

Finally, all communities along the corridor should be given equal 
consideration with respect to access and amount of frontage that is 
required. 

SHA Response 

The response to Mr. Remein is the same as the response we provided 
to Mr. Miller. 

Patricia Grodin - 15710 New Hampshire Avenue 

Ms. Grodin expressed her disapproval of the seventy-five to one 
hundred foot alignment shift west from existing centerline 
necessary to save the structure of 15711 New Hampshire Avenue. She 
argues that the building she owns has been in existence for forty 
years and serves as both a residence and a business. The structure 
across the street has been vacant until two months ago, and should 
be demolished to provide for a more equitable distribution of 
effects. She added that at the May 14, 1987 meeting, the State 
recognized that the building, which is now the Antique Shop, would 
have to be acquired. 

SHA Response 

After the May 14th meeting, further evaluations were made and it 
was determined the roadway could be widened without displacing the 
antique store. Since the time of the Public Hearing, design 
options have been developed which lessen right-of-way displacements 
from the Grodin1s and do not displace the antique store. 

Ms. Lillian Elliott - 17009 Clear Creek Drive 

Ms. Elliott began by explaining the delays she and other peak hour 
travelers experience as they progress south on New Hampshire 
Avenue. A number of these frustrated commuters end up 
short-cutting through the neighboring community of Stonegate, 
reentering at Notley Road, to bypass the congestion. She then 
suggested that Notley Road be realigned to merge with the lane at 
Colesville Center so traffic entering New Hampshire Avenue would 
not impede the mainline movement. Mr. Snyder stated that District 
#3 traffic engineers would investigate her proposal and he would 
contact her with the result. 

SHA Response 

No comment. 
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Ralph Neiman - 807 Norwood Road 

Mr. Neiman spoke in support of the grade separation proposal for 
Randolph Road- and New Hampshire Avenue. In addition, he prefers 
utilizing a closed section in both Segments I and II to further 
reduce the impact to the property owners. Mr, Neiman also stated 
that alternative BC-1, which shifts Briggs Chaney Road south to 
align opposite Norwood Road, is his preference because it saves the 
apple orchard and removes traffic from the Cleverly Commercial 
district. He added that any improvement would hopefully remove 
some of the sheds and trailers used as temporary farm markets. His 
complaint is not directed at the markets themselves, but rather 
their appearance and lack of designated parking spaces. Patrons of 
the markets end up stopping on the shoulders of New Hampshire 
Avenue, and that can be very dangerous. 

SHA Response 

No comment. 

Len Fogelsinger - 201 Windridge Acres Court 

Mr. Fogelsinger, an active-duty commander in the United States 
Navy, questions the alignment in Segment II. He maintains the 
State owns a considerable amount of land on the west side of New 
Hampshire Avenue opposite his home and does not understand why the 
proposed alignment shifts the centerline to the east. He suggested 
that the State purchase his home if the alignment is not shifted to 
the west. His position with the Navy requires him to relocate 
within the next twelve months so Mr. Fogelsinger feels that he will 
have trouble selling his home if New Hampshire Avenue is 
reconstructed without acquiring his home. 

SHA Response 

Due to the close proximity of the proposed right-of-way lines to 
Mr. Fogel singer's home, his home will be acquired to widen this 
roadway. 

Mr.  Harry Varvounis - 13909 New Hampshire Avenue 

Mr. Varvounis commented on the legitimacy of an open section 
roadway. He feels that a closed section will provide the necessary 
capacity and reduce the number of accidents which occur along New 
Hampshire Avenue. He feels drivers will use the paved shoulder in 
an open section as a travel lane and continue to knock down 
roadside mail boxes. Finally, Mr. Varvounis expressed concern that 
an open section provides a breeding ground for commercial  usage. 

SHA Response 

MSHA intention in providing the Open Section Alternative in Segment 
II of the study is to allow the roadway to be widened in the future 
without acquiring additional   right-of-way. 
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Mr. John Rhoderick - 204 Colesville Manor Drive 

Mr. Rhoderick was concerned about providing new traffic signals 
along New Hampshire Avenue and was assured by Mr. Michael Snyder 
that a rigorous warrant analysis would be conducted on every 
intersection in the corridor as to the need for a traffic signal. 
In addition, Mr. Rhoderick was informed that all comments on signal 
implementation is handled by the District offices. 

SHA Response 

No comment. 

Ms. Beverly Sudak - 204 Stonegate Drive 

Ms. Sudak, President of the Stonegate Citizens Association, 
represents six hundred and fifty homes whose main access to New 
Hampshire Avenue is at Stonegate Drive. She maintains that a 
majority of the traffic on Stonegate Drive are commuters bypassing 
the Cape May Road/Bonifant Road section of the corridor. With the 
additional travelers from the Peachwood community making U-turns at 
Stonegate Drive, a traffic signal should be placed at their 
intersection. Ms. Sudak also stated that the residences of 
Stonegate favor Alternative 3 in Segment II because it would reduce 
the amount of required right-of-way. 

SHA Response 

This has already been addressed in our response to Mr. Richard 
Meyers. 

Mr. Robert Mann - 1302 Moringside Drive 

Mr. Mann suggested that the County's improvements for Randolph Road 
and the State's improvements on New Hampshire Avenue be constructed 
simultaneously. 

SHA Response 

This matter has been investigated. The timing of this project 
cannot be accelerated to meet the intersection capacity 
improvements being provided by the developer. Engineering plans 
for the developer project have been modified to avoid constructing 
items which will be displaced by this project. 

B.  Subsequent Written Correspondence 

Letters and memoranda received after the Location/Design Public 
Hearing are contained in the following pages, where applicable 
responses from the State Highway Administration are included. 
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(Thi! 
letter was typed by SHA in order to be legible after printing). 

ilr. Randy Aldrich 
Project Manager 

1-7-R7 

[le^ir Sir: 

1^87. 

^"r i nJier^ri^^ef^r^rtritrft^^b]?^ - 
^  tr:houldh  irf be\,J;d.   theCBonifant road plan would have to be changed 
tc meet  the new alignment of Mew Hampshire Ave. 

Carlton E.  Heyser 
li^ZS Mew Hampshire Ave. 
Silver Spring, lid.     20904 

Irder' ilegil [tor 

„ .   . 8-21-87 
Geo. H.  Mosburger, Chief 
Office of Property Management 

Attn.    >lohn W.  Shaffer 
Rt. of Way Agent 

Dear Sirs: 
.     ., „ff„, nf   inlv P.    1987  for that portion of my oroperty 

you pl-opo^rtfafg-uirff^ Mtt ofimproven.ents  to Bonifant Road. 

I would also like to have you stake off the land you nropose  to ocgmre 

and the easements. 
u   .« K„„n in  tmrrh with  the Hd neoarbnRnt of I am also wondering if you have been    n tou h w tn t 

Transportation who have advised me of an .Uc,natc £     «n c property. 

ffiW a^r^.-T^ r^US KW would M accepted. 
^  n,=t  tho land  renuired  for  the Bonifant Road I  presently am not convinced that the    and rogui  e e does 

^-l^^^afo^t^d^Mel^ir^o^-^er^^not acceptable. 

Carlton  E.   Heyser 
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/lon^omery County Cbvemment 
Mr. and Mrs. Carlton Heyser 
September 14, 1987 
Page 2 

September 14, 1987 

Mr. and Mrs. Carlton Heyser 
14526 New Hampshire Avenue 
Stiver Spring, Maryland 20904 

Dear Mr. and Mrs. Heyser: 

RE: Bonifant Road Phase III 
CIP Project No. 67-3940 

This letter Is being sent to your in response to your letter of 
August 21 and also to inform you that the easement areas have been revised on 
your property. 

To begin, thank you for your letter and comnents. In your letter, you 
state that your are currently having estimates done to determine the cost of 
rebuilding your produce stand and refrigeration unit. When you have received 
your estimates, it would be helpful if you would forward them to us as quickly 
as possible. You also request in your letter, that we have your property 
itaked-out and this is to let you Itnow that we are ordering a survey crew to 
survey and stake our acquisition from you. 

It is regrctable that your produce stand must be acquired 1n 
conjunction with the Bonifant Road project, but after numerous discussions 
with our design engineer, we can see no way to avoid it. According to our 
engineers, in order to allow safe and smooth trav.;l through the new 
intersection of Bonifant Road and New Hampshire Avenue, your stand must be 
acquired. The traffic engineering requirements for this Intersection dictate 
the removal of your stand. The stand's removal 1s required for Bonifant Road 
improvements, and not the future plans for New Hampshire Avenue. 

In order to actually remove your stand, it was found that additional 
easement area would need to be acquired from you.  This Increase easement area 
consists of revertible and temporary easement only and below Is a sunmary of 
our revised offer: 

Our revised offer to you Is J19,400.00. 
that our original offer was "not acceptable. 

You stated In your letter 
so we have ordered an 

Independent appraiser to do an appraisal of the 'acquisition and easements we 
need from you In order to complete our project.  The gentleman we have 
contracted to do this work Is Mr. Phillip Lamb.  Mr. Lamb is a real CJ.„^ 
appraiser practicing In Montgomery County and also a licensed real estate 

e 
estate 

,„m •, .. If
t)

you u°uU Uke t0 ^y to reach a settlement before Mr. Lamb 
completes his appraisal, we will be happy to try to do so. otherwise, we will 
wait for Mr. Lamb to come up with his estimate of fair market value for what 

Please call should you have any questions. 

Sincerely yours, 

GEORGE W. MOSBURGER. Chief 
Office of Property Acquisition 

# 

GHW:TJR:mm 
2200/59 

JOHN W. SHAFFER 
Right of Way Agent 

LAND IN FEE:  4,719.47 s.f. x 10.80 per s.f. 
REVERTIBLE SLOPE AND TEMPORARY CONSTRUCTION 

11.444 s.f. x $0.10 per s.f. 
PERPETUAL DRAINAGE EASEMENT: 

4.449 s.f. x JO.40 per s.f. 
LANDSCAPING/TREES 
IMPROVEMENTS (Fruit Stand) 
TOTAL 
TOTAL ROUNDED 

J3.775.58 
EASEMENTS: 

1,144.40 

1.779.60 
2,000.00 
10.700.00 

J19.399.58 
J19.400.00 ' 

t:\.:ctili\.: Oeli. .• hui 

DcpartiiHinl of Trnnsportiitirm 
Ki<itit nt VV.iy ActiuiMlion 

»• NI,,.,;I. n.i. Kvillt!. M-trjI.tiMl 2tmSO  .Wll '251 
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Maryland Department of Transportation 
State Highway Administration 

Richard H. Trainor 
Socretary 

Hal Kassoff 
Adminituatof 

Mr. Carl ton E. Heyser 
January 26, 1988 
Page 2 

January 26, 1988 

RE:        Contract   No.   M  529-101-371 
Maryland   Route  650 
Randolph   Road   to  Maryland 
Route  650 
FOMS   No.      153337 

Mr.   Carl ton   E.    Heyser 
1-1526   New   Hampshire   Avenue 
Silver   Spring,   Maryland   20904 

Dear   Mr.   Heyser: 

This  letter   is   in   response  to  your  recent 
M«rvT»nHnne^e   P"talnine   " our   Project   Planning   study  on 
RoaT„nH   M

0
     f  6,5°   (New   Hampshire  Avenue)   between  Randolph 

have   nrov^H     Kd   ^V? 650-      I  aPP"<=iate   the  comments   you 
have   provided   about   the   affects  of   the  roadway's   widening  on 
your   produce  stand   which   is  located   in   Segment   II 
immediately   south  of   Relocated  Good   Hope   Road.      This 

furtSr^pH.Ti"   ^ *?*"  *   thoroueh  consideration   in   the further  development  of   our   study. 

When   we   talked   to   you  at   the   public   hearing   on   this 
project,   we   said   we   would  discuss   your   situation   with 
Montgomery   County  Department  of   Transportation   regarding 
their   project   to   relocate   Bonifant   Road.      In  our 
discussions     they   indicated   the   plans  at   Bonifant  Road 
include   auxilarily   lanes  along   New   Hampshire   Avenue.      These 
lanes   will   allow   vehicles  destined   straight   through   the 
intersection   to  bypass  vehicles making   left   turns.      Since 
this   is  an   improvement   which   is   to  be  constructed   this 
coming   Spring,   it   is   not   possible   to coordinate  the 
right-of-way  requirements  of  both   projects. 

rtov^Ij?*",   t0   thank  yOU  for  your   interest  in  the highway 
development   process  as   it  relates   to  this  study.      Please 
contact   us   again   if   we   can   provide   further  assistance. 

Very   truly   yours, 

Louis   H.    Ege,   Jr. 
Deputy  Director 
Project Development Division 

by: ^TwUi c is. X 
Randy   Aldrich 
Project  Manager 

LHE:RCA:kw 
cc:     Mr.   Michael   Snyder 

Mr.   Richard   M.   Ravenscroft 

My telephone number is (301)_ 

aai-Ttss B,M, ..  .    Tel«1'P«""ller for Impaired Hearing or Speech 

xi 
^ 



(This  letter was  typed by SHA  in order to be legible after printing). 
STATE  HIGHWAY  ADMINISTRATION 
QUESTIONS  AND/OR  COMMENTS 

NAME 

Contract   No.   M  529-101-171 
POMS  No.   153337 

LOCATION/DESIGN PUBLIC HEARING 
Maryland Route 650 

Randolph Road to Maryland Route 198 
Wednesday, January 6, 1988 
John F. Kennedy High School 
Original signed by 
Barbara Syring  .DATE. 5/14/87 

PLEASE 
PRINT ADDRESS. 

720 McNeil  La. 

.STATE. K0 .ZIP  CODE. 20904 Silver Spring 
CITY/TOWN — 

„„. wl.h to common,  or Inquire  about  Ih. lollowlnu »3Pect» ol  this project:  

1. Hriqqs Chaney Reloc- BC-1  & BC-2 all  rail   for il HpaH ""^ ** Rrinns r.lmnPY 

t, H.H. ft»0, in ^niri prnpl- ^-"^i »>»•" thr Safeway lot tn nn North nn . 

H.H.  Ave..   I   suggpst  that:  . •  

JLL^Ilxt    pr.]  hCra„.c u rngnim.s IPSS rnflfl rnn^tnirtinn       .... 
(BC-2  is a 2nd choice;  BC-3 is out because we like 0 Keefe s 

apples) 

•>)  y.fw nrinnr  rh.mry -p"" af ^p ^^"^ 1nrrltinn rn ri(lht t"rn'; 

ran he made nnrt.h onto HH Ave. 

2.   Put a left turn lane at the crossover between McNeil la &  Harding lane  

heaHed north  "»""" "-t..rn< w/n..t a Irft turn lane i-i flat out Slliridfi 

This is vmndprful project'. Please do it yesterday'. 

C3 Please add my/our  namelsl to the Mailing List.* 

CD Please delete my/our namelsl Irom the Mailing List. 

• Person?  who  have received  a  copy 
on  the projecl  Mailing  Lisl. 

ol  this  brochure through the mail are  already 

mam     mmm     mm     Mi     Mi     ••    MBL' •• •^^ ••^* ^^"w ^^^ ^^^ '^^^tCHAR^^WlAlNW^^ 

Maryland Department of Transportation 
State Highway Administration 

Secretary 

HAL KASSOFF 
Administrator 

June   26,   1987 

Re:      Contract   No.   H   529-101-371 
Maryland   Route  b50 
Randolph   Road   to  Maryland 
Route   198 
PDMS   No.    153337 

Ms.   Barbara   Syring 
720   McNeil   Lane 
Silver  Spring,   Maryland     2090-r 

Dear   Mr.   Syring: 

I am responding to your letter of May 14, 1987, regarding 
our Project Planning study on Maryland Route 650 (Hew Hampshire 
Avenue) between Randolph Road and Maryland Route 1J8.  I 
appreciate your comments on the study.  The information you have 
provided will be given a thorough consideration as the study 
progresses. 

Having conducted the Alternates Public Workshop and received 
vour's, as well as others' comments, we have completed the 
initial stage of this study.  Final Project Planning can begin. 
Detailed engineering and environmental investigations o£ the 
study alternates will be performed.  'mis information will be 
assembled into a Draft Environmental Document.  The document will 
be made available for public review prior to conducting a public 
hearing.  The public hearing is scheduled to be held by the end 
of the year. 

I thank you for your interest in the highway develop-nent 
process as it relates to this study.  Please contact us again if 
we can provide further assistance. 

Very truly yours , 

Louis H. Ege, Jr. 
Deputy Director 
Project Development Division 

by: ^MaMA 
Randy   Aldrich 
Project   Manager 

LHE/RCA/ih 
cc:     Mr.   Michael   Snyder 

My telephone number Is. 333-1139 

Toletypwvrller lor Impaired Hearing or Speech 
383-755S Baltimore Me.ro - 565-04 51 D.C. Metro - t-eOO-*»J-5062 staewlde  Toll Free 

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



July 12, 19B7 

Mr. Randy Aldrich 
State Highway Administration 
707 North Calvert Street 
Baltimore, HD 21202 

Dear Mr. Aldrich: 

I wanted to comment on two of the points in your June 25 l"""r '° "» 
concerning your project on the widening on New Hampshire Avenue <Route 

650) between Randolph Road and route 198. 

In your letter you said that the outer lane of the road wi11 be a 12 
foot ?ane with a "2 foot offset" between the edge of the lane and the 
curb Most of us call that "2 foot offset" a "gutter pan", for that ,« 
what it really is. The gutter pans on all the roads built in this 
^hion in our county are absolutely not safe for a bicycle to use They 
are filled with detritus, glass fragments, other trash and usually ha 
joints that fill with plant material or desintgrate to sharp ^ges In 

short, the gutter pans cannot be considered in the,SP Lj bictc ists 
available for the bicyclist to use to safely travel. AH blc^'15" 
?hat would use Route 650 under your closed section option wou d be 
forced ?o share the 12 foot lane with the traffic. This Is simply not 
tZtl enough to be safe for the bicyclist. The outer lane must be a K. 
foot lane plus a gutter pan to provide sufficient width. Under you 
options this will be a high speed, heavily traveled road. You are 
creating a very hazardous situation and grave risk for all °»CY=^ 
riders This wiM be an unnecessary and unacceptable risk; people are 
going to be hurt and killed because bicycle use has not been planned for 
adequately. 

Richard Hardesty 
12908 Allerton Lane 
Silver Spring, MD  20904 



v& 
VJIary^^nepai^^^ofTic^^mtatioW 
State Highway Administration 

ilv°'"y 

Hal Kassoff 
Administrator 

January 26, 1988 

RE:        Contract  No.   M  529-101-371 
Maryland   Route 650 
Randolph   Road   to  Maryland 
Route  198 
FOMS   No.    153337 

20904 

Mr.    Richard   Hardesty 
12908  Allerton  Lane 
Silver   Spring,   Maryland 

Dear   Mr.   Mardesty : 

This   letter   is   in   response   to  your  correspondence 
pertaining   to  our   Project  Planning   study  on   Maryland   Route 
650   (New   Hampshire   Avenue)   between   Randolph   Road   and 
Maryland   Route   198.      I  appreciate   the  comraents  you   have 
provided   about   bicycle maneuverability   with   the  roadways 
proposed   in   Alternative  3,    the  closed   section   roadway.     This 
information   will   be  given   a  thorough  consideration   in our 
development  of   a   preferred   alternative   to   recommend   to   the 
Administrator. 

We   share   your  concerns   about   the  desirability  of 
providing   a   15'   outside   lane   for  bicyclist.      But  our 
right-of-way   is   very  constrained,   particularily   in   Segment 
t.      To   avoid   further   right-of-way   impacts,   we   have   used  our 

minimun  criteria   to  accomodate  bicyclists.      This  calls   for   a 
14'   outside   lane   with   bituminous   paving  material   extending 
all   the   way   to   the   face  of   the  curb.      This  eliminates   the 
traditional   concrete  gutter  pan   area. 

Once   again,   thank   you   for   the  comments   you   have 
provided.      Please  contact   us   again   if   we  can   provide  further 
assistance. 

Very   truly   yours, 

Louis   H.    Ege,   Jr. 
Deputy  Director 
Project Development Division 

My telephone number is (301)— 

Teletypewriter for Impaired Hearing w Speech 
383-7555 Baltimore Metro - 565-0451 O.C. Metro - 1-800-49 2-5062 Statewide Toll Free 

?a?   Mnr.h   Calv't   St..   B-lltlrnore.   MarvUnd   21^03-0717 

tlr.   H^MWd   H 
January   26,   1988 
Page   2 

by: T.JM Q. iLO 
Randy   Aldrlch 
Project  Manager 

LHE:RCA:kw 
cc:     Mr.   Michael   Snyder 



ett 

NAME 

typeHPBKA  nfl^B' to ••ible ••§ prir| 

STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION 
QUESTIONS  AND/OR  COMMENTS 

Com r.irt   No.   H   :>29-]01-371 
PDHS   No.    153337 

I,0CATI0N/D-S1GN   PUBLIC   HEARING 
Maryland   Route   650 

Randolph   Road   to  Maryland  Route   198 
Wcanesday,   January  6,   1986 

John   F.   Kennedy  High  School 
0rirpn.il  signed by 
Joan i'adula .DATE — 12/23/87 

PLEASE 
PRINT 

ADDRESS. 
300 Soapstone LH 

MD _ZIP  CODE     20904 

l/we  wish to comment  or tnqulre  about the tollowlng aspects  ot this project: 

Silver Spring QT»TC 
CITY/TOWN  STATE 

I  have been a  resident of Stoneoate for 1« vr<;    and nsp thpsp roads ever day- 

1 would  like  to address Briggs Chanev first.     B3 in my opinion would be the  

frpst realignment because nf the Shonning f.pnt.prs nn hnth sirips nf the st  

This would eliminate arridents for <;hnnnprs nninn either way    Nflnles has rinnp 

enough damage removing trees as a residential  area we need them.  

Md Rt 650 -  It would cost 1es<  to n„t  in 3 - 1?'  lanes gach way now 201  Median. 

and  7'   is enough on the side.     The county is growing north of 108 and you  

have to look at this  instead of redoing it in later years. :  

Damascus  is growing.    The bottleneck from 97 to 108 will  be a major concern.  

•  Please add my/our namels) lo the Mailing IH1.» 

cn Plaase  delete my/our  namelsl Irom  the Mailing  List. 

• Person, who have received a copy ot this  brochure through the mail are already 
on   the proiect  Mailing  List. 

^ 
^ 



^,;\N    Maryland Department of Transportation 
'J-/  I:    State Highway Administration 

Richard H. Trainor 
S-sc.-otafY 

Hal Kassoff 
Adfnuiisiratof 

RE: 

January 25, 1988 

Contract  No.   M  529-101-371 
Mat-'land   Route 550 
Randolph   Road   to   Maryland 
Ro-.ite  198 
POMS   No.    153337 

Ms.   Joan   Padula 
30.)   Soapstone Lane 
Silver   Spring,    Maryland     20904 

Dear   Ms.    Padula 

This letter Is In response to your recent 
correspondence regarding our Project Planning study on 
Maryland Route 650 (New Hampshire Avenue) between Randolph 
Road and Maryland Route 198.  I appreciate the comments you 
hive provided about Segment II between the proposed 
Intercounty Connector and Maryland Route 198.  This 
information, as well your endorsement of Alternative BC-3 to 
realign Norwood Road opposite Briggs Chaney Road will be 
^ivpn"* thorough consideration in our developnent of a 
preferred alternative to recommend to the Administrator. 

Your recommendation to provide 6 travel lanes in 
.S.><'m.Mit II is an item we think may need to be addressed in 
thV  future.  If land use in our study area remains static, 4 
lanes will be adeciuate.  But if land use were to be 
intensified, a process over which we have no control, 6 
lanes may become more appropriate.  One of the benefits of 
recommend ir.g the open section roadway in this segment is it 
would leave room to expand the roadway to 6 lanes without 
acquiring additional right-of-way. 

I want to thank you for your interest in the highway 
development process as it relates to this study.  Please 
contact us again if we can provide further assistance. 

Very truly yours, 

l.ouis   H.    Ege,   Jr. 
Deputy  Director 
Project Development Division 

My telephone number is (301). 

Teletypewriter foe Impaired Hearing or Speech 
383-7555 Baltimore Metro - 565-0451 O.C. Metro - 1-800-492-5063 Statewide Toll Free 

7il7   North  C^l/ert   St..   enitlm^r-^.  Maryland   21203-0717 

Ms.   Joan   Pn.dula 
January   25,   1988 
Page  2 

SLMJLALLJL by: _i^ij  
Randy   Aid rich 
Project   Manager 

LHE:RCA:kw 
cc:     Mr.   Michael   Snyder 



December a*., 1937 

Maryland Department of Transportation 
State Highway Administration 
Office of Planning and 

Preliminary Enginering 
Box 717 
Baltimore, MD  31303 Haitimore, nu  diduj 

I have written this letter to share with you my thoughts on your 
Maryland Route 650 project.  1 am on the project mailing list and 
thank you for sending me your recent document to support your public 
hearing on 01/06/88. 

1 am a 33-year resident of Montgomery County.  I operate my vehicle 
in excess of 20,000 miles per year on our roads, as I am employed 
downtown as a federal employee, practice another job as a tradesman 
requiring travel to various worksites, am a student at the University 
of Maryland, and enjoy the shopping and recreation of this, my 
hometown.  I am affected every minute by our inadequate highway 
?./sten, which t acknowledge is not your fault but that of citizen 
opposition to the needed facility improvements which were on the 
r.aster plan of 1967 .  I very strongly support your efforts to improve 
our roadways and only wish for speedier construction, difficult in 
this age of raids to the highway fund for nonhighway purposes. 

tn direct comment to the New Hampshire Avenue project, I urge you to 
select Alternate S, the open section roadway.  This option would 
permit the greatest use of this corridor: 

Buses and private vehicles could pull off the roadway and onto 
the snoulder to discharge and pickup passengers. 

Disabled vehicles could pull off the roadway and onto the 
shoulder to solve their problems. 

Bicycles could operate safely on the shoulder, which would 
enhance recreation in the area and permit bicycling as a commuting 
alternative (r-Jew Hampshire Avenue is rather flat and a pleasure to 
i /c 1 e on > . 

In the event of a roadway oostruction (an accident or 
ronstruction activity) the police or other authority could direct 
traffic onto the shoulder to permit continued traffic movement. 

Alternate 2 is very suitable fcr this rural setting.  A curb and 
.ide^aik sounds verv nice for downtown Silver Spring, but is not 
necessary for this upcounty area.  A roadway with a shoulder is 
.es the t :ca 1 1 •/ pleasing in a rural setting. 

In Alternate 2. during a snowfall, snowplows could clear the 
.-•".tire roadwav rapidly without the caution of the snow blade hitting 
--,-:? zuro.  The plcw could even be instructed to move snow off the 

shoulder onto the side-grading, permitting the plowec! choulder to be 
used by disabled vehicles, bicycles, bus passengers end others - it 
is highly unlikely in a rural setting that landowners would shovel 
the sidewalk you would construct in Alternate 3. 
None of these benefits would be possible in Alternate 3, where a curb 
would narrowly define the roadway. 

1 recognize that additional roadway width is necessary for 
Alternate a over Alternate 3.  However, this is the last opportunity 
your agency will have for a long long time to acquire right of way 
for New Hampshire Avenue.  Barring nuclear catastrophy our region 
will continue to exist and grow for generations to come, and the 
shoulder you construct in Alternate a could be a future generation's 
additional traffic lane, with potential county funding.  (of course 
we would not speak of this desirable feature for fear of the citizen 

opposition . . . ) 

I have keen interest in Briggs Chaney Road, as I live at Briggs 
Chaney Road and Old Columbia Pike.  I urge vou to elect to move 
Briggs Chaney Road south of its present intersection with New 
Hampshire Avenue.  There is a lovely apple orchard which would not be 
displaced if you selected this option.  Also, it would lessen the 
concentration of traffic activity in the Cleverly commercial mess. 

Lastly, I was elated to read that your agency is studying an 
interchange for Randolph Road.  We need such a facility badly, and I 
wish you much success in this endeavor.  If you have a project 
mailing list for this facility please add my name to it. 

I wish Maryland could return to the "go-team" build philosophies of 
the late 1950s and early 1960s, when (it seemed) all our important 
roadbuilding took place.  1 can't think of one important new facility 
in my region that has been constructed since then.  You seemed to 
build six-lane divided highways back then too, not the scaled down 
four-lane roads like Georgia Avenue, Bel Pre Road, and Route 28 that 

we see today. 

Please improve Maryland's highways as soon as possible.  Please get 
on with the important business of building interchanges onto 
Montgomery's portion of 0339.  You have my strongest support in all 
your endeavors.  If there are any citizen boards you may need members 
for, I am willing to serve. 

time to read my letter 

2831 Shepperton Terrace 
Silver Spring, MD ZOO'* 

301 / 236-6888 

^ 



."-s Richard H. Trainor 
Secretary 

•^'-WX-    Maryland Department ofTransportation HaiKassoft 
/"' i)    State Highway Administration Mm,nm<*o, 

•'" Janaury   26,   1988 

RE:        Contract  No.   H  529-101-371 
Maryland   Route 650 
Randolph   Road   to  Maryland 
Route  198 
POMS   No.    153337 

Mr.   Gregory   I.   pinardl 
2831   Shepperton   Terrace 
Silver   Spring,   Maryland     20904 

Dear   Mr.   Dinardi: 

This   letter   is   in   response   to   your   recent 
correspondence  regarding  our   Project   Planning   study   on 
Maryland   Route  550   (New   Hampshire  Avenue)   between   Randolph 
Road   and   Maryland   Route   198.      I   appreciate   the  comments   you 
have   provided   and   your   endorsements  of   Alternative  2; 
rpr-onstruction   into  an  open   section   roadway,   and   Alternative 
Br-l-   relocation  of   Briggs   Clianey   Road   south   intersecting 
New   Hampshire   Avenue  at   Norwood   Road.      This   information   will 
be  given   a   thorough   consideration   in  our  development  of   a 
preferred   alternative   to   recommend   to  the   Administrator. 

As   recuostcd,   you  have  been  enrolled  on  our   project 
mailing   list   for   studies   of   a  grade   separation   at   Randolph 
Road       Du-   to   excess   traffic  bearing  capacity  at   this 
intersection   with   the   completion   of   this   project  and   the 
county's   project   to   widen   East   Randolph   Road,   this  study 
will   proceed   at   a  more   leasurly   pace.      Via   the  mailing   list, 
you   will   be   advised  of   future  public  meetings. 

I   want   to   thank   you   for   your   interest   in   the  highway 
development   process   as   it   relates   to   this  study.      Please 
contact   us   again   if   we  can   provide   further  assistance. 

Very  truly  yours , 

Louis   H.    Ege,   Jr. 
Deputy  Director 
Project  Development  Division 

by: I .'i ( •' A- i 
Randy   Aldrich 
Project   Manager 

LHE:RCA:kw 
cc:      Mr.    Michael   Snyder 

My telephone number is (301 )_ 

Teletypewriter tcr Impaired Hearing or Speech 
3S3-7535  Baltlnore  Metro   -  565-0451 D.C. Metro  -  1-800-49 2-5062 Statewide  Toll  Free 



JGHWAY  AuMIUISTRA-nON 
N INS AND/OR COMMENTS        DSVFI n^cT 

Mt:HuGii& ASSOCIATES. INC. |N& ANu/im ^ n,:LOpXF,>->- 
*L EST*rE APPRAISERS »NO CONSULIANfS 

MOO GWJSVENOP CENIURY PLAZA 

SUtTE "Ol 
t No. M 529-101-371        IJ.C ,, 

eo»•-,-.«-»».« 'MS NO- 153337 S 

DESIGN PUBLIC HEARING 
[yland Route 650 

MICM»ELO»LL»GHER  ipj to Maryland Route 198 
ncuue^day, January 6, 1988 
Jo'nn F. Kennedy High School 

SO
ITBJ 

NAME McHueh and Associates Inc. —DATE-  Of-r    ?4,   iqB7. 

PLEASE     .orscccc 2000 Grosvenor Century Plaza  ff^Ol .  
PRINT ADDRESS  

,~,Tv,-rr,wM      Columbia STATEja ; ZIP  CODE      VMU  

,/We w.sh to comment or tnqu.re  about the tollowlng ..p.ctt-ol this prolect:  

1.     Inquiry as to the fnn.re develor•-"'- "f *•** ^isrin" Iflnd Pflrrfl  of 7^5 * or - 

acres owned bv the Washington Suburban Sanitary m-ilsslon at  rhe southwest cornej; _ 

of FHnor and New H^pshire Ave.     Tnn„irv relate  to wherhfr  thf fldinlniglifat 

^•Moners who  in^^  m ..IMmntelv develop this site  inrn •, hi.h density co^rcial. 

area. 

Is not th^actual^sa^lLjar^hi^i!'  nf irmirr  ^ inronded  rn SUPPM^thi^ 

fm lire devlrri''"'"  nf  t^'  °1''"c'  r"rrpnr1v nv'n'>f1 hY WSSr:', 

C3 Please add my/our name(s) to the Mailing List.* 

f—1 Please  delete my/our  name(s) (rom  the Mailing List.  

.Persons  »vho have  received  a  copy  o.  this  brochure  through  the mail are  a.ready 
on  the  project  Mailing  List. 



Maryland Department of Transportation 
State Highway Administration 

Richard H. Trainor 
Secelary 

Hal Kassotf 
Administrator 

January   29,   1988 

Illi: Contract   No.   H   529-101-371 
Maryland   Route 650 
Randolph   Road   to   Maryland 
Route   198 
PDHS   No.    153337 

Mcllugh   antl   Associates,    Inc. 
Real   Estatt:   Appraisers   and   Consultants 
2000   Grosvenor   Century   Plaza 
Suite  4 01 
Columbia,    llaryland     210-14 

Dear   Sirs : 

This letter Is in response to your recent 
correspondence regarding our Project Planning study on 
Maryland Route 650 (Mew Hampshire Avenue) between Randolph 
Koad and Maryland Route 198.  I appreciate the comments you 
have provided pertaining to the Washington Suburban Sanitary 
Commission (WSSC) property for sale at the corner of New 
Hampshire Avenue and Ednor Road.  The design year 2016 
traffic forecasts generated for this study were developed 
utilizing the existing residential zoning for the WSSC site. 
Our build alternatives were developed to provide sufficient 
capacity to accomodate vehicular trips from the existing 
land use.  If land use is intensified, a process we have 
little control over, it may change the volume of vehicular 
trips In Segment II between the proposed Intercounty 
Connector and Maryland Route 198.  If the open section 
roadway, Alternative 3, were selected in the segment, the 
roadway could be widened at a future date without acquiring 
additional right-of-way. 

I want to thank you for your interest in the highway 
development process as it relates to the study.  Please 
contact us again if we can provide further assistance. 

My telephone number is (30))_ 

Teletypewriter for impaired Hearing or Speech 
383-7555  Baltimore Metro   -  565-0451 D.C. Metro  -  1-800 -49 2-5062  Statewide  Toll Free 

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

McHugh and Associates, Inc. 
January 19, 1988 
Page 2 

by: 

Very   truly   yours, 

Louis   II.    Ege,   Jr. 
Deputy Director 
Project  Develofment  Division 

Randy   Aldrich ^ 
Project   Manager 

LHE:RCA:kw 
cc       Mr.   Michael   Snyder 



Nl^ffl^TIO^^^ 
lette^^Btype(|BH>A ir^^B to 

STATE HIGHWAY ADMINf 
QUESTIONS  AND/OR COMMENTS 

Contract No. M 529-101-371 
PDMS No. 153337 

LOCATION/DESIGN   PUBLIC   HEARING 
Maryland  Route   650 

Randolph   Road   to  Maryland   Route   198 
Wc-<lnesday,   .lamiary   6,   198B 
John   K.   Kr-nnedy   High   School 
Orininal   signed by 

Douglas H.  f, Sarah B.  O'Keefe  

prinl 

NAME 
.DATE 

Dec.  29, 1987 

PLEASE 
PRINT 

ADDRESS 
15400 New Hampshire Ave. 

.Silver Spring gy.-rc   Maryland ZIP CODE 2n9Di. 
CITY/TOWN.  

m«ni  or Inaulro  about the following aspect* ol this prolect: I/We wish to  comment  or inquire  ou«->  ^  .  

This refers to the project-Alt.  B-C-3- at Cloverly.  

1IL puiJiMiMhi^lUl"-' "f ^ Y»- "^ orchard Jtl^aH M ^ it h« 
it   has been producing,  and is still 

hppn our h"m° fln^i livinnpypr sinrfi  
jE2Mlj2;i^LJ^ earh year...  

r fn^ >h,n a«y in-i? acres of ground in ^ntnoirpry Cnimtv.  

acreage, why would you want to ruin this orchard with a rQ?d? 

^t^as^ou^nnOe^aMniLlli^iii^'   • '"hi "»* "f the grrhflrd - 

would be on °»'-h 'irtp of the new road. 

WP strongly r^hiprt. to this Plan  
Sincerely,  

I—| Please delete my/o 

• Persons  who have 
on   the   project   Mailing   List 

7eceived a  copy ol  this  brochure  through the mail are already 

Maryland Department of Transportation 
State Highway Administration 

Richard H. Trainer 
Secretary 

Hal Kassoff 
Administrator 

January   26,    1988 

RE:        Contract   No.   M   529-101-371 
Maryland   Route  650 
Randolph   Road   to   Maryland 
Route   198 
PDMS   No.    153337 

Mr.   Douglas  W.   O'Keefe 
Ms.   Sarah   B.   O'Keefe 
15400   New   Hampshire   Avenue 
Sliver   Spring,   Maryland   20904 

Dear  Mr.   and  Mrs.   O'Keefe: 

This   letter   is   In   responso   to   your   recent 
correspondence  regarding  our   Project   Planning   study   on 
Maryland   Route  650   (New   Hampshire   Avenue)   between   Randolph 
Road   and   Maryland   Route   198.      I   appreciate   the  comments   you 
have   provided   of   the   affects   associated   with   Alternative 
BC-3  on   your   apple  orchard   in   Cloverly.      This   Information 
will   be  given   a   thorough   consideration   In   our   development  of 
a   preferred   alternative   to   recommend   to   the   Administrator. 

I   want   to   thank   you   for   your   interest   in   the   highway 
development   process   as   It   relates   to   this   study.      Please 
contact   us   again   if   we  can   provide   further   assistance. 

Very   truly   yours , 

Louis   H.   Ege,   Jr. 
Deputy Director 
Project  Developnent   Divsion 

Randy   Aldrich ^ 
Pr o j ec t   Ma n ag e r 

LHE:RCA:kw 
cc:     Mr.   Michael   Snyder 

Ms.   Cynthia  D.    Simpson 

My telephone number is (301 )_ 

Teletypewriter for Impaired Hearing or Speech 
303-7555 Baltimore Metro - 565-0451 D.C. Metro -  1-800-492-5062  Statewide   Toll  Free 

707   North  Calvert   St..   Baltlmoro.   Marvl?.-;   21201-0717 



HIMUMY AMIMSTRI 
QUESTIONS AND/OR COMMENTS 

Contract.   No.    M   529-101-371 
POMS   Mo.    153 3 37 

LOCATION/CESIGN PUBLIC HEARING 
Maryland Route 650 

Randolph ;<oad to Maryland Route 198 
Wednesday, January 6, 1988 
.itilm F. Kennedy High School 
Original  signed by 

NAME    Betty J.   Becraft Leonard A.  Becraft    DATE    1P/30/B7 

Bus:- Becraft's Farm Produce,  Inc.-14722 New Hampshire Ave. 
PLEASE    ftr(nnF<.c     15649 Santini  Rd- 
PRINT HO,,^1 

CiTYfT"       BurtonsviUe      8TATE. 

<;i1ypr  Spring.   Hd. 20304. 

Md. .ZIP  CODE 20866- 

l/We w 
l.h to  comment  or .nqu.ro  about Ih.  lollowlng aspect,  ot  this prolect:  

Gentlemen, — —    " 

I,  Leonard A.   Becraft and BeUy .1.   Berraft own  land at 147?? New Hampshir» 

Ave.  Silver Spring, MO ?oqna *nH nppratp a farm marlcat it  this .location un er 
"the Grandfather Clause.    Thehighwa.y project is taking our building and  1 would 

like to know if the relocated building can still  be operated under the  
A      •>    This market has been in existence 

Grandfather r.laitsp.   in  ^ll-'"fl "•"• prnritirp?—M"b   

fnr at least SO year-   nr  Inmrr nrllinn *•- "^"^^  frm thp prnnPrfY *"* th£- 
_^fllllimiLmaci^ritP Hopkins^ Hnt.e flt ?n4 Hejl   Rd    Silver Soring,  Md, .. 

20904. 
1)     1  wnuld  like to Tnnw if this hi.tnriral   connertinn of prop?rtie5, make thl? 

stand  a  histnriral   site?  9)  Pt    fiSO ronstrnrtlon Will   he  affPrtilT]  10  

agricultural   roadside markets, which help to feed the many people moving  into 

th1, .>.,      I b^Tve the stat- "fc n«f mnsidered the negflt.ivf fffrrt nf clnslug 

nrrhards and  or^tp fnnH markets  to thousand; of people  (hrffld baatot-O^astetn 

Mnnt     fo.l      1   Pi'-   tn   rnntinuP   thp   Sale   Of   frill t   BlU   farm   PHldlim   ffflm   this  

property after the realignment of Rt. 650. 1 presently have a 50 foot wide  

entrance driveway from Rt. 650 and I am requesting the State in this englneerjna 

studies to pr-YjH. ••« ^'th a douhle wide pnt.ranrp ^Iriypwav to this rronprt.Y of a 

!—i piease add my/our nameOl to Ihe Maiunfl im. ^   

.CZ) Please  delete my/our  namelsl Irom  the Mailing  List. 
.p.r,ons  «h0  have received  a  copy  o.  this  brochure through  the mail  are  already 
on  the project  Mailing  List, 

of incCHie and will  be looking forward to the State in helping us relocating our 
market on this  property. Yours tru1y 

Leonard      Betty Becraft 

KL^0"6 "  Mfctttf 

S 



Maryland Department of Transportation 
State Highway Administration 

•chard 

Hal KassoU 
Adminislialor 

January   27,   1988 

Re:  Contract Ho. M 529-101-371 
Maryland Route 650 
Randolph Road to 
Maryland Route 198 
PDMS No. 153337 

Mr. Leonard A. Becraft 
Ms. Betty J. Becraft 
15640 Santini Road 
Burtonsville, Maryland  20866 

Dear Mr. and Mrs. Becraft: 

This letter is in response to your recent correspondence 
pertaining to our Project Planning study on Maryland Route 650 
(Hew Hampshire Avenue) between Randolph Road and Maryland Route 
193.  I appreciate the conraents you have provided pertaining to 
the affects of our build alternatives to your produce stand at 
14722 Mew Hampshire Avenue.  The comments you have provided will 
be given a thorough consideration in our development of a 
preferred alternative for this study. 

He have two build alternatives 
3. in the seg-ent of our study in whi 
located.  Alternative 2, which propos 
with shoulders along each edge requir 
produce stand.  Alternative 3, which 
divided roadway, but which has curbs 
stand intact.  If Alternative 2 were 
you for the loss of your stand.  You 
stand on the remaining portion of you 
special exception from the Planning C 
This special exception, an extension 
would permit you to continue business 
the project mailing list in which you 
our preferred alternative has been of 

Alternative 2 and Alternative 
ch your produce stand is 
es a 4 lane divided roadway 
es acquisition of your 
also proposes a 4 lane 
along each edge, leaves your 
selected, we would compensate 
would be able to erect a new 
r property by obtaining a 
ommission in Silver Spring, 
of your grandfather clause. 

You will be advised, via 
are currently enrolled, when 

ficially approved. 

Although your stand has been in continuous operation for many 
years and lies adjacent to the Hopkins/Frey House on Heil Road, it 
was not included in a list of historically significant structures 
located within the study corridor.  These lists are developed by 
the Maryland Historical Trust using data compiled by Montgomery 
County and are very comprehensive.  The Hopkins/Frey House, which 
predates your stand, is eligible for inclusion on the National 
List of Historic Places.  Your stand has not been included on 
even a lower category; these places of inventory significance. 

Mr. and Mrs. 
Page 2 

Becraft 

In the Environmental Effects Report prepared for this study 
we investigated the socio-economic impacts associated with 
widening this roadway.  Although we do affect some of the produce 
stands along this roadway, most of them, like yourself, would be 
able to relocate and continue in operation.  This results in a 
negligible affect on future purchases of produce along tKS 
roadway. •:• 

At the completion of project planning activities, we will be 
turning this study over to Montgomery County Department of 
Transportation for completion of final design, right-of-way 
acquisition, and construction phases of the highway development 
process.  When they contact you to negotiate for right-of-way, you 
can discuss with them the type of entrance you will need. 
Representatives of State Highway Administration will closely 
monitor the county's process to ensure compatibility with this 
initial development process. 

I want to thank you for your interest in the highway 
development process as is relates to this study.  Please contact 
us again if we can provide further assistance. 

Very truly yours, 

Louis H. Ege, Jr. 
Deputy Director 
Project Development Division 

by: 
Randy Aldrich^A 
Project Manager 

LHE/RCA/ih 

Mr. Michael Snyder 
Mr. Richard Ravenscroft 

My telephone number is (301)— 333-1139 

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

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



(This letter was typed by SHA in order to be legible after printing). 
STATE  HIGHWAY  ADMINISTRATION 
nilFSTIONS  AND/OR  COMMENTS 

NAME 

Contract  No.   M  529-101-371 
PDMS   No.    153337 

LOCATION/DESIGN PUBLIC HEARING 
Maryland Route 650 

Randolph Road to Maryland Route 198 
Wednesday, January 6, 1988 
John F. Kennedy High School 
Original signed by 
Ed Bender   _DATE. 

PLEASE 
PRINT 

ADDRESS. 
506 Midland Rd. 

ClTY/TOW^i1ver Spr1n.g STATE- 
Md. .ZIP CODE- 20904 

,/W.  wl.h  ..  common,  or ln,»lr.   .bout  th.  tollowlng  ..P-ct.  .1  tM.prol.ct: 

As reoresentive for Paint Branch Farms in the Greater Colesville  

ritiTcn A-j^nriation 

1. Do you now have a light at Midland ^ >»«  farilitv that up ran turn 

South on N. Hampshirp AVP.? ffiSOi—. •  

2.      Did you include a light at Clifton Rd, tn farilitafp gning. 

East S Wp^f nn Raprfolrh RH •> — 

Appreciate you  reply for our 

next meeting. 

Jhantrc   Unrtly... 

CD  pieasa add my/our namslsl to th» Mailing U»l.«    for  Randolph  Rd.   Changes 

C3 Please delels my/our  namelsl from  th« Mailing Lilt. 

• Persons  who have 
on   (he   project   Mailing   List. 

received  a  copy ol this  brochure  through  the mail are  already 



Maryland Department ofTransportation 
State Highway Administration 

Richard H. Trainor 
Secratary 

Hal Kassoff 
Administrator 

s* 
January   29,    1988 

RE:        Contract  No.   M  529-101-371 
Maryland   Route 650 
Randolph   Road   to  Maryland 
Route  198 
POMS   No.    153337 

Mr.    Vd   Bonder 
506   Midland   Road 
Silver   Spring,   Maryland 20904 

Dear   Mr.   Bunder: 

This   letter   is   in   response   to   your   recent 
correspondence  regarding  our   Project   Planning   study   on 
Maryland   Route  650   (New   Hampshire   Avenue)   between   Randolph 
Road   and   Maryland   Route   198.      I   want   to   provide   some 
information  on   your   request   concerning   traffic   signals.      At 
the   Project   Planning   stage  of   the   Highway   Developnent 
process,   we   do   not  analyze   specific   intersections   to 
determine   if   traffic  conditions  warrant   the   installation  of 
traffic   signals.     During   the   final   design   stage,   each 
intersection   along   this   section  of   New   Hampshire   Avenue  will 
be  analyzed.      If   traffic   volumes   at   the   time  of  construction 
meet   or   exceed   our   signal   warrant   criteria,   a   signal 
installation   will   be   programmed.      Final  Design  activities on 
New   Hampshire   Avenue   will  begin   later   this   year   with 
construction   scheduled   to   begin   about   1-2   years   later. 

The   intersection   between   Randolph   Road   and   Clifton  Road 
is  outside  of  our   jurisdiction.      Mr.   Ron   Welke,   Chief, 
Division  of   Traffic   Engineering   for  Montgomery   County 
Department  of   Transportation  has been   provided  a copy of 
this   letter.      If   he   has   not  contacted   you   within  30  days, 
please  give   him  a   call   to  discuss  this   intersection.      His 
telephone  number   is   217-2190. 

I   want   to   thank   you   for   your   interest   in   the  highway 
development   process  as   it  relates   to   this   study.      Please 
contact   us   again   if   we   can   provide   further   assistance. 

Very   truly   yours, 

Louis   H..   Ege,    Jr. 
Deputy  Director 
Project Development Division 

My telephone number is (301 )_ 

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

Mr.   Ed  Bender 
January   29,   1988 
Page  2 

Randy   Aldrifch 
Project   Manager 

LHE:RCA:kw 
cc:      Mr.   Michael   Snyder 

Mr.   Ronald   C.   Welke   (with   incoming) 
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»...rjiin.:iiLs on Statt* lli^hw.iy Atlm i n i s t r a c i nn ContL'acC 
Mo. H   529-101-371 
PDMS- No . 161137 
Maryland Route 6 30 Randolph Road 

To  Mnrylrti'd RciuLe 198 

hy        John C. Pi-ice January 3, 1987 

707 Orchard Way 
Silver Spring Maryland 20904  Telephone 384-0878 

T have attended the open house at White Oak Junior High 

concerning this proposed development: my remarks apply 
specifically to the green document (undated) which was mailed from 

Baltimore on December 22, 19 87. 
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i v u i - [•« w - u « i. L u ; , ui excessive (Alternatives 
iking that we are confronted with essentially 

•es: do nothing (#1), or else go the 
with 6 lanes at either 148 foot minimum right 
foot minimum right of way (#3) for the segment 
.adway, while an intermediate position is not 
. r- i ^ Q !-, f- rtf  !-)-,(»  a i* a n  T  am  Familiar  uirh  The  road 

It is stated on page 2 of the Highway document referred to 
above "Maryland 65 0 has not been upgraded to keep pace with these 
advancing  growth r.rfinds".  This is evident to anyone who uses the 
road regularly.   I believe this is a dlstructive policy which by 
design or ignorance forces us to consider drastic alternatives for 
improving roads.  The county does not upgrade roads, it only 
builds new ones.   1 cite the following as evidence for the 

counties failure to upgrade this road: 

i.   I have  seen vehicles cross route 650 some 30-40 feet 

north of Kandoph road, from the Exxon station on the west side to 
f.he 7-iL store on the other side (6 lanes).  This is inconsiderate 
and disruptive to cars waiting at the intersection, but not 
particularly dangerous because the area is protected by the 

traffic 1 ight. 

2.   i have seen vehicles cross from the 7-11 store at the 
corner of Route 6 50 and Randolph Road (northeast corner) to the 
tar west lane of 650 southbound (6 lanes) in order to make a right 

;!irn onto Randolph Road westbound.  This is inconsiderate and 
disiuptive.  On a regular basis cars from the 7-11 cross Route 6 5^ 
torthbound <3 lanes) in order to join 650 southbound, frequently 

blocking Che left turn lane on 650 southbound. 

Leaving aside the issue whether the county should 

iiave allowed a convenience store to be established at the corner 

. . ..t „  T f/w. 1  rbc hirhwav department is „f t-utc rnncested Intersection, I tcei tne ni(,.iw*iy ocl 
1 r spLstbfe in noc 0*tendinB Che ».d i „n = c r i „ on 6*0 norch of 

Randolph Road in order to prevent the vehicle -ov.-ents just 

descr ibed. 

3.  I have 

pass through the 650 
turn le£t Into the M 
the left turn onto R 
through the Colesvil 

northbound) .  I ask 

have fought for and 
Georgia Avenue to 65 

during rush hour, wi 
650 and Randolph Roa 
traffic from Randoph 

Route 650 in order t 

seen a pickup truck drawing a   house - erai1cr 
Randolph Road in t e r .-. c c t i oi. eastbound, then 

acDonalds just to the east in order to make 
oute 650 northbound (behind MacDonalds, 

le shopping center, then exit on 650 
myself how In good conscience could the county 
constructed the 6 lane divided highway from 
0  on which traffic regularly flows at 50 inph 

thout acting to improve the intersection of 
d?  It is commonplace in the afternoon for 

Road eastbound to wait 3 - <. light cycles at 

o make the left turn onto Route 650. 

U From 4:30 pm till 6:30 northbound traffic on 650 

becomes heavily congested at Randolph Road.   It might seem that 
this is due to^he tunneling of 3 lanes northbound  nto   lane at 
Midland avenue. Just north of Randolph Road.  This Is false.  The 
bate probtl is'the failure of the county to p rov i de me ans fo, 

-ar^s-^^be^s^^ticir^r^:1^^ r-r ;,L 
"on 6W noSthbiund to execute this turn.  I have P«»«ll^"n 

traffic unable to cross Randolph Road northbound because of the 

obstruction at Notley road. 

At the While Oak open house I discussed this 

particular problem with Hr. Randy Aldrich (Project "onager 
this project), pointing out that by extending the paved ri 
(bypass) area of 650 northbound around Notley Road this pi 

could bi greatly alleviated. He informed me that the coun 
cannot do this because it does not own the right of way 
case I feel it is trivially obvious that the county should 

same procedure already applied to establish the "'"inB ^ 
order to extend the strip by '.0-50 feet. This would great 

the congestion on 650 south of Notley road. 

5 I have  seen Route 650 traffic unable to cross 

t-ho rountv does not have access to tins i* u IU^V. 

should use the mechanism which has been applied elsewhere on 

county roads. 

6 Those passing the Boni f ant/6 50/Cape .-.ay intersection 

see at once how awkward rfght turns are from Cape H.y onto 6 0 

northbound.  For a fraction of the cost """-P1*"^ ^ thli 
project the county could relocate the telephone pole at this 
intersection, providing a reasonable turning lane for traffic 

for 
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1 y   he 
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in,! kins this turn.   1 realize this i. ntersectlon is Co be 
reconstructed soon.  However my suggestion could have been 
implc-mented 10 years ago, saving innumerable drivers from this 

clumsy and somewhat dangerous turn. 

7.  In the morning southbyand traffic on 650 Is congested 
just north of Randolph Road.   This is not due not so much to 
lack of highway capacity, but rather the need for traffic to jog 

right rather abruptly at Midland Road, combined with the fact 
that southbound vehicles frequently slow or stop at this point 

to turn left into the gas station, or into the Colseville 

shopping center on the east side of 650. 

Even casual inspection will convince anyone that 

by relocating the telephone pole and (incredible) mailbox on the 

west side of 650 one may expedite the flow of traffic on 
southbound 650, with greatly improved traffic flow for 
considerable distance back up 650 to the north.  Unfortunately 
this is impossible as it would make still worse the dangerous 
traffic flow pattern into and out of the Giant parking lot on 

l lie west side of Route 650. 

C. Price 
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I have presented this mate rial in order to illustrate 
county does in fact have a policy of building large new 
preference to upgrading existing ones.  A change of 

o support modest changes to roads as needed, together 
onservative roadbuilding policy, such as a four lane 
median strip, just a low barrier with left turn lanes 

sections) will serve this area well, long after the 
tions have reached saturation and the only feasible 
is grade separation and cloverleafs.  It will also save 
ars and respect the residential nature of most of the 

00 



iff 
Maryland Department ofTransportatwn 
State Highway Administration 

Richard H. Trainor 
Sesreury 

Hal Kassofl 
Admimsirator 

January 22, 1988 

RE:  Contract No. M 529-101-371 
Maryland Route 650 
Randolph Road to 
Maryland Route 198 
PDMS No. 153337 

Mr. John C. Price 
707 Orchard Way 
Silver Spring, Maryland 20904 

Dear Mr. Price: 

This letter is in response to your recent correspondence 
regarding our Project Planning study on Maryland Route 650 
(New Hampshire Avenue), between Randolph Road and Maryland 
Route 198.  I appreciate the coiranents you have provided about 
the study alternatives proposed for Segment I of the study. 
This information will be given a thorough consideration in our 
development of a preferred alternative to recommend to the 
Administrator. 

Perhaps I can provid 
ing to planned changes in 
supplement what appeared 
First, we agree the inter 
Hampshire Avenue is far f 
Knowing that future year 
congestion will occur dur 
periods, we have begun a 
separation at this locati 
grade-separated, it would 
Legal or illegal, means o 

e some additional information pertain- 
the existing roadway network to 

in the green public hearing brochure, 
section at Randolph Road and New 
rom a desirable intersection, 
traffic forecasts indicate severe 
ing the morning and evening peak 
preliminary investigation of a grade 
on.  If this intersection were to be 
alter some of the commonly used, 

f access used by motorists. 

Second, Montgomery County Department of Transportation 
has plans, to be implemented in the near future, to widen East 
Randolph Road between New Hampshire Avenue and Old Columbia 
Road into a divided roadway, similar in appearance to the 
roadway west of New Hampshire Avenue.  Also, to expedite 
traffic flow until work commences on the widening of New 
Hampshire Avenue, the roadway will be widened between Randolph 
Road and immediately north of Notley Road to provide a center 
turn lane.  This will allow space for left turns without 

Mr. John C. Price 
January 22, 1988 
Page 2 

impeding the flow of northbound.traffic.  Finally, Bonifant Road 
will be relocated to intersect New Hampshire Avenue opposite the 
recently relocated Good Hope Road.  Multi-lane approaches on New 
Hampshire Avenue will be provided.  The existing Bonifant Road 
intersection will be closed after this relocation is completed. 
With the construction of the proposed Intercounty Connector 
sometime in the future, the interchange at New Hampshire Avenue 
may require the closure of the Cape Road intersection. 

The widening of New Hampshire Avenue in Segment I is con- 
sistent with the Approved and Adopted Eastern Montgomery County 
Master Plan.  This plan envisions a six lane divided roadway 
between Colesville and the Intercounty Connector.  In addition, 
our traffic forecasts for the design year of this study, 2016, 
developed in cooperation with land use forecasts of the Metro- 
politan Washington Council of Governments, show four travel 
lanes will be insufficient to accommodate vehicular trips 
within this forecast.  We feel it is desirable to have six 
lanes in this segment. 

Thank you for your interest in the highway development, 
process as it relates to this study.  Please contact us again 
if we can provide further assistance. 

Very truly yours, 

Louis H. Ege, Jr. 
Deputy Director 
Project Development Division 

by: ^JJl 0.   IAX) 
Randy Aldrich      » 
Project Manager 

LHE:RCA:bh 

cc:  Mr. Michael Snyder 

My telephone number is (30!)_ 
333-1139 

Teletypewriter for Impaired Hearing or Speech 
383-7555 Baltimore Metro  - 565-0451 D.C. Metro - 1-600-492-5062  Statewide   Toll Free 

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

3 



liller miner    .. 
properties 

Exhibit   1 

4813 Bethesdo Avenue . Bethesdo. Maryland 20814 • (301)654-4310 

January 5, 1988 

BY MESSENGER 

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

Engineering 
State Highway Administration 
Post Office Box 717 
Baltimore, Maryland  21203-0717 

Re:  Maryland Route 650/ 
New Hampshire Avenue 
Contract No. M529-101-371 
PDMS No. 153337 

Dear Mr. Pedersen: 

I am writing in regard to the proposed road widening of 
Maryland Route 650 (New Hampshire Avenue) from Randolph Road to 
Maryland Route 198 (Spencerville Road).  Please include this 
Letter in the "Public Hearing Transcript".  Miller Investments 
owns two properties along Route 650 between Randolph Road and 
Spencerville Road.  These are: 

1. 2.69 acres improved by the 
Cloverly Center 
15507-15537 New Hampshire Avenue 
Montgomery View, Block A Lot 10 

2. 1.27 acres known as 
Charles E. Lechlider's Addition 

to Colesville, Block A Lots 7 and 8 
and part of Snowden's Manor Enlarged 
East Side of New Hampshire Avenue, North of 

Cape May Road. 

CLOVERLY CENTER 

Of greatest concern is the effect the proposed widening will 
have on the Cloverly Center (Exhibit 1).  The site of the 
Cloverly Center was subdivided and recorded in Plat Book 79 at 
Plat 7971 in the Land Records of Montgomery County Maryland. 

(1) 



Opposition to Loss of Parking 

Dedication Made in Past 

When the land was subdivided in anticipation of development, 
the front property line was set 60 feet back from the center line 
of Route 650.  Substantial land area was dedicated by the owners 
of the center to allow for the future widening of Route 650.  The 
shopping center was built with the assumption that dedication of 
the right-of-way would ensure protection from further taking in 
the future. 

Analysis Prior to Purchase 
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the Cloverly Center in October 
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the west side of Route 650 and 
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was 60 feet from the center 
elt certain that a width of 120 
icient for the road widening. 

Approved Master Plan 

The Approved and Adopted Master Plan for Eastern Montgomery 
County Planning area calls for a rignt-of-way of 120 feet along 
Route 650.  No mention is made in the master plan of realigning 
Route 650 through Cloverly so that the center line of the road is 
moved east, infringing on the established commercial areas on the 
easterly side of New Hampshire Avenue. 

Miller Investments regrets that State Highway Administration 
is considering an alternative that would threaten the future of 
the Cloterly Center.  The Cloverly Center is the largest f°PP^ 
center between Colesville, Briggs Chaney Road and Route 29 and 
Olnev.  Sufficient parking and ease of access are features that 
attract customers to a shopping center.  The Cloverly Center has 
provided its customers kith these features ror over ten years. 
Several of the alternatives proposed by the State Highway 
Administration would drastically reduce the parkmg available to 
customers of the Cloverly Center. 

To some people, a parking lot may look only like open 
around.  But by reducing the number of parking spaces, the 
l^asabhity, and thus the value of the Cloverly Center would be 
severely diminished.  We oppose any alternative that would 
decrease the number of parking spaces available to our customer., 
in addition, we will seek severance damages from the state tor 
the loss of potential income which would result from ^e taking 
of the parking spaces. The "Environmental Assessment", prepared 
by MD DOT/SHA? states that under Alternative 2, approximately 80 
of the 180 parking spaces would be lost. 

This loss would result from relocating the center line of 
New Hampshire Avenue to the east, in an effort to preserve the 
commercial uses directly across the street trom our center at 
"^4 Sew Hampshire Avenue.  This former farm house (shown in 
Exhibit 3) has had additions tacked onto it with no apparent 
attempt mlde to unify the additions with the original ^ructure. 
Unfortunately, this has resulted in an eyesore to the business 
and residential community in Cloverly.  By leaving the center 
line of Route 650 in its current location, or moving the center 
line toward the west, the commercial property owners along the 
westerly side of Route 650 in Cloverly would be reimbursed ror 
their loss and be able to redevelop their properties in a manner 
suitable for the area. 

Recent Improvements to the Site Endorsement for Alternative 3-Option 1 

Since the purchase, we have invested $500,000 in 
renovating the center -- replacing the facsia and signage, 
bringing a sprinkler system and natural gas to the center, adding 
concrete curbing and new lighting to the parking lot, and 
repaving and relandscaping the parking lot (Exhibit 2).  In 
effect. Miller Investments has created a "new" shopping center 
that is providing a necessary and vital service to the community. 

(2) 

While our access to plans and drawings is lim 
"Environmental Assessment", Miller Investments str 
Alternative 3-0ption 1 as long as it does not requ 
parking.  This alternative and option would have t 
on the established businesses of Cloverly.  Not on 
be no loss in parking spaces at the Cloverly Cente 
Cloverly Citgo (formerly Cloverly Exxon) at 15501 
Avenue would also be preserved.  This alternative 
follows the right-of-way originally intended when 
Center was subdivided and developed, and has been 
development by the Shell Oil Company and 7-Eleven, 
on the east side of Route 650 in Cloverly. 
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Not only would Alternative 3-0ption 1 inflict the least 
amount of hardship to the businesses "along Route 650, it would 
also be the least expensive alternative for the State in 
acquiring the right-of-way.  when one adds in the severance 
damages from the loss of parking at the Cloverly Center, the cost 
.lif Eerential in favor of Alternative 3-Option 1 will be even more 
significant.  It should also oe pointed out that this option 
would minimize the curvature of the roadway at this point. 

Quick-Take 

The Cloverly Center does not qualify for "quick-take" 
because the parking lot is a vital and integral part of the 
shopping center.  The parking lot is an improvement that affects 
the operation of the shopping center.  Miller Investments will 
actively oppose any efforts to "quick-take" any of the center's 
parking areas. 

NEW HAMPSHIRE AND CAPE MAY ROAD 

The second property, owned by Miller Investments and 
affected by the widening of Route 650, is located on the east 
side of New Hampshire Avenue, north of Cape May Road (Exhibit 4). 
This property is currently before the Planning Board for a change 
in zoning to C-4.  Miller Investments is planning to construct a 
small strip shopping center on this site that would serve the 
needs of the residents in the Good Hope and Bonifant Road areas, 
and the Stonegate, Colesville Manor, and Colesville Farm 
subdivisions. 
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Miller Investments opposes any alternative that would result 
in a loss of parking spaces at the Cloverly Center.  We will seek 
severance damages trom the state for the loss of potential income 
which would result from the loss of any parking spaces.  The 
Cloverly Center is not subject to "quick-take".  The parking lot 
is vital and integral to the operation of the shopping center. 
We favor Alternative 3-0ption 1 as it would have the least effect 
on businesses in Cloverly and is less expensive.  We strongly 
endorse an increase in the number of median cuts through Cloverly 
so that businesses are better served. 

Thank you for taking time to examine Miller Investments' 
position with regard to the widening of Maryland Route 650. 
Please feel free to call me if I can provide any additional 
information regarding these properties or to clarify our position 
on the road widening. 

Sincerely, 

Thomas C. Miller 

Hal Kassoff 
Michael Snyder 
Randy Aldrich 
Harry Bearch, Jr. 
Paul Ramey 
Robert S. McGarry 
George W. Mosburger 
William M. Canby 

TCM:DGG:yfh 

(5) 
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MarylandDepartmentof'Transportation 
State Highway Administration 

January 29, 1988 

Richari 
SecrMSry 

Hal Kassoff 
Administrator 

Re:  Contract Ho. M 529-101-371 
Maryland Route 650       —, 
Randolph Road to £• 
Maryland Route 198 
PDMS No. 153337 

Mr. Thomas C. Miller 
Miller Properties 
4313 Bethesda Avenue 
Bethesda, Maryland  20814 

Dear Mr. Miller: 

This letter is in response to your correspondence of January 
5, 1988 pertaining to our Project Planning study on Maryland Route 
650 (Hew Hampshire Avenue) between Randolph Road and Maryland 
Route 198.  I appreciate the comments you have provided concerning 
the study alternatives' affects to your properties, the Cloverly 
Center at 15507-15537 New Hampshire Avenue, and four parcels in 
the northeast corner of Hew Hampshire Avenue and Cape May Road. 

We are taking a closer look at the items involving access and 
loss of parking.  After we have completed our analysis, we will 
contact you. 

Thank you for your interest in the highway development 
process as it relates to this study. 

Very truly yours, 

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

Njp/ih 

cc:  Mr. Michael Snyder 
Mr. Louis H. Ege, Jr. 
Mr. Richard M. Ravenscroft 

My telephone number is pni)     333-1 110  

Teletypewriter for Impaired Hearing or Speech 
383-7555 Baltimore Metro  - 565-0451 D.C. Metro - 1-800-492-5063 Statewide Ttfl Free 

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

^ 
^ 



oRO^uW STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRAtlON 
f^V-O^i' QUESTIONS AND/OR COMMENTS 

Contract No. M 529-101-371 
PDMS No. 153337 

LOCATION/DESIGM   PUBLIC   HEARING 
Maryland   Route   650 

Randolph   Road   to  Maryland   Route   198 
Wednesday,   January   6,    1988 
John   F.   Kennedy  High  School 

NAME     Nazir Baig -DATE .    1/7/BB, 

PLEASE     ^^ppp.-c    R7R7 aforv*  A'"»niiP    unrm  ^nn.   •si^iw Rnrinn    MB 70910- 

C.TY/TOWN . STATE Z'P  CODE. 

„We w.Bh to comment  or Inquire about the tollowlng aspect, ol thl. proleet: 

We support built alternatives to inprove New Hampshire Avenue.    It is expected 

that SI1A would take into consideration noise and storm water jjrpacts.    Paint  

nr^rr-h is a ri*^ TTT wafprshprl nrrl Tnist- ho pml-prt-pri  

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

I—| piease delete my/our name(s) Irom the Mailing List. 

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

^ 
^ 



Mr. Itazir Baig 
Page 2 

I want to thank you for your interest in the highway 
developr.ant process as it relates to this project.  Please contact 
us'again if we can provide further assistance. 

v.* 

Very truly yours. 

by. 

Louis K. Ege, Jr. 
Deputy Director 
Project Development Division 

Randy Aldrich 
Project Manager 

LHE/RCA/ih 

Michael Snyder 

Maryland Depa. (went of Transportation 
State Highway Administration 

Richard H. TrSinor 
Secrtllrv 

Hal Kassoff 
Administrator 

February 3, 1933 

Re:  Contract Mo. M 529-101-371 
Maryland Route 650 
Randolph Road to Maryland Route 193 
PDHS No. 153337 

Mr. tlazir Baig 
Maryland-National Capital Park 

and Planning Commission 
3737 Georgia Avenue 
P.ocr. 300 
Silver Spring, Maryland  20910 

Dear Hr. Baig: 

This l^t-er is in response to your recent correspondence 
pe'-airing to'oiir'prc ject planning study on Maryland Route 650 
;.,;/, Ka-pshi-- V/anue! between Randolph Road and Maryland Route 
/0;  % a-p»- = -ia-a your support fcr a build alternative along witr. 
"ou- concerns fo- the area's %nviror..r.ent.  Your comments will be 
given a thorough consideraticn in our development of a preferred' 

amative tc reco.T.r.end ro the Administrator. a-: 

VJithir -.:--= invir:r.-==n-.3l Effects Report prepared for this 
s...j..  wa. investigated future noise levels associated with ^ 
widened f'lew'Ha.-Fshire Avenue.  Since existing noise levels already 
^r.-^d tha Federal Highway Administrations Noise Abatement 
C--:rer-:a of 67 i3A and since future levels will be several _ 
-•"-ib^ls h^gh^r than e::is-i.-g levels, we considered mitigating t..a 
-•"c.--s«iv9 noise levels through the construction of barriers.  Due 

nu-r.erous driveways and intersecting streets along this 
ther= would be too many treahs in the barrier to r.axe it 

Thus barriers along Mew Hampshire Avenue to actively, 
levels will not be constructed. 

to tne 
roadway 
function ef: 
lessen nois= 

WA also studied the effect of increases in stormwatar runoff 
^'a;ning inro both Faint Branch and northwest Branch.  Through the 
iV-iPmentat-ion of rigorous infiltration techniques, we will be 
con-'olling both the quantity and quality of water discharged into 
these strea-s.  '.le anticipate nc change to the habitat of the 
Brown Trout which thrive in the Paint Branch. 

My telephone number is (301 )_ 

TeletyDewrlter lof lmpalr«<J Hearing oc Speech 
383-7555 Baltimore Metro - 565-0451 O.C. Metro - 1-B00-192-5062 Statewide Toll Free 

70?   NOMt* Tt   St..   B'ltlr^«re.   Maryland   21203-0717 



Shell Oil Company 
Suite 401 

15200 Shady Grove "».« 

Bockv.lle MO 20050 

'/Kj-Allannr. O'Sti'Ct 

January 7, 1938 

— m;o 
-r- o 

r* ~ o c_ 

Mr. Randy Aldrich 
Project Manager , 
State Highway Administration 
707 North Calvert Street 
Baltimore, Maryland 21202 

Re: Relocation of Maryland Route 650 
and Effect on Shell Service Station at ^ — i 
15541 New Hampshire Avenue 
Silver Spring, Maryland §> 
Our #219-8478-0904 
Your #M529-101-371 
PMS #153337 

Dear Mr. Aldrich: 

Reference is made to the hearing held on Wednesday, January 6, 1988, on 
subject relocation and our conversation prior to and at the meeting. While we 
certainly can see the need of an improved roadway along New Hampshire Avenue, 
we believe that the movement of the center line of the road westerly is 
completely unfair to the commercial development on the westerly side of New 
Hampshire Avenue from Briggs Chaney Road north to McNeil Avenue. These 
commercial properties have already dedicated extensive property to the state 
for projected road changes. The property owners on the easterly side have 
never dedicated property and under your proposed Alternate 2 open section plan 
would not be as affected as the property owners on the westerly side who 
already have dedicated property. If this design is adopted we would consider 
it destructive to our current operation and all current improvements would 
have to be rebuilt at an estimated cost of approximately $850,000. This would 
be part of our claim for just compensation. 

We do believe, as many others did at the hearing, that Alternate 3 the closed 
section alternative with 90' of right of way as shown on page 10 for Segment 
II in the green book is a much more favorable alternative. 

SHELL 

WAD4212/8800704 
q4 

YEARS 

We certainly appreciate the time and effort you have given us and, if you 
would like further discussion, please do not hesitate to give us a call. 

Very truly yours, 

-3. M. Russell 
District Real Estate Representative 

cc: Neil J. Pederson, Director 
Office of Planning & Preliminary Engineering 
State Highway Administration 
707 North Calvert Street 
Baltimore, Maryland 21202 

Mr. Michael Snyder 
District Engineer, District 13 
State Highway Administration 
9300 Kenilworth Avenue 
Greenbelt, Maryland 20770 

Mr. Richard Ravenscroft 
Chief Right of Way 
District 3 Office of Real Estate 
9300 Kenilworth Avenue 
Greenbelt, Maryland 20770 

R. L. Henry - Territory Manager, Shell Oil Company 

R. D. Carroll - District Engineer, Shell Oil Company 

WAD4212/8800704 
Q4 
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S&V) Maryland Department ofTransportation 
State Highway Administration 

Richard H. Trainer 
Secretary 

Hal Kassoff 
Administrttor 

RE:  Contract No. M 529-101-371 
Maryland Route 650 
Randolph Road to Maryland Route 198 
PDMS No. 153337 

Mr. J. M. Russell 
District Real Estate Representative 
Shell Oil Company 
Mid-Atlantic District 
Suite 401 
15200 Shady Grove Road 
Rockville, Maryland 20850 

Dear Mr. Russell: 

This letter is in response to your correspondence of January 7, 
1988 pertaining to our Project Planning study on Maryland Route 650 
(New Hampshire Avenue) between Randolph Road and Maryland Route 198. 
I appreciate the comments you have provided about the effects of 
our study alternatives on your service station at 15541 New Hampshire 
Avenue.  This information will be given a thorough consideration in 
our development of a preferred alternative to recommend to the 
Administrator. 

There appears to be some confusion in your letter about which 
side of the existing roadway our proposed alignment has been shifted. 
It has actually been shifted easterly.  Since your service station 
is on the east side of New Hampshire Avenue, I imagine this is the 
basis of the impact mentioned in your letter. 

Thank you for your interest in the highway development process 
as it relates to this study. Please contact me again if I can pro- 
vide further assistance. 

LHE:RCA:bh 
cc:  Mr. N. J. Pedersen 

Mr. M. Snyder 
Mr. R. Ravenscroft 

Very truly yours, 

Louis H. Ege, Jr. 
Deputy Director 
Project Development Division 

w.-^JJ P.UL.P 
RandairAldrich ' x \ 
Project Manager. 

My telephone number is pni)     333- 11 J? 

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

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

^ N^ 



STATE  HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION 
QUESTIONS   AND/OR  COMMENTS 

Contrd'-'-.   Ho.   M  r>?9-10]-371 
PDMS   No.   15 3337 

.*'$ LOCATION/BEr.lON   PUBLIC   HEARING 
Msrytaml   Route   6^0 

Randolph   Rofld   Lo  Maryland   Route   198 
Wt-dnesday,   January  6,   1988 

John   F.   Kennedy   !iigh   School 

Ullian V.   tlliott                                                       n4Tt:   J""»*y  8'   198S 

 DATE •  

PLEASE 
PRINT 

1 7UI19   Clear  Creek  Drive 

NAME      

ADDRESS 

CTY/TOWN^ilUJ^i^ STATE_J!E ZIP  CdDE^£2^_ 

I/We wish to com ment or Inquire about the following aspects of this prolect: 

heRln wldeninR of  New  llampslilre Avenue   from Randolph Road  to  Rt.   198 Immediately. 

Work with Montgomery  CWmtv   to close  rAPK MAY to PHmlnnrp  rnfflr harV-nn fir  Bnnlfaot 
"ince   roads  do not  meei.     Have  Montgomery  County  put  up  traffic signal  at   the new 

,•,„,,, nnPi.-  pn»»  ...   r,,,-.,   rr„rri.ir.   IIAI'K HAY   tr.-ivtlera   Lu   UJL   HIL.  new   mud   Cm   ulili i   it 
L'ls oriLlnaYly   con.t ructLd.   ' Tin s will   allow   for  steady   flow of   traffic on  New Hampshlr 

I'nt   traffic  signal   at  Notley   to eUminate  alternate   feed  from Notley  onto N.H.   during 
i-.isl. I.....r.     Travelers  cut   throunu  iitonuKato  and  Piping  Kock  to avoid  fitting   in   long 
li,,,.  „,   M'.H.     on ."..w'Llon  N--  " -'•••-'•   fr.T. rnrnrr nf  Nnrley  up  rn  fWsv i 1 le. 1 

"so   that   Notley  traffic   can  proceed  out with New Hampshire  continuing  to move  South. 

Make  turn   lane  going North at   Notley with  pavement  extended   for  traffic  to  "»""""« 
f,  gu Muni, uu  -LU   lUilMIUU  '"•   A-l-^-y-     "u'^"t;  t"ii1' ''""^   U   1S   "'P0^""^   T  """^ 
..[ ^Lp ^..m..  Nnrrh  on  New Hampshire when   travelers   turn  onto N.H,   from  RfmrtclPh   Road 
plus   those  already on  N.H.   continuing North.   

KRUIT  STANDS  ON  NDJ  H,\MPSII IRE. . .Make owners  comply with  proper ordinances.     Parking 
I   lt,   M-.-    «-. . r-,.-.    |       I    v    Ml     mi   I.e.   llau.u-l.ilL   JL   flUil   .LJUUi,   Ul III   ^U   ofUiei. 
vehicle  still  on  New Hampshire Avenue.     Fruit Stands should be neat  in appearance.  

•llim   nan  ul   ,WU  ILUII^nir.;  is  m.  Jonget   MUAAL  as  owners would  line  you  to "eiieve. 
no  SOMETIirNG AT MIDLAND  ROAD  for  traffic making  left-hand  turn   from Coloivnif  CenrRH 
t..  go North on  New  Hampshire.     You  can not  make  such  a  turn during  rush  hour  safely. 

\T  FDNOR ROAD & NEW HAMPSHIRE  -     Re-allen   these  roads  and have  County  put   In a  left 
ImnJ   uun   .ig.ial    ful   tl.use   maklilk   ItU-ll-illU   mill   Hum  li-UHUl   KUlld   Hull!  Ilowarq   LounLy 
side onto New Hampshire Ave•     Only  2 or  3 cars  can make  left  during rush hour as  

"cars  approaching N.H.   continue straight across New Hampshire onto  Ednor. 

IIIANK YOU   for  placing   this  m«eh  needed   improvement  onto your working agenda.     The 
t .--i--  ||     r I     nil "    " "' '  '     f I'""'-     -I'U    ful     it  

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

I—| piease delete my/out namels) Irom the Mailing List. 

.Persons  who have  .eceived  a  copy  ol  this  brochure  through  the  mail  are  already 
on  the project  Mailing  List. 

1 



Maryland Department ofTransportatjon 
State Highway Administration 

Richard H. Trainer 
Sftcratary 

Hal Kassoff 
Administrator 

February  5,   1988 

RE: Contract   No.   M  529-101-371 
Maryland   Route 650 
Randolph Road  to  Maryland 
Route  198 
TOMS  No.   153337 

Ms.   Lillian   Elliott 
17009  Clear   Creek Drive 
Silver   Spring,   Maryland 

Ms.  Lillian  Elliott 
February   5,   1938 
Page  2 

20904 

Very   truly  yours, 

Louis   H.   Ege,   Jr. 
Deputy Director 
Project Development Division 

..Randy   Aldricb V        ' 
' Project  Manager 

Dear   Ms.   Ell iott: ' . 

This  letter  is   in  response   to  your recent 
correspondence  pertaining   to our  project planning  study  on 
Maryland   Route 650   (New   Hampshire   Avenue)   between   Randolph 
Road   and   Maryland   Route   198.      I  appreciate  the  comments  you 
have  provided  as  well  as  your endorsement   to widen  this 
roadway.     This   information   will   be  given  a   thorough 
consideration   in  our  development  of  a   preferred   alternative 
to  recommend   to  the  Administrator. 

The  existing   traffic   congestion   at  New   Hampshire  Avenue 
and   Boni f an t/Gipe   May   Roads   will   soon  be  relieved.      The 
relocation  of   Bonifant   Road   to   intersect  New  Hampshire 
Avenue opposite Good   Hope   Road  will  begin construction  this 
coming   Spring.     When  completed   later  this  year,   the old 
alignment's   intersection  with   New   Hampshire   Avenue   will   be 
closed. 

The  less   than  desirable  pavement  width  in   the  vicinity 
of   Notley   Road   is  also being   addressed.      A  special   project 
funded   by   a  private  developer  will   provide  a  center   turn 
lane   along   New   Hampshire   Avenue  between   Randolph   Road   and 
Notley   Road.      This   project   should   be   under  construction 
later   this   year. 

Our   proposals   to  widen   New   Hampshire   Avenue   will  have   a 
cleansing   effect  on   the   appearance  of   the  corridor.     Many, 
if   not  most,   of   the   produce   stands   which  have  evolved   thru 
time  will   be displaced.     Most of  them  will  be able to 
relocate on  the remainder of  their  property but must do  so 
in   compliance   with  current   Montgomery   County  development 
regulations. 

I want to thank you for your interest in the highway 
development process as it relates to this project. Please 
contact   us   again   if   we can   provide  further  assistance. 

LHE:RCA:kw 
cc:     Mr.   Michael  Snyder 

My telephone number is (301)_ 

Teletypewriter for Impaired Hearing or Speech 
383-7555 Baltimore Metro - 565-0451 DC. Metro - 1-600-432-5062 Statewide Toll Free 

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



(This letter was typed by SHA in order to be legible after printing). 

13490 Columbia Road 
Silver Spring, Md. 20904 
January 8, 1988 

Neil Pedersen, Director 
Office of Planning and Preliminary Engineering 
State Highway Administration 
P.O. Box 717 
Baltimore,  Maryland    21203-0717 

Dear Mr.  Pedersen: 

We read in the Free-Press that one of the proposed improvements to 
New Hampshire Avenue is to realign either Norwood Road or Briggs-Chaney 
Road at New Hampshire in order to make the road meet a straight intersection. 

If the straight intersection were made at Briggs-Chaney Road, the 
realigned Norwood Road would destroy Mr. O'Keefe's apple orchard.    We beg 
you not to do that. 

The O'Keefe orchard is one of the oldest and most prized amenities  in 
the Cloverly area.    Twelve varieies cf apples are grown there,  including 
grimes goldens.  Eastern golden Delicious, Cortlands, Arkanses Blacks, and 
others not available in the markets.    Hundreds of people visit O'Keefe's 
each Autumn to carry away spritely flavored old-time apples never found in 
suoermarket bins.    Please preserve the orchard. 

Sincerely, Ben Petree 
Marcel la Petree 

late wgnwayAaministwion Administrator 

January 27, 1988 

RE:  Contract No. M 529-101-371 
Maryland Route 650 
Randolph Road to 
Maryland Route 198 
PDMS No. 153337 

Mr. and Mrs. Ben Petree 
13A90 Columbia Road 
Silver Spring, Maryland 20904 

Dear Mr. and Mrs. Petree: 

This letter is in response to your correspondence of 
January 8, 1988 pertaining to our Project Planning study on 
Maryland Route 650 (New Hampshire Avenue) between Randolph 
Road and Maryland Route 198.  I appreciate the comments you 
have provided concerning the relocation of Briggs Chaney 
Road to form a common intersection at New Hampshire Avenue 
with Norwood Road.  The impact to O'Keefe's Apple Orchard 
associated with Alternative BC-3 will be given a thorough 
consideration in our development of a preferred alternative 
to recommend to the Administrator.  An announcement of the 
approved alternative will be made to everyone enrolled on 
the project mailing list.  Your name has been added to this 
list. 

I want to thank you for your interest in the highway 
development process as it relates to this study.  Please 
contact me or the Project Manager, Mr. Randy Aldrich, 
telephone no. 333-1139, if you have additional questions 
or require further assistance. 

Very truly yours, 

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

NJP:bh 
cc:    Mr.  Michael Snyder 

Mr.   Louis H.   Ege,  Jr. 

My telephone number is (301). 333-1110 

Teletypewriter lor Impaired Hearing or Speech 
383-7555 Baltimore Metro - 565-045) O.C. Metro - 1-800-492-5062 Statewide Toll Free 

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

> 



s T mmmi G H^IB A D t-^Km R A iai 
QUESTIONS  AND/OR  COMMENTS 

rtjnl r.-ict    No.    M   029-101-371 
fDMS   No.    15)3 37 

LOCATION/DESIGN   PUBLIC   HEARING 
Maryland   Route   650 

Randolph   Rood   to  Maryland  Route   198 
Wednesday,   January  6,   1988 
Jo^ii   F.   Kennedy  High  School 

Original  signed by 
Michael  and Barbara Stripling 

NAME     __  .DATE 1-10-88 

PLEASE 
PRINT 

ftfrppcgg       209 Bryants Nursery Road   

CITYfTOWH Silver Spring STATE   Maryland z,p cODE_2090i. 

I/We wls ,h to comment  or Inquire  about  the lollowlng aapects ot this project: 

We attended  the hearing on January 6th and have subsequently discussed 

the desion a]t»rn*ti*e« with , „,„h„ nf neighhor<i.    Thp fnllnwing rnmnpnts. 

refer only to the Cloverly area. .   

1.      Please adhere to the existing Montgomery County Master Plan. 

Maintain current road center!ine - unless a straighter 

road rpsults  frnm a shift. 

3.       New  road  should  align  between  the  ?  imnrnved  rmmprcial   flrPriS  - 

Cloverly Village and Cloverly Shopping Center. 

4. Briggs Chaney should he realinneri to the South tn mppt    Norwood Road.. 

5. We feel the road ym. design will exist for many dprsflps, pprhaps a  

century - and therefore should not be shifted and twisted to ftrrnmnnriat-p 

a  very  fpw nlder buildings  heing  used  »<:  rnmmerrial   prnpertips,—  

Thank you for your consideration 

Michael  H.  Stripling 

!—|  piease add my/our name(s) 10 Ihe Mailing Llst.» 

I—| piease delete my/our name(s) from the Mailing List. 

• Persons who have received a copy 
on  Ihe project   Mailing  List. 

ol  this  brochure through the mail are already 

Maryland Departmentonransportation 
State Highway Administration 

Hlri 

Hal Kossoff 
Administrator 

February 5, 1908 

RE:   Contract No. M 529-101-371 
Maryland Route 6iO 
Randolph Road to Maryland 
Route 198 
PDMS No. 153337 

Mr. and Mrs. Michael Stripling 
209 Bryants Nursery Road 
Silver Spring, Maryland  20904 

Dear Mr. and Mrs. Stripling: 

This letter is in response to your recent 
correspondence pertaining to our project planning study on 
Maryland Route 650 (New Hampshire Avenue) between Randolph 
Road and Maryland Route 198.  I appreciate the comments you 
have provided as well as your endorsement of Alternative 
BC-1.  This information will be given a thorough 
consideration in our development of a preferred alternative 
to recommend to the Administrator. 

I want to thank you for your interest in the highway 
development process as it relates to this project.  Please 
contact us again if we can provide further assistance. 

Very truly yours, 

Louis H. Ege, Jr. 
Deputy Director 
Project Development Division 

by: ^IJJlJLkLJL 
Randy Aldnch 
Project Manager 

LHE:RCA:kw 
cc:  Mr. Michael Snyder 

My telephone number is 1301 )_ 

Teletypewrller tor Impaired Hearing or Speech 
383-7555 Baltimore Metro - 565-0451 O.C. Metro - l-aoo-'02-5O62 Statewide Toll Free 

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



DCVELOPMF.NT   QUESTIONS  AND/OR  COMMENTS 

Contract No. M 529-101-371 
JSHZS  lOtl W'88       PDMS NO. 153337 JmL LOCATION/DESIG(4 PUBLIC HEARING 

Maryland Route 650 
Randolph Road to Maryland Route 198 

Wednesday, January 6, 1988 
John F. Kennedy High School 

NAME 
Marlys   Cunningham DATE Jan.   12,   1989 

„. c.ec                                         1361   Elm  Grove   Circle 
pmNT"     ADDRESS^  

c|TYfTow„     SilverSpring      3TATE il° ZIP CODE 20904_ 

,/We wl.h to comment or Inqulfe about the followlnfl a.pect. ot thl» project: 

Please   hurry   this   project.      It   is   badlv   needed! .  

I   would   recommend   rhat   thp   dividinn   linp   hatwacn 
Segment   I   and   Segment   II   be   the   nearest   intersection. The   Inter- 

County   Connector   may  be  built   somedflv.   hut   uniiliin'r   if   hP   het-fpr 
to   avoid   a   merging   lane   situation   when   the   three   lanes   could  end. 

,,   an   int^ro^.-^n.    therPhv   mak i nn   the   nirh   sidn   1 Bne   a   right   Mirni^ 

("right   lane  must   turn   right")   lane.     This  would force   the   though  
u   i Once   naat   the   intersection. 

traffic    i-"   h"    in    '•h°    *•""   thrnnnh    lanPS  f  

they would automatically be in the two remaining lane nes. 

After   the   ICC   i->   h.Hit-    (if   ever),   then   if   thprp   ii   n   -^trprrh   • 

of   Segment   I's   curb   side   3rd   lane   remaining,   that   C0gl<j   frP   <inBd   83 

A   He;,r-,-en°~ri•/yield   lane   nnfn   RniltP   650 T   unnld   rprnmmand  

that   the   Segment   I   and   Segment   II   dividing   point   be   at   the   heavily: 

traveled  Cape   May   Road,   which   is   also   used   by   the   Montgomery  County, 

Highway   Maintenance   vehicles. _  

CD Please add my/our name(s) to the Mallina List.' 

I—| piease  delete my/our  namelsl trom  the Mailing List. 

• Persons who have received a copy ol this brochure through the mail are already 

on  Ihe project  Mailing  List. 

^ 

""*£> 



smi «//. 
MarylandDepartment ofTransportation 
State Highway Administration 

mam aid tim 

Hal Kassoff 
Administralot 

February 5, 1988 

RE:   Contract No. M 529-101-371 
Maryland Route 650 
Randolph Road to Maryland 
Route 198 
PDMS NO. 153337 

Ms. Marlys Cunningham 
1361 Elm Grove Circle 
Silver Spring, Maryland 

Dear Ms. Cunningham: 

20904 

This letter is in response to your recent 
correspondence pertaining to our project planning study on 
Maryland Route 650 (New Hampshire Avenue) between Randolph 
Road and Maryland Route 198.  I appreciate the comments you 
have provided as well as your endorsement of one of the 
build alternatives.  This information will be given a 
thorough consideration in our development of a preferred 
alternative to recommend to the Administrator. 

When we developed the 
the six lane roadway in Seg 
in Segment II we did not ta 
orientation of Cape May -Roa 
enough north of the diamond 
the proposed InterCounty Co 
volumes for this interchang 
ultimately constructed. Cap 
Access to Montgomery County 
garage will occur via Good 

layout of the transition between 
ment I and the four lane roadway 
ke into consideration the 
d. Our transition occurs far 

. type interchange selected for 
nnector to accomodate all turning 
e. When this interchange is 
e May Road will be closed, 
"s Department of Transportation 
Hope Road. 

I want to thank you for your interest in the highway 
development process as it relates to this project.  Please 
contact us again if we can provide further assistance. 

My telephone number is 1301). 

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

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

Ms. Marlys Cunningham 
February 5, 1988 
Page 2 

Very truly yours, 

Louis H. Ege, Jr. 
Deputy Director 
Project Development Division 

by! -PCZJJC oUrX' 
Randy Aldrich 
Project Manager 

LHE:RCA:kw 
cc:      Mr.   Michael  Snyder 

\ 



Notes 
Jan. 13, 1988 

Gftntlemeni 

We wish to go on record for the Alternative 3 plan, Segnent II as we 

have lived for 2't years at our address on New Hampshire Avenue and feel 

this is adequate. Also, we wish to ^protest very much the idea of 

putting in a sidewalk.,This is entirely unnecessary as no one ever 

wdikh dlung II. II. Auuuuu uiid lliis would Uu an CAI I a CApense a nil lliun 
would take more ground.  NO SIDEWALK PLEASE. 

Also, as there would be no crossover to the other side of N. H. going 
South, we would have to go up to the Stonegate crossover to come down 
the other side and certainly would need a light with a left turn arrow 

to do so. Believe me, if you watched the traffic each morning going 

South on M. H. as we do from our house you would never get out without 
that light.  

You must give consideration to what we who have lived here for a long time 

want and not go along with those who sit at a desk and wonder which move 

to make next. 

We attended the recent meeting at the J.F. Kennedy High School and while 
the presentation was ok, wo felt having to sign up beforehand to speak 
was not necessary.  If one wanted to ask questions, that is what would have 

been more enlightening, not listensing to those who spoke (much ado about 

nothing) except for two people. Next time make it a question and answer session. 

"Tto jThA^.^^J^Q^/^^ 



C:U. 

Maryland Department ofTransportation 
State Highway Administration 

Richard H. Trainor 
Secretary 

Hal Kassolf 
Administrator 

371 

February 1, 1988 

Re:  Contract No. M 529-101- 
Maryland Route 650 
Randolph Road to 
Maryland Route 198 
PDMS No. 153337 

Mr. and Mrs. Frank J. Katen 
14717 New Hampshire Avenue 
Silver Spring, Maryland  20904 

Dear Mr. and Mrs. Katen: 

This letter is in response to your correspondence of January 
13, 1988 pertaining to our Project Planning study on Maryland 
Route 650 (Mew Hampshire Avenue) between Randolph Road and 
Maryland Route 198.  I appreciate the concerns you have expressed 
about the effects of a divided roadway for this corridor.  I also 
appreciate your endorsement of Alternative 3 in Segment II.  This 
information will be giver: a thorough consideration in our 
development of a preferred alternative to recommend to the 
Administrator. 

Mr. and Mrs. Frank J. Katen 
Page 2 

I want to thank you for your interest in the highway 
development process as it relates to this study. Please contact us 
again if we can provide further assistance. 

by 

Very truly yours, 

Louis H. Ege, Jr. 
Deputy Director 
Project Development Division 

: -^JlPiJ Q. IfSLfy 
Randy Aldrich      \ 
Project Manager 

LHE/RCA/ih 

cc:  Mr. Michael Snyder 

During the project planning phase of this project, we do not 
study traffic operating conditions finitely enough to identify 
intersections warranting traffic signals.  During the final design 
phase scheduled to begin later this year, our traffic engineering 
staff will analyze each intersection to see if the traffic 
characteristics fulfill nationally used criteria for the 
installation of traffic signals.  Traffic signals will only be 
installed at intersections meeting these warrants. 

Sidewalks along at least one side of the reconstructed 
roadway is recommended within Alternative 3.  This section of Mew 
Hampshire Avenue is currently served by Metro Buses.  Future mass 
transit patronage is encouraged.  Without sidewalks, pedestrian 
access to bus stops is hindered.  We feel sidewalks along one side 
of the roadway is desirable and since they would be located within 
our proposed right-of-way line, do not require the acquisition of 
additional right-of-way. 

My telephone number is (301)_ 

Toletypewrtter for Impaired Hearing or Speech 
383-7555 Baltimore Metro - 565-0451 D.C. Metro - 1-800-492-5062 Slatewlde Toll Free 

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

V 



VEACiiwoon Civic ASSOCIATE 

SlLVEJt   SPRISO,   MAHVLAND 

PROJECT 
fi|VELOPHEHT 

Divisio;: 

JMI6  10 30 M '83 

January 14, 1988 

Mr. Randy Aldrich 
Project Manager 
Maryland Route 650 (New Hampshire Avenue) 
Project Development Division 
State Highway Administration 
Maryland Department of Transportation 
P.O. Box 717 
707 North Calvert Street 
Baltimore, MD  21203-0717 

Dear Mr. Aldrich: 

This letter is submitted to you for inclusion in the record of the 
public hearing on the New Hampshire Ave. widening project. 

Thank vou for the opportunity to testify at the hearing.  The 
Tupoort of the Cloverly and Stonegate Citizens Associations for our 
position concerning a median cut at the Piping Rock Drive/New 
Hampshire Ave. intersection was most welcome. 

Given 
New H 
consi 
stand 
unres 
isn't 
t urns 
south 
Pipi n 
curbi 
s L m i i 
North 
and U 
Pipin 

the proje 
ampshire A 
derat ions, 
ard median 
tricted tr 
a modifie 
from Pipi 

bound, and 
g Rock Dri 
ng, preven 
ar median 
wood High 
niversity 
g Rock Dri 

cted traffic backup from the 
ve. intersection traffic ligh 
I can accept your objection 
cut at Piping Rock Drive whi 

avel across New Hampshire Ave 
•d median cut design possible 
ng Rock Drive westbound onto 
left turns from New Hampshir 

ve eastbound (into Peachwood) 
t travel across New Hampshire 
cut can be found on Universit 
School (just east of the inte 
Blvd.). Enclosed is a sketch 
ve/New Hampshire Ave. median 

Bonifant/Good Hope Road 
t and other safety 
to providing us with a 
ch would permit 
. westbound.  However, 
which would permit left 
New Hampshi re Ave. 
e Ave. southbound onto 

but would also, by 
Ave.?  An example of a 

y Blvd. opposite 
rsection of Arcola Ave. 
of how I envision the 

cut could be designed. 

For the record, let me restate our support for construction of 
Segment 1 and 2 as proposed, with a closed section roadway (requires 
less right-of-way).  We also hope that you will preserve the farm 
stands along the Avenue.  In addition, we prefer the BC-3 
alternative for the Briggs chaney/Norwood Rod intersection. 
However, we are concerned about the loss of the O'Keefe apple 
orchard and the increased traffic in front of Cloverly Elementary 
School.  Therefore, we have no real objection to the BC-2 
alternative.  Also enclosed for the record is a copy of my August 4, 
1987 letter to you concerning the Piping Rock Drive median cut issue. 

Please carefully consider these comments.  T am confident that we 
can work out a mutually acceptable solution. 

Sincerely, 

(\ 
Richard V. Meyers V J 
President 

14809 Peachwood Drive 
Silver Spring, MD  20904 
(W) 202/377-3634 
(H) 301/384-6170 

End . 

* 



Maryland Department ofTransportation 
State Highway Administration 

RicHard H. Tralnc 
Secretary 

Hal Kassoff 
Administrator 

April 21, 19881 

Re:  Contract No. M 529-101-371 
Maryland Route 650 
Randolph Road to 
Maryland Route 198 
PDMS No. 153337 

Mr. Richard V. Meyers, President 
Peachwood Civic Association 
14809 Peachwood Drive 
Silver Spring, Maryland  20904 

Dear Mr. Meyers: 

I regret delay in providing you with a list of recommenda- 
tions for our project planning study of Maryland Route 650 (New 
Hampshire Avenue) between Randolph Road and Maryland Route 198. 
We recently met with the Administrator on our preliminary 
recommendations.  He concurred on the following items: 

Segment I 

Segment II 

Segment III 

Alternative 3, 6 lane divided roadway 
with outside curbs; includes sidewalks on 
both sides, option 1 at Colesville, the 
realignment of Notley Road to form a 
single intersection, a long median open- 
ing to serve the offset intersection at 
Colesville Manor Drive and Hobbs Drive. 

Alternative 2, 4 lane divided roadway 
with outside shoulders with no median 
opening at Piping Rock Drive. 

Alternative BC-1, relocation of Briggs 
Chaney Road southward to intersect New 
Hampshire Avenue opposite Norwood Road. 

Mr. Richard V. 
Page Two 

Meyers 

Specifically regarding your community's situation at 
Piping Rock Drive, we have completed an exhaustive analysis of 
this intersection and have determined there is no means with whi 
we can provide a median opening.  This intersection is just too 
close to the intersection at Relocated Good Hope/Bonifant Roads. 
I know this decision will not be popular with the Peachwood Civi 
Association.  I, as well as representatives from Montgomery Coun 
are available to attend a future community meeting to discuss th 
issue in more depth.  Please contact me to arrange a date for th 
meeting. 

Very truly yours, 

Louis H. Ege, Jr. 
Deputy Director 
Project Development Division 

Randy Aldrich 
Project Manager 

by: 

LHE/RCA/ih 

cc:  Mr. Neil J. Pedersen 
Mr. Michael Snyder 

In Segment II, there are two areas where the scope of 
Alternative 2 is not yet finalized.  Through Cloverly, we plan to 
provide a 5 lane, continuous center turn lane roadway between 
Briggs Chaney Road and Snider Lane.  Our investigation will 
determine whether this section will have outside curbs versus 
shoulders.  In either case, there will not be any displacement to 
parking at any of the areas' shopping centers.  Also, the align- 
ment of Alternative 2 immediately north of Cloverly in the vicin- 
ity of the antique store has not been finished. 

My telephone number is 1301}_ 333-1139 

Teletypewriter for Impaired Hearing or Sp«ech 
383-7555 Baltimore Metro  -  565-0451 D.C. Metro -  1-800-492-5062  Statewide  Toli  Free 

?07'Nortn Calverl   St.,  Baltimore.  Maryland  21203-0717 



(This  letter was typed by SHA in order to be legible after printing). 
STATE HIGHWAY  ADMINISTRATION 
QUESTIONS  AND/OR COMMENTS 

Contract  No.   M  529-101-371 
PDMS   No.    153337 

LOCATION/DESIGN PUBLIC HEARING 
Maryland Route 650 

Randolph Road to Maryland Route 198 
Wednesday, January 6, 1988 
John F. Kennedy High School 

Original signed by 
Mrs. Muriel Mickerson      _DATE__iZJi/°°- 

MAME ~ 

E 3109 Bryan Road 
V-Jt,        ADDRESS. PRINT 

CITY/TOWN Burtonsvirie___STATE_ Maryland z,p COOE..2Q866 

,/We w..h ,o commen,  o, Inqu.re  about  th.  .ollow.nB ..pec.,  ot thl. prolec.:  

^nelmpro^ents arSSl?ea5y b^ng c^sid^edt^startjajr.y    oon^n.nt ,98 

WV next    yene.dl  Lontnent and concern is this part ot  Lastern ^"tqomery i-ounty 

As expressed by various speakers at the meeting the secni-rural quality of life 

mosphere is what has appealed to residents inJhis area.^and to jrastic.ljly change 

^rss;R&sM!l^Sea\ae'EaaePRrs^ 
hfnginp<:s    IP   thf>   ^rp^  " 

3)    Noise Level  - Ho major discussion covered this topic, but it is mentioned in  

the environmental  overview that the noise level  is also very high and will  be  

higher after widening - more traffic and probably fewer trees and <}hnibs to  

absorb some of this noise 
4)    Feel more has to be done to encourage employers to have staggered or flexible  

work hours.    We  just cannot  keen on buildinn roads  and PVPrvnnP trying tn work  

and leave wnrk at the same time-    How about a major narking & bus lot near  

iga and n. Hamn Ave. tn relipyp snmp nf thp rars nn this part nf H. Hflmp,  fls WPU 

C3 Please add my/our narr^ls) lo Ih. Mailing List.*     as  further down.  

I—| pioaso delete my/our namels) Irom  the MalllnQ List. 

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

S 



MarylandDepartmentotTransportation 
State Highway Administration 

Richard H.Ti 
Secretary 

Hal Kassoff 
Administrator 

February   5,   1988 

RE: Contract   No.    M   529-101-371 
Maryland   Route  650 
Randolph   Road   to  Maryland 
Route  198 
FDMS   No.    153337 

Mrs.   Muriel   Nickerson 
3109  Bryan   Road 
Bur tonsville,   Maryland  20866 

Dear   Mrs.   Nickerson: 

This   letter   Is   in   response   to   your   recent 
correspondence   pertaining   to   our   project   planning   study  on 
Maryland   Route  650   (New   Harapshire   Avenue)   between   Randolph 
Road   and   Maryland   Route   198.      I   appreciate   the  comraents   you 
have   provided.      This   information   will   be  given  a  thorough 
consideration   in  our   development  of   a   preferred   alternative 
to   recommend   to   the   Administrator. 

Your  concerns   that   improved   roadways,   such  as   New 
Hampshire   Avenue,   may  change   the  character  of   this   part  of 
Montgomery   County   is   well   founded.      I   think   it   is   important 
to   say   that   State   Highway   does   not   establish   land   use 
policy.     The  level   of  development  is determined  by  your 
local   government   in   Rockville  based   on   recommendations   from 
the   Montgomery   County   Planning   Board.      It   is our 
responsibility   to   provide  a   safe   and   adequate  roadway   to 
accomodate   the  approved   land   use.      Our   study  alternatives 
strive   to   achieve   this   goal. 

We   are  actively   involved   with   Montgomery   County 
Department  of   Transportation   in  constructing   additional   park 
and   ride   facilities   in   this   portion  of   the  county.     Lots  are 
in   the  early   stages  of  development   in   Bur tonsville, 
Colesville,   and   several   other   locations   in  close   proximity 
to  US   Route  29.      Metro   Bus   service   is  also being   planned   to 
service   each   lot. 

I   want   to   thank   you   for   your   interest   In   the  highway 
development   process  as   it   relates   to   this   project.      Please 
contact   us   again   if   we   can   provide   further   assistance. 

My telephone number is (301)- 

Teletypewriter lor Impaired Hearing or Speech 
383-7555 Daltlmore Metro  -  565-0*51 D.C Metro -  1-800-492-5062 Statewide  Toll  Free 

707   North  Calv-rt   St..   Blltlmore.   Maryland   21203-0717 

Mrs.   Muriel   Nickerson 
February   5,   1988 
Page  2 

Very  truly   yours, 

Louis   II.    Ege,   Jr. 
D e pu t y Director 
Project   Development  Division 

by: T5   DM   0 hS)..S: 
Randy   Aldrich N Randy 
Project   Manager 

LHE:RCA:kw 
cc:     Mr.   Michael   Snyder 

S 



LAW orncrs 
MILLER, MILLER & CANBY 

CHARTERED 
200-B MCKROt STHCET 

ROCKVILLE. t«aYLAMO £0850 

ltLte«OHl 1301) 762-5212 

January   15,   1988 

cr> 

I 

I 

WILLIAM  M    CANBY 
ROBERTc   BURCHETT 
.(AMfJL    TMOMRSON 
LEWIS  R    SCHUMANN 
J    S    ALINE O 
JOSEPH V TRUHE. JR. ^^j, 
Oi*NE M POOLE ^ff 
SUSAN W CARTER * 

Maryland Departmcnc of Transportation cz> 
State Highway Administration 
Development Division 
P. 0. Box 717 
Baltimore, MD 

Re: Maryland Route 650 
Randolph Road to Maryland Route 198 
Spencerville Road 
Contract *M529-101-371 
DDMS 0153337 

Gentlemen: 

This firm represents Mr. and Mrs. Douglas W. O'Keefe, who resident 
15400 New Hampshire Avenue, Silver Spring, Maryland.  Mr. and Mrs. 0 Keefe 
have previously written you concerning the above-referenced matter and 
attended the January 6, 1988 hearing at John F. Kennedy High School.  As 
stated in their prior tetter, the O'Keefe's have made their living for 47 
years from the U acre orchard that would be bisected by your Alternative 
Plan BC-3.  The O'Keefe's are two of the most progressive orchardists in 
the State of Maryland, having worked actively with the University of 
Maryland and the United States Department of Agriculture over all ot the 
years that they have been orchardists.  The orchard produces approximately 
6 000 bushels of apples a year and is a significant contributor to 
supplying needs of residents of Montgomery County, Maryland and the 
Washington-Metropolitan Area. 

Adoption of Alternative BC-3 would so disrupt the O'Keefe's orchard 
operation that it would be impossible for them to continue the operation. 
Additionally, extension of the road along the Alternate BC-3 routing would 
cause the 0'Keefe home to be left on a small sliver of land between the 
road and the shopping center to the north, thereby causing the 0 Keefe s 
to be evicted from their home and the home site to be converted to 
commercial use.  Mr. 0'Keefe is 75 years old and is not anxious to have 
his life disrupted by the proposed highway project.  Your adoption of 
Alternative BC-3 would be a very traumatic experience for the 0 Keetes. 

The O'Keefes have consulted this firm as to their rights should 
Alternative BC-3 be adopted.  ! am sure that the O'Keefes would seek and 
recover all damages to which they would be entitled. 

O m 
_- •••nza 
-ir-o 

Mi     -••T.O 

Maryland Department of Transportation 
State Highway Administration 
Development Division 
Page 2 
January 15, 1988 

On a more constructive bent. Alternative BC-1 would appear to be a 
much more desirable routing.  Little trauma would be attached to your 
adopting that route, as almost no development has taken place in the 
southeast quadrant of the intersection of Briggs Chaney Road, Route 650. 
One of the major tracts in that quadrant, the Insel Properly, is now being 
developed and the plan for development incorporates Alternative BC-1 and 
would provide for dedication of the right-of-way.  My client. Douglas W. 
O'Keefe and his brothers and sisters own the land to the east of that land 
now being developed.  Adoption of Alternative BC-1 would be much less 
disruptive of the O'Keefe family property as compared with the Douglas W. 
O'Keefe property lying along Alternative BC-3.  Furthermore, the Adopted 
Master Plan for Eastern Montgomery County Planning Area has adopted 
Alternative BC-1 as the routing of Norwood Road/Briggs Chaney Road for 
many years.  Both targe landowners and small landowners have become 
accustomed to that routing and the O'Keefes know of no opposition to 

Alternative BC-l. 

From an ecological point of view, the routing of Alternative BC-1 is 
so far up the watershed that we cannot imagine any harm to the watershed 
resulting from construction of the road, assuming standard sediment 
control procedures are followed during construction. 

We are confident that if you give consideration to both alternatives 
that you will select Alternative BC-1 as the most desirable routing for 
connecting Briggs Chaney Road with Norwood Road. 

Yours very truly, 

MILLRR, M1LLF.R S CANBY 

K/ziJ.-^ 
William M. Canby 

WMC/dlt 

Enclosure 

cc: Mr. and Mrs. Douglas W. O'Keefe 

? 



Mary/and Department ofTransportatmn 
State Highway Administration 

•chad 

Hal Kassoff 
Administrator 

I 

cn 
i 

February 22, 1988 

Re:  Contract No. M 529-101-371 
Maryland Route 650 
Randolph Road to Maryland Route 198 
PDMS No. 153337 

Mr. William M. Canby 
c/o Miller, Miller and Canby 
200-B Monroe Street 
Rockville, Maryland  20850 

Dear Mr. Canby: 

This letter is in response to your recent correspondence 
pertaining to our project planning study on Maryland Route 650 
(New Hampshire Avenue) between Randolph Road and Maryland Route 
198.  I appreciate the comments you have provided on the affects 
to Mr. and Mrs. Douglas W. O'Keefe^s orchard associated with 
Alternative BC-3. 

Early this spring, the team will meet with the Administrator 
to select recommendations on this project.  At the meeting there 
will be a discussion of all of the issues associated with all the 
alternatives to relocate Briggs Chaney Road.  Via the project 
mailing list, you and the O'Keefes will be advised of the final 
decision. 

I want to thank you for your interest in the highway 
development process as it relates to this project.  Please contact 
us again if we can provide further assistance. 

by: 

Very truly yours, 

Louis H. Ege, Jr. 
Deputy Director 
Project Development Division 

Randy Ardrich 
Project Manager 

LHE/RCA/ih 

cc:  Mr. Michael Snyder 

My telephone number is (301)_ 

Teletypewriter tor Impaired Hearing Of Speech 
383-7555 Baltimore Metro - 565-0451 D.C. Metro - 1-800-492-5062 Statewide Toll Free 

707 North Calvert  St., Baltimore. Maryland 21203-0717 
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QUESTIONS  AND/OR   COMMENTS 

Contract No. M 529-101-371 
PDMS No. 153337 

LOCATION/DESIGN PUBLIC HEARING 
Maryland Route 650 

Randolph Road to Maryland Route 198 
Wednesday, January 6, 1988 
John F. Kennedy High School 

NAME  Robert E. Smith .DATE. 
January 15, 1918 

PLEASE     innocCQ     15540  New Hampshire  Avenue PRINT ADDRESS  

I-ITV/TOWN     Clnverlv CTATP   Maryland .ZIP CODE. 20904 

I/We wish to commertt or Inquire about the tollowlng a»poct» ot thlaproloct: 

In coming to the meeting on .Ian. 6. 1988. my main concern was the status of my hnne 

and property.  I was pleased to hear the designs for Segment II Alternatives 2 & 3 with 

their options would not displace my home, although It could take nart of my pronerty. 

After listening to the representative for the Cloverlv Shonpln* Ctfnter, my concern  

is again aroused.  I understand their need for parking and realize that they have a 

,r«e ir.v«!stmpnt to nrotect.  H<s Migeestlon that the nrnlect. be mweH to ':'-«• '••"•":, 

to accommodate their parking puts mv home hack Into leonardy.  .  

Another very Important concern Is the continuous media from Bryants Nursery Road 

ith to Brlggs Chanev Road In the Cloverlv business area.  If vou have ever been to 

7-11 Store you realize the amount of In-and-out traffic, this alone should be  

enough to consider a turn lane.  Now add two service stations, three shopping centers, 

(01 overly Shopping Center, Cloverly Village Center and the old Cloverly Center) a  

bank and two farmers markets.  Now Imagine the line of cars making u-rurns to get ja. 

and out of these establishments. 

At both meetings (June 14, 1987 and Jan. 6, 1988), I have talked to State Highway 

Repr esentatlves   about   the   Installation  of  a  continuous  north  and  south hound   center 

turn   lane   through   the  business  area  of  Cloverly.     I was   told   that   studies  show  It   to 

he not  as  safe as a median.     I am not  an expert nor have  I conducted a study,  and  I 

also  believe   that  a  median   is  safer   than  a  center  turn   lane.     But   In  a  condition (cont.) 

I—| piease add my/our name(s) to the Mailing List.* 

I—| piease delele my/our name(s) from the Mailing List. 

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

Co^^mied ^^^^    ^^^^    *^^• 

where the lack of a north/south center turn lane causes an extreme]v larn.e number 

of u-turns on a busy 4 lane road, mv vote goes to the turn lane. 

Furthermore, if a center turn lane were used it would negate the 2" ft. median. 

Assuming a 12 ft. turn lane were used this would save 8 't. ri-ht-o'-vav from the 

orooosed plan of the 20 ft median.  This added 8 ft. could be given hack to the Cloverlv 

Shopping Center.  In any case the turn lane would be more convenient for evervonc (and 

In my ooinlon. safer), and could help the Shopoing Centers without af'ecting the homes 

and businesses on the west side of New Hamnshire. 
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Maryland Department ofTrdnsportation 
State Highway Administration 

Hcharq 
Secretary 

Hnl Kassoff 
Administrator 

February 25, 1988 

Contract No. M 529-101-371 
Maryland Route 650 
Randolph Road to Maryland 
Route 198 
PDMS No.  153337 

I 
to 

I 

Mr. Robert E. Smith 
15540 New Hampshire Avenue 
Silver Spring, Maryland  20904 

Dear Mr. Smith: 

This letter is in response to your recent correspondence 
pertaining to our project planning study on Maryland Route 
650 (New Hampshire Avenue) between Randolph Road and Maryland 
Route 198. I appreciate the comments you have provided as 
well as any effect the study alternatives may have on you. 
This information will be given a thorough consideration in 
our development of a preferred alternative to recommend to 
the Administrator. 

Since we held the Public Hearing on this project we have 
developed two additional options for the Cleverly area.  Both 
options have a proposed right-of-way line along the east side 
of the alignment which is common with the west edge of the 
parking lot for the Cloverly Center.  Regretfully, both of 
these options require acquisition of your home on New Hampshire 
Avenue.  One has a continuous median opening from Cloverly 
Center.  The other provides an'even longer median opening ex- 
tending from Briggs Chaney Road to Snider Lane.  It also has 
a right-of-way width that is 11 feet narrower.  Later this 
spring you will be advised concerning our recommended alternative. 

I want to thank you for your interest in the highway 
development process as it relates to this project.  Please 
contact us again if we can provide further assistance. 

My telephone number is pni)    333-1 139  

Teletypewriter fof Impaired Hearing or Speech 
383-7555 Baltimore Metro - 565-0451 D.C. Metro - 1-800-O2-5062 Statewide Toll Free 

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

Mr. Robert E. Smith 
February 25, 1988 
Page 2 

Very truly yours, 

Louis H. Ege, Jr 
Deputy Director 
Project Development Division 

by: 
Randy  AJMrTcfi '^    \ 
Project Manager 

LHE:RCA:kw 

cci  Mr. Michael Snyder 
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NAME 

QUESTIONS  AND/OR COMMENTS 

Cfiiliart.   No.    M   529-101-371 
PDMS   NO.    1D33 37 

LOCATION/DESIGN PUBLIC HEARING 
Maryland Route 650 

Randolph Ro.id to Maryland Route 198 
Wednesday, January 6, 1988 
.lohn f. Kennedy High School 

Original  signed by 
Terrace 8 Hita Myers  

••        f* 

.DATE. i/l7/8n 

pmNT"     ^DRESS. 
725 Rriggs ChaneyRd 

_STATE. Md .ZIP  CODE. 20904 
riTY^TnwM5i1ver Spr.— 

I/We wish to comment  or Inquire  about the tollowlnfl aspects  ot  this prolect: 

At present we have a very difficult tinw npttinn nut nf mir flrJYPWflY.  if 

Brigqs Chaney road  is widened in front of our home, our nroblpms Will only 

get worse. Mnt only do we havp t.n look "nM * 1eft "" a1<;n h*vp tn "^ quX 

for vehicles leaving the safeway parking lot.    B.C.  is a heavly traveled road, 

npnnlP are al^y^  n.nninn nff nf R C.   into nnr    yflrd, WP even hart a frienrls  
car totaled setting in our driveway.     If B.C.   is widened this problem will  onlj 

get worse 
B.C. is used heavily by the truck drivers &  when they go by they shake our 

r ^^o ^IH & we have plaster walls. 
house, most of thff hflfflP'' nn f-1 

so you can imagine the damage this does. I do realirp t.hPSP rnflrtl mint hp hiiilU 

however the thought of O'Keefes Applf nrrhard hpinn rtpstrnypri as a part nf it  

really upset's me. 

O'Keefes will be one of the few land marks (so t.n sneakpl that thp rinvprly  

people will have left. 

I know what your thinking. If we are so unhappy then why not move.—Believe 

me. if the people on this street could afford better- WP wouldn't hp hprp in  

the first place. 

(Please don't forget t.h» safety nf thp rhilrtrpn that will hp attpnrting 

the elementary school •)  _  

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

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

• Persons who have received a  copy 
on the project Mailing List. 

ol this  brochure through the mail are already 

Maryland Department ofTransportation 
State Highway Administration 

j>rd H.Bj 
Sianr      • 

Hal Kassoff 
Adininistntsr 

February 5, 1938 

RE:  Contract No. M 529-101-371 
Maryland Route 650 
Randolph Road to Maryland 
Route 198 
PDMS No. 153337 

Mr. and Mrs. Terrance Myers 
725 Briggs Chaney Road 
Silver Spring, Maryland  20904 

Dear Mr. and Mrs. Myers: 

This letter is in response to your recent 
correspondence pertaining to our project planning study on 
Maryland Route 650 (New Hampshire Avenue) between Randolph 
Road and Maryland Route 198.  I appreciate the comments you 
have provided.  This information will be given a thorough 
consideration in our development of a preferred alternative 
to recommend to the Administrator. 

I want to thank you for your interest in the highway 
development process as it relates to this project.  Please 
contact us again if we can provide further assistance. 

Very truly yours, 

Louis H. Ege, Jr. 
Deputy Director 
Project Development Division 

by: -Ef; JM 0. I-LSI 
Randy Aldrich     * 
Project Manager 

LHE:RCA:kw 
cc:  Mr. Michael Snyder 

My telephone number is (301). 

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

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

§< 
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PEPPERIDGE FARM   INCORPORATED •  NORWALK. CONNECTICUT 06856 • TELEPHONE |203) 846-7000 

January 18, 19S8 

Mr. Neil 3. Pedersen, Director 
OHice of Planning & Preliminary Engineering 
State Highway Administration 
P.O. Box 717 
Baltimore, MD   21203 

RE:    REALIGNMENT OF ROUTE 650 
CLOVERLY SHOPPING CENTER 
COLESV1LLE. MD - THRIFT STORE 

WD 
I 

Dear Mr. Pedersen: 

»e have recently learned of the State Highway Administration's plan to widen 
Route 650, which passes in front of our store at the Cleverly Shopping Center. 
While we believe the planned widening will help to relieve congestion along this 
road, we have serious concern over the affect it will have to our business. 

It is our understanding that the proposed plan for widening Route 650 will impact 
our business in two areas: 

1. Parking - an undetermined amount of parking spaces may be eliminated 
from the parking area which is presently available to our customers. 

2. Access - the creation ol a median strip, without curb cuts, will restrict 
access to the shopping center, and our store, which will act as a deterent 
to our customers, as far as convenience. 

We are certain that the Highway Administration will do everything within its power 
to protect the interest and safety of the general public using Route 650. However, 
the Administration should be equally cognizant of the affect it will have on the 
local businessman. 

The shopping center has recently been acquired by new management, and 
significant improvements have been made to the center to attract customers, for a 
pleasurable shopping experience. It would be a tremendous blow to the owner, as 
well as the merchants, to limit or restrict accessability to the center. 1 can say 
with certainty, that if access to the shopping center detrimentally affects our 
sales, then it is doubtful that we would remain at this location on a long-term 
basis.   I am sure 1 am not alone in my thinking. 

Page 2 

We request that the Highway Administration examine all alternatives and the 
consequences of each, prior to solidifying its plan for the w.demng of Route 65.,. 
Your consideration in this matter is appreciated. 

Sincerely 

Bartholomev/5. Delaney 
Manager, Real Estate 

B]D:tp 

cc K. McGrath 
D. G. Gutridge 
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v    Maryland Department ofTransportation 

State Highway Administration 
February  23, 

:iard \ 
Sacretsry 

Hal Kassoff 
Administrator / 

'soli 
1988 

Re:  Contract Mo. M 529-101-371 
Maryland Route 650 
Randolph Road to Maryland Route 198 
PDMS Wo. 153337 

Mr. Bartholomew J. Delaney, Manager 
Real Estate ' 
Pepperidge Farm, Incorporated 
Norwalk, Connecticut  06856 

Dear Mr. Delaney: 

This letter is in response to your recent correspondence 
pertaining to our project planning study on Maryland Route 650 
(new Hampshire Avenue) between Randolph Road and Maryland Route 
198.  I appreciate the comments you have provided regarding the 
effects the study alternatives may have on your store in the 
Cloverly Shopping Canter.  This information was given a thorough 
consideration during our team review held on February 4, 1988. 
In the Cloverly area we have developed some additional options 
which eliminate the impacts mentioned in your letter. 

First, we are investigating an alignment which has a right 
of way line on the east side of the proposed roadway tha-t—is 
common with the edge of the parking lot. at the shopping center. 
This will leave the center's number of parking spaces unchanged. 
More displacements along the west side of the proposed roadway 
are likely. 

Second, there are now two variations in the study 
alternatives which allow greater access through the proposed 
median.  One variation provides a continuous median opening 
between Cloverly Street and the south entrance to Cloverly 
Shopping Center.  The other variation proposes a five lane urban 
roadway through the Cloverly Commercial Area.  This center lane 
which provides continuous left turn access, would extend from 
Briggs Chaney Road to Snider Lane. 

Early this spring, the project team will meet with the 
Administrator.  At this meeting, we will present our 
recommendations along with the associated issues.  The issues at 
Cloverly will be given a thorough consideration in our decision 
making process. 

Mr. Bartholomew J. Delaney 
Page Two 

I want to thank you for your interesr in the highway 
development process as it relates to this project.  Please 
contact us again if we can provide further assistance. 

Very truly yours. 

tsUl**MV "Hit ^ 
ileil  J.   Pedersen,   Director 
Office   of   Planning   and 
Preliminary  Engineering 

IlJP/ih 

Mr. Michael Snyder 
Mr. Louis H. Ege, Jr. 

My telephone number is (301 )_ 333-1110 
Teletypewriter tor Impaired Hearing or Speech 

383-7555 Baltimore Metro - 565-0451 D.C. Metro - 1-800-02-5062 Statewide Toll Free 
70? North Calvert  St.. Baltimore, Maryland  21203-0717 

<S«^ 
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(This letter was typed by SHA in order to be legible after printing). 

STATE  HIGHWAY  ADMINISTRATION 
nilFSTIONS  AMD/OR COMMENTS 

NAME 

Contract No. M 529-101-371 
PDMS No. 153337 

LOCATION/DESIGN PUBLIC HEARING 
Maryland Route 650 

Randolph Road to Maryland Route 198 
Wednesday, January 6, 1988 
JoSin F. Kennedy High School 
original signed by 

Mr. & Mrs. Theodore Haggelet .  _OATE. 
1/18/88 

P^E.!'T
SE ADDRESS. 

15119 Fairlawn Ave. 

PRINT 

CITY/TOWN iilverjErinci STATE _ML  ZIP  CODE 20904 

MW.  -h ,o  con^nt  or „qB.r.  a.ou,  .h.  »...•>.•. a.pec,,  ,.  .hjM^c.:  

-^^^^^^^^ project^ur traffic is 

-ggg^TT^fTTc H^t for entranclT^uirColesvilleJho^^ 

it would only back up northbound  traffic. 
 1  . . .      ¥h,n nr ,  . th-rpfnrp more easily driven. 

.MtrrnnriYP ^^ ^-f*  ^ ^  -tr^nhter than BC-1  —— 

_^M£tom^D^^iniuxf m north n- R^mnhM    >W    Thi s 1, the ^ 

Eagerly awaltJDJO"^ "» ""^nded - urgently needed.  

Bonifant Rd. realignment w/Good Hope Rd. will be good. . 

-^—-^—^^t^TPrive into Good Hope Rd. as originally noted on  

^^71^r~7^r^uld disburse s^e traffic & thus give exit options to  

Peachwood residents (& others). . _ —      - 

We want. K need  ICC.  . . • • 
 i 777, ,ffir lanesl -^-^ *» exten^H ac far as Briqgs Chaney^Jlltk. 

-^^H^t^s1g?rnned,nMD%50^^ 

or perhaps before even started::: 

u. M,rB nnahle to attend the meeting on Jan. 6, '88 - what was the outcome. 

please? , — .       ' 
r-i  ......  add mv/ouf name(s) to the M.llinQ Liit.« 

CJ Plea»«  delete my/ouf  namels) Irom  the Mailing  LUt. 

.Person,  who have .ecelved  a  copy  o.  this  b,ochu,e  mrough  me -.. are  already 
on  the project  Mailing List. 

Mary/andDepartment ofTransportation 
State Highway Administration 

Richart 
StSCHM.H . 

Hal Ka; 
Admimsr 

April   3,    1983 

Re:  Contract Ilo. M 529-101-371 
Maryland Route 650 
Randolpn Road to Maryland Route 198 
PDMS Ho. 153337 

Mr. and Mrs. Theodore Maggelet 
15119 Fairlawn Avenue 
Silver Spring, Maryland  20904 

Dear Mr. and Mrs. Maggelet: 

This letter is in response to your recent correspondence 
pertaining to our project planning study on Maryland Route 650 
(tlew Hampshire Avenue) between Randolph Road ind Maryland Route 
198.  I appreciate the comments you have provided.  This inform- 
ation will be given thorough consideration in our development of -i 
recommended alternative. 

Since the time of the public hearing held last January, the 
planning team has identified the following preferunces: 

Segment I -    Alternative 3, 6 lane diviJed roadway with 
outside curbs, along with Option 1 at 
Colesville. 

Segment II -   Alternative Z,   i   lane iivided roadway with 
outside paved shoulders. 

Alternative BC-1, realignnent of Briggs "haney 
Road southward to intersect tlew Hampshire 
Avenue at Norwood Xoad.  This alternative 
avoids affecting the appl*; orchard opposite 
existing Briggs Chaney Road. 

Through Cloverly. i 5 lane undivided roadway 
allowing contir.uou.-; loft turns from Drr.yijs 
Chaney Road to Gnidtv Lane ••rith either outside 
shoulders or curbs. 

My telephone number is|301|_ 

Teletypewriter for tmpalrec) Hoarlng  or Speech 
383-7555 Baltimore Metro  -  565-0451 DC. Metro -   1-800 -lOS-soez Statewide   Toll  Free 

707  North Calvert   St..  Baltimore. Maryland  21203-07 17 

~-ss 



Mr.   and  Mrs. 
Page   Two 

rheodore   Maggelet 

O 
no 

i 

At this time, we cannot comment on the possibility of a 
traffic signal at the relocated entrance to the Colesville 
Shopping Center/Midland Road intersection.  During final design, 
which is scheduled to begin later this year, we will examine all 
intersections within the project limits to determine if traffic 
signals are needed.  Signals are only installed at intersections 
wnich meet or exceed nationally recognized traffic warrants. 
Also, after the roadway is completed, we will monitor all of the 
intersections to detect any of the unforseen trouble spots. 

Some of the items in your letter are the responsibility of 
Montgomery County Def-artment of Transportation.  The realignment 
of Sor.ifant Road is scheduled to begin this spring.  The extension 
of Peachwood Drive into Good Hope Road is not in their current 
Capital Improvement Program.  I recommend you contact the Planning 
Commission in Silver Spring to obtain its status.  The County is 
funding the first half of an ultimate 4 lane divided roadway to 
extend Maryland Route 28 eastward to Maryland Route 198.  This 
extension is scheduled to be under construction by spring 1989. 

Our preference of the open roadway in Segment II, Alternative 
2. takes into consideration possible changes in lane use which may 
intensify peak hour traffic volumes. With the shoulder along each 
side, we have sufficient room without acquiring additional right- 
of-way to widen the roadway to 6 lanes. If widened, it would look 
similar to the proposed roadway in Segment I. 

The proposed Intercounty Connector has been divided into a 
sori-.-s of segments.  Some segments are currently funded for 
construction while others are not.  Segments on the east end and 
west end of the corridor are funded.  The link in the middle, 
-•hich crosses through the Mew Hampshire Avenue corridor is not 
currently funded. 

Comments resulting from the January 6, 1988 public hearing 
generally supported the recommended improvements to Mew Hampshire 
Avenue.  Most citizens which spoke at the meeting favored the 
closed (curbed) section for safety and right-of-wayc considera- 
tions.  For a complete account of the Location/Design Public 
Hearing, the hearing transcript is available for review and copy- 
ing at the State Highway Administration District tt3 office in 
Greenbelt.  The phone number for the District Office is 220-7300. 

Mr. and Mrs. Theodore Maggelet 
Page Three 

I want to thank you for your interest in the highway develop- 
ment process as it relates to this project.  Please contact us 
again if we can provide further assistance. 

Very truly yours. 

Louis H. Ege, Jr. 
Deputy Director 
Project Development Division 

by: 

LHE/RCA/ih 

cc:  Mr. Michael Snyder 

ioyAldricn RartSv 
Project   Manager 

^ 



HERITAGE  CHRISTIAN CHURCH 
(Disciple* of Christ) 

Office Ttltphoot 

(J01)JM-1510 ? 13230 No* Hunpthiir Ave. 

Stvcr Spring. 

Muyland 20W4 

January 20, 1988. 

Mr. Randy Aldrich 
Project Manager 
State Highway Administration 
707 North Calvert Street 
Baltimore, HD  21202 

Dear Mr. Aldrich: 

O 
CO 

I 

Our Heritage Christian Church is  located at 15250 New 
Hampshire Avenue at the  intersection of Norwood Road. 
Our Board of Directors met January 19 and discussed 
the  Brigqs Char.sy Roed-Ilorvood Road Realignment Alter- 
natives.     We   support  the  Alternative 3C-1 Alternative 
which gives our  church greatest accesibllity to New Hanp- 
shire Avenue. 

We urge  shading the right-a-way to the north of the 
present  road  on  to the vacant   land   (the  undeveloped 
land north of  Norwood Road).     We  are especially con- 
cerned with preservation of the  largo  stand of Hawthorne 
trees on the north edge of our property,  this stand is 
over  100 years old and the largest such grove on the 
east coast. 

In   selecting  this present property  for our church  25 
years  ago,   a major  consideration was the easy access 
to  the   oroperry both north  and  south  from New Hampshire 
Avenue.     For the  future growth of our church, we wish 
to retain our re* Hampshire address and request that 
we retain the present private entrance frcm New Hairp- 
shire AvenOe. 

Sincerely, 

>*ir^Ly£u       mi.<XUL 
Margaret Grzeszkiewicz, Qiairperson, 
Board of Directors, 
Heritage Christian Church. 

Robbie Chisholm, 
Chairman of the 
Board of Trustees. 

Maryland Department ofTransportation 
State Highway Administration 

rc/Hl 
Secromry 

Hal Kassoff 
Administrator 

February 24, 1988 

Re:  Contract No. M 529-101-371 
Maryland Route 650 
Randolph Road to Maryland Route 198 
PDMS No. 153337 

Ms. Margaret Grzeszkiewicz, Chairperson 
Board of Directors 
Ms. Robbie Chisholm, Chairman 
Board of Trustees 
Heritage Christian Church 
15250 New Hampshire Avenue 
Silver Spring, Maryland  20904 

Dear Mmes. Grzeszkiewicz and Chisholm: 

This letter is in response to your 
pertaining to our project planning study 
(New Hampshire Avenue) between Randolph 
198.  I appreciate the comments you have 
effects the study alternatives may have 
information was given a thorough conside 
review held on February 4, 1988.  The te 
1 which relocates Briggs Chaney Road sou 
intersects New Hampshire Avenue opposite 
modifying the intersection improvements 
alternative so that we can avoid disturb 

recent correspondence 
on Maryland Route 650 

Road and Maryland Route 
provided regarding the 

on your church.  This 
ration during our team 
am prefers Alternative BC- 
thward so that it 
Norwood Road.  We are 
associated with this 
ting your Hawthorn trees. 

I want to thank you for your interest in the highway ^ 
development process as it relates to this project.  Please contact  \ 
us again if we can provide further assistance. 

Very truly yours. 

<*til\ f aJjAiMs 

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

NJP/ih 

Mr.   Michael  Snyder 
Mr.   Louis   H.   Ege,   Jr. 

My telephone number is (301)- 333-1110 

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

707 North Calvert St.. Baltimore. Maryland 21203-0717 
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JAMKS   E.    JASCH 
JOHN   T.    YOUNG 

146)9   NKW   HAMl'SIIIRK   AXTENUK 
COUK'JMlLhE.    MAIiYl^ND      20904 

(301)      384-0140 

RECEIVE u 

January   20,    :98S 

Mr. Neil J. Henderson, Director 
Office of Planning and Preliminary Engineering 
State Highway Administration 
707 North Calvert Street 
Baltimore, Maryland  21202 

Dear Mr. Penderson: 

As residents who live on New Hampshire Avenue (Rt. 650), we have 
sevtral c-o.nceri:s about the adequacy of planning the road widening 
project.  Our areas of concern are specifically: 

(a) Noise abatement 
!bj Run-off containment/control 
(c) Access to Cloverly Shopping Center 
(d) Adequate number and proper location of median breaks 
!e)  Alignment deviations/inequitable land taking on East side 

of New Hampshire Avenue 

Noise Abatement: 

This issue has not been adequately addressed.  Obviously noise levels 
will increase due to the increased traffic volume and due to the closer 
proximity of the road to residential structures.  We recommend that 
each property taking/settlement include landscaping to abate some of 
the increased road noise.  This would also serve to help retain some of 
the "rural character" and beauty of the area that now exists. 

Run-off Containment/Control: 
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ds in rainstorms because Montgomery 
ning or controlling run-off from the 
As you are aware, the topography of the 
ire Avenue slopes from New Hampshire 
eek which boarders thfe back of our 
n New Hampshire Avenue and the creek. 
ion because it appears to provide 
from road surface drainage and run-off. 

ed the road project, we suggest their 
on of those plans be carefully monitored 

Acccss to Cloverly Shopping Center: 

-i-e wav it is now planned it is horrendous and totally insensitive to 
•he needs of both the area residents and to the business people them- 
selves.  Many of us on New Hampshire Avenue will be cut off from freely 
going southbound on New Hampshire Avenue due to the median...the only 

Mr. Neil J.   Penderson, Director 
January 20, 1988 

Page Two 

easy and safe shopping alternative we will have is Cloverly...which 
you are also attempting to cut off.  Wc- support tl.e recommendations 
of The Cloverly Civic Association.to keep this area accessible to 
all.area residents. 

Humber and Location of Median Breaks: 

Before the road is finally approved,, the number and location of median 
breaks should be determined, published and commented on by area/affected 
residents, business people and civic associations.  Ke believe a median 
break at Piping Rock Drive is critical for both safety and life quality 
reasons.  By not supplying a break at Piping Rock Drive you essentially 
isolate over 200 homes from free access.  You would also cut off 
southbound access to Peachwood Park. 

Inequitable Land Taking on East Side of New Hampshire Avenue: 

The plan now shows an inordinant taking of our land, which is located 
on the East side of New Hampshire Avenue.  We will vigorously fight 
any such action, since our deed specified a long standing road easement 
which is substantially less than the taking now planned.  We recognize 
that somewhat more land than outlined by the easement may be necessary, 
but we find it totally unfair to take all of the land for the project 
from one side. 

The quality of our lives along New Hampshire Avenue and in Montgomery 
County depends on the State's and County's concern for the issues cited 
above.  While we recognize the need for the widening project, we do not 
believe that you have given enough concern or attention to the quality 
of life issues.  The Master Plan calls for the New Hampshire Avenue 
corridor to retain a certain rural characteristic.  This should be 
followed in designing this project.  We look to both you and our electee 
officials to protect the way of life for which Montgomery County is knowi 
and admired, and we as citizens, voters and taxpayers will not long 
tolerate any violation of this trust. 

Very truly yours, 

JaftesE. Jatch V—<john T. 

Mr. Norman Christeller, Chairman - Montgomery Co. Planning Boarc 
Mr. Sidney Kramer, Montgomery County Executive 
Mr. Michael L. Gudis, President Montgomery County Council 
Mr. Quentin Remein, President Cloverly Civic Association 
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Maryland Department ofTransportatron 
State Highway Administration 

February 24, 1988 

Re:  Contract No. M 529-101-371 
Maryland Route 650 
Randolph Road to 
Maryland Route 198 
PDMS No. 153337 

Mr. James E. Jasch 
Mr. John T. Young 
14619 New Hampshire Avenue 
Silver Spring, Maryland  20904 

Dear Mr. Jasch and Mr. Young: 

our Pro3^%t%\^^gi^u
r^P:n

n-aryl^drRorern
fi%n

1nterregardi^ 
Avenue). I appreciate the conmpn?- Z te 650 (New Hampshire 
study alternatives' effects to vo,^ yOU haVe provided about the 
specific concerns, z'^Hr til  ^llo^ngt"^  ^ reSPOnSe t0 yoUr 

A-   Noise Abatement 

will inc^ase^e6; Tot^lellll1* llTl "*" «'»*'""  Avenue 
along New Hampshire Avenue, earthen bermr."""16-OUS drive»ays 
not practical mitigation technW, b"ms.or n°ls^  barriers are 
Phase of this project  which is ^h^ f"^"9 the flnal desi3" 
Year, landscaping and vegetative S?«^*d '?, ^Bln later this 
extent feasible to  provide screening h^9 Wlllu

be developed to the 
residences. screening between the roadway and 

B. Run-off Conta-inTnent/Cont-r^i 

P.rfor»:dn2yt^.f^ntgo::r;
nc^r,nWhiCh Wil1 mOSt like^ be 

ietailed stormwater man^eLnt pl^n^^u^"' 0f. T""P°"ation. 
Uans will be reviewed by the State will engineered.  These 
<unoff win be rigidly contron »rf   Highway Administration. 
oadway alternative is selected oiar'tS.1'!the °pen secti°« Uternative. selected over the closed section roadway 

C. Access to the ciovnY choDDlnfT Pawt..^ 

rovid^ a lefs res?ri?tiv: additional variations that will 
rovides a continuous m^iarope'ni^T911 "^l*-  ^he first one 
^uthern entrance to Cloverly Sinter  ?heClover^ st"" to the 
rovides a continuous m^ilt     ^-enper.  The second variation 
.ider L.„..0",nw?U ?£?*  dec'isiL'^ Bri9gS ^^  Ro"d to 
(vantages and disadvantages of each option eValuatin9 the 
nsitive to the issup of ^eZ. option.  We are very 
nter. 1SSUe 0f safe access to the Cloverly Shopping 

Mr. James E. Jasch 
Mr. John T. Young 
Page Two 

D.   Median opening at Piping Rock Drive 

We have been working closely with the Peachwood Community 
regarding a median opening at this location.  Because of the 
limited spacing between this roadway and relocated'Good Hope Road, 
we are evaluating in detail the operational characteristics  » 
associated with the opening to determine if some type of limited 
access could be provided to the east side of New Hampshire Avenue. 

E.   Inequitable Property Acquisition 

Where possible, we have strived to loc 
following the intentions of the Eastern Mon 
Plan. This plan, which was approved in 198 
dating back to the 1960's, displaces many o 
the roadway that predate it. In lieu of a 
or to provide a more equitable spacing betw 
we have deviated from original setbacks ide 
certain locations. While it is unfortunate 
affects your property, we feel it is necess 
equitably distribute impacts. The existing 
and southwest corners of Piping Rock Drive 
centerline of our alignment proposal. 

ate our alignments 
tgomery County Master 
1 and has origins 
f the structures along 
required  displacement, 
een two existing homes, 
ntified in the plan in 
one of these shifts 
ary in order to 
homes on the southeast 
establish the 

Thank you for your interest.in the highway development 
process as it relates to the study.  Please contact me or the 
Project Manager, Mr. Randy Aldrich, if we can provide further 
assistance.  Mr. Aldrich's telephone number is 333-1139. 

Very truly yours. 

<^Q fjuLiM^, 

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

NJP/ih 

Mr. Michael Snyder 
Mr. Louis H. Ege, Jr. 

My telephone number is (301)_ 

383-7555 BaMlmo,,, Motro •*Zt•?£ oZ   M^" ?\a"n° 0r Sp8e<:h 



January 20, 

Mr. rfeil J. Perlernen. director 
1 'iTir..? or I'l.-mninR nnd I're'l iminory Kngincering 
nt.ate Hichwav Ariministrotion 
707 North Calvert .Street 
Raltlraore, Maryland 2120? 

r,uh,iect:  Widenlhr; of f.'ev/ 'tarnpshlro Avenue (MD 650), recommendations 
on Location/Design 

References:  (a)  Rnvironmental Effects Report, SHA, h  December 1937 
(b)  Ccnbined location/Design Public Hearing, MD Rt. 650, 

fi January lOfifi 

Dear Mr. Pedersen: 

".'he Ashton-Sandy Spring Civic Association (AS3CA) recommends the 

followinsr alternatives listed in References (a) and (b): 

Segment 1:  Alternative 3> Option 2 

Segment II:  Alternative 2. Option 1—with modifications 

listed below for the Cloverly shopping area 

BC-l 

•M though Ashton and Sandy .'iprine are north of the study limits for 

this project, a substantial fraction of area residents use MD 650 

to commute to work, and also use the Cloverly shopping area, as it 

has the nearest ma.ior grocery store, drug store, hardware store and 

other convenience stores. 

Reference (a) does not indicate an appreciation for the importance of 

the Cloverly shopping district to the Ashton and Cloverly areas. 

'The  existing design shows no median breaks through the Cloverly area, 

rorcini? patrons to make a dangerous U-turn.  This is an awkward, 

frustrating, and potentially dangerous design feature.  An opening 

at. Cloverly Street, althoutrh a significant improvement, is not al- 

r.o.o-ether a satisfactory solution.  A central turn lane, vice a median, 

through this area seems the more appropriate and less dangerous al- 

ternative, 

•\:~:V.:\  recommends the following modifications for.the Cloverly shopping 

'ir»a (rourhly from BC-1 intersection to Bryants Nursery Road}^ 

A closed section road design with Option 1 location to preserve 

• •-.--!  parkin* lot of the Cloverly Center, Cloverly Citgo, and Maryland 

-jtional Bank, which have been located in accordance with the existing 

'•iaster Plan for the Cloverly Area. 

;i.iH !!;..i 

2.  A central turning lane to replace the proposed median through 

Cloverly.  The incorporation of modern raised reflectors to mark 

this lane could be used to enhance safety without sacrificinr 

maintenance needs, (e.g. snow removal). 

Traffic on the existinir two lane road through Cloverly flows freely 

during rush hour and per lane traffic pronections through 2015 

with the build should be even better.  For this reason, we believe 

that a central turn lane is efficient and the safest compromise 

lor those who travel the roadway and for local residents who use 

this shopping area._ 

Sincerely, 

K. Wayne Reed 
President, 
Ashton-Sandy Spring Civic Association 
P.O. Box 60 
Ashton. MD 20861 

-^ 
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Early this spring, the team will meet with the Administrator 
to present their recommendations and discuss associated issues. 
The issues at Cleverly will be given a thorough consideration in 
our decision process.  Via the project mailing list, you will be 
advised of the final decisions. 

I want to thank you for your interest in the highway 
development process as it relates to this project.  Please 
contact me or the Project Manager, Mr. Randy Aldrich, if we can 
provide further assistance.  Mr. Aldrich's telephone number is 
333-1139. 

Very truly yours, 

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

NJP/ih 

cc:  Mr, 
Mr. 

Michael Snyder 
Louis H. Ege, JV, 

Maryland Department of Transportation 
State Highway Administration 

February 24, 1988 

MrchafdVUn 
Stoeiary 

Hal Kassolf 
Administrator 

Re:  Contract No. M 529-101-371 
Maryland Route 650 
Randolph Road to Maryland Route 198 
PDMS No. 153337 

Mr. K. Wayne Reed, President . 
Ashton-Sandy Spring Civic Association 
P.O. Box 60 
Ashton, Maryland  20861 

Dear Mr. Reed: 

This letter is in response to your recent correspondence 
pertaining to our project planning study on Maryland Route 650 
(New Hampshire Avenue) between Randolph Road and Maryland Route 
198.  I appreciate the comments you have provided regarding any 
effects the study alternatives may have on the Cleverly commer- 
cial area.  I also appreciate the specific segment endorsements. 
This information was given a thorough consideration during our 
team review held on February 4, 1988. 

In the Cleverly area, we are developing some additional 
options in an attempt to eliminate the impacts mentioned in your 
letter. 

First, we are investigating an alignment which has a right- 
of-way line on the east side of the proposed roadway that is 
common with the edge of the parking lot at the Cloverly Center. 
This will leave the center's number of parking spaces unchanged. 
More displacements along the west side of the proposed roadway 
are likely. 

Second, there are now two variations in the study alterna- 
tives which will allow greater access through the proposed 
median.  One variation provides a continuous median opening 
between Cloverly Street and the southern entrance to the Cloverly 
Center.  The other variation proposes a five lane urban roadway 
through the Cloverly commercial area.  This center lane, which 
provides continuous left turn access, would extend from Briggs 
Chaney Road to Snider Lane. 

My telephone number is (301)_ 333-1110 
Teletypewriter lor Impaired Hearing or Speech 

3&3-755S Baltimore Metro - 565-0451 D.C. Metro - 1-eoo-«92-5062 Statewide Toll Free 
707 North Calvert  St., Baltimore, Maryland 21203-0717 
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• ALLIANCE OF LOCAL ASSOCIATIONS 

FOR REGIONAL MONITORING 

January ?0, '9^8 

Mr. Neil J. I'sdoni^r:, Director 
Office of Plnnninr wnd Prsliminary 'OngineerinR 
Ttate Hirhwav Administration 
"•0" North Calvert Street 
"a 1 timore, Maryland .?l-~0,? 

Pe: Widenin?: of MO Ht. ^.^O—New Hampshire Avenuo 
Response to Location and Design Phase 

^->r i'r, Pedersen: 

APM recommends: Seement T:  Alternative 3i Option ? 

Seement II:  Alternative P.,   Option i—with additional 
recommendations helow 

BC-1 

"•he PC-i alternative to the reaiipnment of BriKKS Chaney and Norwood 

Roads is preferred by ALARM.  It is the alternative proposed by the 

-lastern KontKOmery County Master Plan, Cloverl v Policy Area and is 

also the recommendation of Park and Planning.  We concur with their 

statements on this alternative.  We feel also that both the existing 

Heritage Christian Church and the proposed Peonies Community Baptist 

Church on Norwood suffer if nC-'i  were chosen, as they would then be 

on a dead-end road. 

In Segment II, the open desi/ni (Alternative 2) allows for better 

runoff; shoulders so that disabled vehicles do not impede traffic 

flow; and is aesthetically more in keeping with the low-density 

residential aspect of the Cleverly Policv Area north of Briggs Chaney 

Road than curbs would be. 

In Segment II, Option l is preferrable, as it would preserve the 

parking area at Cleverly Center and would also, we hope, preserve 

the Cltgo station.  This is in accordance with the Master Plan 

recommendations and the current recommendations of Park and Planning. 

However, the importance of the Cloverly shopping area to the residents 

of Cloverly and Ashton has not been addressed at all in the current 

design.  There are many businesses in Cloverly offering a needed 

variety of goods and services to the community.  In addition, the 

lafewoy store, the hardware-feed store, and the drug store are the 

only ones of their kind serving New Hampshire Avenue north o: 

Colesville.  ALARM Is concerned primarily with the Cloverly Policy 

Area and with the Sandy Spring-Ashton .Special Study Ar-.-a.  Our flyer 

distribution list covers approximately 6,000 hoses; sost of which 

use the Cloverly shopping area.  Cloverly Center's Classic Video 

alone presently has over 2,1*00 members and continues to ado about 

fifty members a month.  Accessibility to the Cloverly shopping area 

is very important to a large number of people. 
The current design for Rt. 650 widening shows a median break to the 

nouth at Briggs Chaney and to the north at Bryants Nursery Soad, «th 

no median break through the Cloverly shopping area.  Thio Js unac- 

ceptable to the residents.. Certain accommodations have been made r,. 

the design for access to the Colesville shopping center and 

accommodations must also be made for Cloverly-s shopping area. 

Since there are stores on both sides of New Hampshire at wxdely spaced 

intervals, one break in the median (even at Cloverly Street) cannot 

suffice. 

ALARM proposes: 
,   Since there are already existing curbs and gutters in the Cloverly 

shopping area, this stretch of New Hampshire be a -closed' roadway, 

using Option 1 to shift the center slightly west to protect the 

parking spaces at Cloverly Center and to preserve, hopefully, the 

Cltgo station. 
2  An undivided roadway through the Cloverly shopping area, from the 

slfeway store north to the Shell station.  This section could have 

two lanes northbound, two lanes southbound and have a center(fxfth 

lane) left turn lane.  This left turn lane would take less space 

than a twenty-foot median and so continue to preserve as much of the 

properties as possible. 
This proposal would allow for good access to all of the shopping area 

from any direction and would eliminate the dangerous U-turns and other 

convoluted driving patterns which would emerge with an unbroken mettan. 

The widening of New Hampshire Avenue affects many of us now, especially 

as it affects our continued viable usage of the Cloverly shopping 

area   Because we have so much vacant land in our area which will 

contain homes in the not so distant future, the Cloverly shopping 

t 
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aren  accesEibilitv will  he of Importance  to many more people. 
M.AHM hopes  to  have a  roid  dcEiftn   that  will  not only move  traffic, 
but.  will  also  meet   the neeris in   terms of goods and  services  for 
the  residents of oul- area. 
The  presiding officers of  ALARM.   Cleverly Civic  and Ashton-Sandy 
.'^prinR  Civic   would  like   to  meet   with  you  in   the near   future  to 
discuss our  stronp concerns  about  your current  road design. 

Sincerely, 

Sue A. Reed, Co-Chair ALARM 
16921 New Hampshire Avenue 
Silver Spring, Maryland 20904 
1-301-i»2i-9333 

cc:  Mr. Norman Christeller, Chairman 
Maryland Notional Capital Park and Planning Commission 
?787 Georgia Avenue 
Silver Sprine, MD 20907 

cc:  The Honorable Joel Chasnoff 
House of Delegates 
Room 22?. 
lowe House Office Building 
Annapolis, MD 211*01 

cc:  The Honorable Edward Kasemeyer 
The Senate 
Annapolis, MD 21401 

*P    cc:  Mr. Randy Aldrich 
Project Manager 
State Highwav 'Administration 
70? North Calvert Street 
Baltimore. MD 21202 

Councilman Isiah Leggett 
Montgomery County Council 
lOOMaryland Avenue 
Rockville, MD 20850 

Mr. Robert C. Merjryman 
Montgomery County Department of Transportation 
101 Monroe Street 
Rockville. MD 20850 

^ 
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Mary/and Department of Transportation 
State Highway Administration 

(ichurl 
Secreta'y 

Hal Kassoff 
Admintsualof 

linoKi| 

February 22, 1988 

Re:  Contract No. M 529-101-371 
Maryland Route 650 
Randolph Road to Maryland Route 198 
PDMS Ho. 153337 

Ms. Sue A. Reed, Co-Chairperson 
Alliance of Local Associations for 

Regional Monitoring 
16921 Hew Hampshire Avenue 
Silver Spring, Maryland  20904 

Dear Ms. Reed: 

This letter is in response to your recent correspondence 
pertaining to our project planning study on Maryland Route 650 
(New Hampshire Avenue) between Randolph Road and Maryland Route 
198.  I appreciate the comments you have provided regarding any 
effects the study alternatives may have on the Cleverly commer- 
cial area.  I also appreciate the specific segment endorsements. 
This information was given a thorough consideration during our 
team review held on February 4, 1988. 

In the Cleverly area, we are developing some additional 
options in an attempt to eliminate the impacts mentioned in your 
letter. 

First, we are investigating an alignment which has a right- 
of-way line on the east side of the proposed roadway that is 
common with the edge of the parking lot at the Cleverly Center. 
This will leave the center's number of parking spaces unchanged. 
More displacements along the west side of the proposed roadway 
are likely. 

Second, there are now two variations in the study alterna- 
tives which will allow greater access through the proposed ^^ 
median.  One variation provides a continuous median opentrrg 
between Cleverly Street and the southern entrance to the Cleverly 
Center.  The other variation proposes a five lane urban roadway 
through the Cloverly commercial area.  This center lane, which 
provides continuous left turn access, would extend from Briggs 
Chaney Road to Snider Lane. 

Ms. Sue A. 
Page 2 

Reed 

Early this spring, the team will meet with the Administrator 
to present their recommendations and discuss associated i""": 
TheTs^es at Cloverly will be given a ^orough consxder.tion in 
our decision process.  Via the project mailing list, you win 
advised of the final decisions. 

T want to thank you for your interest in the highway 
development process as it relates to this project.  Please contact 
mHr ^Project Manager, Mr. Randy Aldrich  if we can provide 
further assistance.  Mr. Aldrich's telephone number is 333 113*. 

Very truly yours, 

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

NJP/ih 

cc:     Mr.   Michael  Snyder 
Mr.   Louis   H.   Ege,   Jr. 

My telephone number is (301 )_ 
333-1110 

Telelypewrlter tof Impaired Hearing or Speech 
383-7555 Baltimore Metro - 565-0451 D.C. Metro - t-800-492-5062 Statewide Toll Free 

707 North Calvert  St.. Baltimore, Maryland 21203-0717 
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W^     •WHrE^WmwAWwMiN^^Pvi 
QUESTIONS  AND/OR COMMENTS 

Contract Nc. M 529-101-371 
POMS No. 153337 

LOCATION/DESIGN   PUBLIC   HEARING 
Maryland   Route   650 

Randolph   Rojd   to  Maryland  Route   198 
Wednestla/,   January   6,   1988 

John   F.   Kennedy   High   School 

NAME Bevcrlcy rco-lak - 'Ve: tJent,  Stone<;ate CitlzensnATF    1/20/88 
Association 

^*T
SE    AnnnrRR ?o). St 

CITY/TOWN. 

•,to   ••rivf.    Pnvpr   Sprint.    MTl   PllOnll  

 STATE ZIP  CODE. 

/We wish to comment  or Inquire about the followlno aspects ot this prolect: 

•i.:.    •iil.l/i>li:iniv: romm'.-nts   from t;tonf.-g.-ite Citizens  Assoc .on  the Hew Hampshire Ave. 

ieniriK project,  to reflect the following:     At our January 13th board meeting, we 

'•ommt.'nded: 

S»«nent 2, Alternative 2 (open - 2 lanes in each direction with shoulders). We 

•1 thut the added space of shoulders is necessary due to buses, bicycles, and the 

••ukdown of cars on this road. Also, with shoulders, there would be room for a possible 

,t.urc addition to the road. Although we don't want to lose the vegetable stands and we 

:m-it.hize with the houses along the road, we feel shoulders really are needed.  

".  For the Cloverly shopping area, between Briggs Chanev Rrt. and Bryants NlirsiirY M-. 

like Option 1, Seejnent ?, Alt. 2. We feel that instead of a median strip, a 3rd lane 

the middle, used for making left turns into the shopping areas,, would be very beneficial 

•cu the Colesville Shopping area is so congested, with limited parking, Stonegate & 

rruu./ii:,,; areas need to go north to Cloverly for shopping. Also, the Ashton area has no 

cr Krocery, dnu;, or hardware shopping stores and must come down to Cloverly. 

L.i :ii ng easy ucces to the shopping areas on both sides of the road is necessary, not only 

• current residents, but for future growth & development . Also, we feel that in the 

•iy s hopping area,   the  road  should move more  to the West  in order for  the shopping 

•  to retain its parking area.   

•;'he approve SC-l with BripKS Chaney Rd.  being moved south to meet Norwood Rd.    This 
1po^   ,.vrn„.:-iv0   »•   V~..I.I   1^-^   i-v.o  -pr.-!- nrrhnrri   intfirt. 

li] Please add my/our name(s) to the Mailing Ust.» CONTINUED 

—I piease delete my/our namels) from the Mailing List. 

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

Stonegate Citizens Association Addi tier..-.;   C-:-::.-:'-nt.-  on 

for ID Rte.   650,   Contract No.  M  52?-10!-;71 so.-it Lr.ue-i 

•iV-li- 

h.  We strongly recomniend that a tr-iffic 1'..;ht >;•? :l'':.n- I   "'::' 

int-Tsection of Stor.ogate Crive and "ew i^vnt-snire Ave. with t.rn '.-i 

light for Peachwood and others coming from the- soutn to in.i'-.e :;-turi' 

into Stonegate Drive (Peachwood community goes this way to th>-- :iie7 

Without a light, the south bound traffic in A.M. rush i-.o-ir, alow: -i'-h 

would make it more difficult for Stoneeate to exit the community.  This 

exit and most people need to go south during rush hour.  Currently, na:. 

out the back way onto Bqnifant (to Notley) in order to .-.void :u-w H--T.osh 

but once the road is improved, we will resime usin/.- riew I'.iir.nchire Ave. 
it is difficult to enter New ilajnnshire Avenue it any tl.te - .jay or r.ir, 
improved road, and greater traffic, the oroblcx will or.ly voj- i-.-n. 

Incidently, the light at Bonifant-Cane May changes too fust ar.i :s nre 

a time for New H3;apshire Ave.  This helos back un traffic in 

left i". 

left t: 

hool). 

L-*'irn t 

our 

furrei. 
it.  Wit 

both dire. 
?n  too 
rtior.s. 

. "in 

,;;rv ".*•:• 

^ ^ 



Ms. Beverley Soodak, President 
February 5, 1988 
Page 2 

Very truly yours, 

Louis   H.    Ege,   Jr. 
Deputy  Director 
Project Development Division 

by: ^ui r. \d: A. 
Randy   Aid rich 
Project  Manager 

LHE:RCA:kw 
cc:     Mr.   Michael   Snyder 

Maryland Department ofTransportation 
State Highway Administration 

Richard H. Trainor 
Stcfelafy 

Hal Kassod 
Admintstralof 

February   5,    1983 

RE:        Contract  No.   M  529-101-371 
Maryland   Route  650 
Randolph   Road   to   Maryland 
Route  198 
POMS   No.    153337 

Ms.    Beverley   Soodak,   President 
Stonegate   Citizens   Association 
204   Stoneyate  Drive 
Silver   Spring,   Maryland     20904 

Dear   Ms.   Soodak: 

I 

This   letter   is   in   response   to   your   recent 
correspondence   pertaining   to our  project   planning  study  on 
Maryland   Route  S50   (New   Hampshire     Avenue)   between   Randolph 
Road   and   Maryland   Route   198.      I   appreciate   the  comments   you 
have   provided   as   well   as   your   endorsements  of   Alternative  2, 
Option   1,   in   Segment   II   and   Alternative  BC-1  at   Brlggs 
Clianey   Road.      This   information   will   be  given   a   thorough 
consideration   in  our development  of  a   preferred   alternative 
to   recommend   to   the   Administrator. 

In   the   Cloverly   area   we   are   further   investigating  niinor 
changes   to  our   alternatives   to  reduce   impacts   to   parking   at 
the   Cloverly   Center.     '.Ve   are  also  developing   a  median 
opening  option  which   would  allow  access   to most of   the 
commercial   area.      The   final   selections  at   this   location  will 
be   available   for   review  early   this   Spring. 

During   the   project   planning   stage   we  do   not  make  any 
analysis   to   determine   signal   warrants  at   any  of   the   at  grade 
intersections   along   the   studied   roadway.      Within   the   next 
step  of   the   project's   development,   final   design,   each 
intersection   will   be  analyzed.      Traffic   signals   are  only 
installed   at   intersections   which   have   traffic   volumes   to 
satisfy   nationally   recognized   warrants. 

I   want   to   thank   you   for   your   interest   in   the   highway 
development   process   as   It   relates   to   this   project.      Please 
contact   us   again   If   we  can   provide   further   assistance. 

My telephone number is 1301)- 

Teletypewriter tor Impaired Hearing of Speech 
383-7555 Baltlmofe Metro - 565-0451 O.C. Metro - 1-800-«92-5062 Statewide Toll Free 

707   North  divert   St..   Baltlmcre.  Marvland   21203-0717 



January 21,   1968 

Mr. Neil Pedersen, L'irfcc.cr 
Office of planninc and Prc-'iiT.ir.sry En-jir.-erino 
State Hichway Adrair.ir.-.ration 
707 North Calvert Stree-t 
Baltimore, Maryland 21202 

Re.  Widening of New Kanpshire Avenue (Rt. 650) 

Response to location ano design phase 

Dear Sir: 
The merchants of cleverly, Maryland stand unanimously opposed to the 

present design for the widening of New Hampshire Avenue in the Cleverly area. 
The merchants favor two changes as follows: 

1. Provide a fifth lane for turning between Briggs 
Chaney Road and Bryant's Nursery Road rather 
than the unbroken median strip. 

2. Keep the road direction as is through-Cleverly 
rather than bending it toward the east. The . . 
present plan effectively wipes out all the" * - 
businesses of the Cloverly Center,as well as 
the Cloverly Citgo Service Station. "•""""' '' 

We believe that the above suggested changes would allow safe and 
convenient access to the forty-four businesses located between Briggs 
Chaney Road and Bryant's Nursery Road. These businesses are patronized 
each day by literally thousands of Colesville, Cloverly, and Ashton 
residents.  Thank vou for your attention to our concerns. 

/.TW. **'•*''" 
;Cloverly Merchants 

Enclosure 

'RECEIVED 
jAN 26 198!; 

PUXNIK: i fhu:j£...Af.i LUKELJIUII; 

Safeway 
15411 New Hampshire 

Maryland National BanE 
15421 New Hampshire 

Tacos and Pizza House        vO^ f 
15507 New Hampshire f//[^^^^ 

Maryland Federal Savings and Loan 
ISSOS.rflew^^fnpshyre/ 

Cloverly Deli 
15511 New Hapmshire 

Pepperidge Farm Thrift Store 
15513 New Hampshire 

—.£?,' 
Radio Shack 
15515.Ne/ Hampshire 

•7* 

Cloverly Drug /~\ 
05521 New Hampshire/ J ylTJtv^ 

 5 New Hami 
ClT3\/fefry Cfeaners 
15525 New Hampshire 

db/ff 
Antonione Specialty Food Market, 
15527 New Hampshire  / rXiAfrv-*?^-*- 

Cltlssic Video and One Hour Photo 
15529 New Hampshire 

Cloverly Florist 
15533 New Hampshire 

Accurate Business Machines 
15539 New Hampstiire 

a*- 

^ 



O'K*?-:!^ Orchards 
1540" New Hanpshire Avenue 

Pizza Hut 
15410 New Kairpshire Avenue 

smpson Co..Realtors 
Ti-'J Clo^erly Street 

-<>^~-| -Tf" 

Champ's thiiateii 
15416 New Hampshire Avenue 

Orierital Garden Carry Ou 
15/lrfe New Hamp^hite Avenue 

Cleverly Barber Shop 
702 Cleverly Street, 

State Farm Insurance 
708/6loverly street 

)2 Cleverly Street, 

-' • ^J—  —Poor Richard's Needlecra! 
704 Cleverly Street 

ue 

re Avenue 

Art and Frame Gallery 
154^0 New Hanipshire Avenua 

ers Hair, 
15418 New H 

The Silk Tree^ 
15422^*Jey. M&mpshire Avenue 

Woodrooor Cleaners 
15424 New Hampshire Avenue 

Shahaj^-Christian Sock Shoppe 
l^^^wew Hampshire ^venue 

Family Market 
15430 New Hampshire Avenue 

Pet Nutrition Center" 
15434 New Hampshire Avenue 

Cleverly Farm Market 
15504 New Hampshire Avenue 

Harding's Farm Market 
15 520 New Hampshire Avenue 

Cleverly TV Service 
15524 New Hampshire Avenue 

Jones Locksmith 
15524 New Hampshire Avenue 

'aten Coinf and Stamps 
708 Cleverly Street 

 &. 
William 0. Rockefeller, 
708 Cleverly Street 

C and C Restaurant 
TSf)  Clqp/erly Street 

Cleverly Hardware 
714 Cloverly Street 

Hampton Press 
721 Cleverly Stree 

<^a-o 
Tow*/ • s Hair Stylist 
725,Clover^y,Street 

Allstate Sales, Service, Claims 
729 Cloverlv Street 

John Slancy, 'M.D.     ^ 
733 Cleverly Street 



Maryland Department ofTransportatwn 
State Highway Administration 

^chard 
Secrfliary 

Hal Kassoff 
Adminislfstor 

February 23, 1988 

RE:  Contract No. M 529-101-371 
Maiyland Route 650 
Randolph Road to Maryland Route 198 
PDMS Mo. 153337 

cn 
I 

Mr.' Larry Lyons 
c/o The Cleverly Merchants 
15529 Mew Hampshire Avenue- 
Silver Spring. Maryland  20910 

Dear Mr. Lyons: 

This letter is in response to your recent correspondence 
pertaining to our project planning study on Maryland Route 650 
(New Hampshire Avenue) between Randolph Road and Maryland Route 
198.  I appreciate the comments you have provided regarding any 
effects the study alternatives may have on the Cloverly com- 
mercial area.  This information was given a thorough consider- 
ation during our team review held on February 4, 1988.  In the 
Cloverly area, we have developed some additional options which 
eliminate the impacts mentioned in your letter. 

First, we are 
of-way line on the 
common with the edg 
This will leave the 
More displacements 
are likely.  This 
Service, and Jones 
signed your petitio 

Second, there 
tives which will al 
median. One variat 
between Cloverly St 
Center. The other 
through the Cloverl 
provides continuous 
Char.ey Road to Snid 

investigating an alignment which has a right- 
east side of the proposed roadway that is 
e of the parking lot at the Cloverly Center. 
center's number of parking spaces unchanged, 

along the west side of the proposed roadway 
ncludes Harding's Farm Market, Cloverly TV 
Locksmith.  Hone of these establishments 

are now two variations in the study alterna- 
low greater access through the proposed 
ion provides a continuous median opening 
reet and the southern entrance to the Cloverly 
variation proposes a five lane urban roadway 
y commercial area.  This center lane, which 
left turn access, would extend from Briggs 

er Lane. 

Early this spring, the team will meet with the Administrator 
to present their recommendations and discuss associated issues. 
Th-i issues at Cloverly will be given a thorough consideration in 
cur decision process. 

My telephone number is (301)— 333-1110 
TeletypewrMer for Impaired Hearing or Speech 

363-7555 Baltimore Metro - 565-0451 D.C. Metro - 1-800-492-5062 Statewide Toll Free 
707  North Calvert  St.. Baltimore, Maryland  21203-0717 

Mr. Larry Lyons 

Page Two 

I want.to thank you for your interest in the highway devel- 
opment process as it relates to this project.  Please contact me 
or the Project Manager, Mr. Randy Aldrich, if we enn provide 
further assistance.  Mr. Aldrich's telephone number is 333-1139. 

Very truly yours. 

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

HJP:db 

cc:  Mr. Michael Snyder 
Mr. Louis H. Ege, Jr. 



^^^        ^^^        ^n^t HIC^^^Y ArofWSTR^^WN 
QUESTIONS AND/OR COMMENTS 

IlLIIKjl 

NAME 

ri>iiir.i''i   No.   r. '^o-ioi-s?! 
I'DMS   No.    153337 

LOCATION/DESIGN   PUBLIC   HEARING 
Maryland   Route  650 

Randolph   Road   to  Maryland  Route   198 
Wcunesday,   January   6,   1988 

John   F.   Kennedy  High  School 
Oriqinal   signed by 
Dave Marcus   .DATE, ilfln PI • igflft 

PLEASE 
PRINT ADDRESS. 

221  Pewter Ln. 

^.Tv,•«,M Silver Spring .STATE. jm. .ZIP CODE    20204 

I/We wish to comment  or Inquire about  the lollowlng aapects  ot  thl» project: 

Having  lived in this  now congested area  for 20 years.   1 wish thp 

state to same time, exasperation and mnnev hv. .  

1)    Build Alternative 2 w/option #1 

? 

Segment 1 

2_L 
3) Briqqs Chaney Re Align - Alt flBC-1   for economir sense 

CD  Plaaso add my/our nameU) to the Maillnfl List,* 

I—| piease delete my/our namels) trom  the Mailing List. 

.Persons who have received a copy ol this  brochure through  the mail are already 
on  (he project  Mailing  Lisl. 

dryland department of Transportation 
State Highway Administration Administrator 

February 25, 1988 

RE:   Contract No. M 529-101-371 
Maryland Route 650 
Randolph Road to Maryland 
Route 198 
PDMS No. 153337 

Mr. Dave Marcus 
221 Pewter Lane 
Silver Spring, Maryland 20904 

Dear Mr. Marcus: 

This letter is in response to your recent correspondence 
pertaining to our project planning study on Maryland Route 
650 (New Hampshire Avenue) between Randolph Road and Maryland 
Route 198.  I appreciate the comments you have provided as 
well as your alternative recommendations.  This information 
will be given a thorough consideration in our development of 
a preferred alternative to recommend to the Administrator. 

I want to thank you for your interest in the highway 
development process as it relates to this project.  Please 
contact us again if we can provide further assistance. 

by: 

Very truly yours, 

Louis H. Ege, Jr. 
Deputy Director 
Project Development Division 

Project Manager 

LHE:RCA:kw 

cc:  Mr. Michael Snyder 

My telephone number is (301)_ 

Teletypewriter lor Impaired Hearlno or Speech 
383-7555 Baltimore Metro - 565-0451 D.C. Meiro - 1-800-492-5062 Statewide Toll Free 

707   North  Calvert   SI..  Baltimore.  Maryland  21203-0717 
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IHL WHItt  OAK AM A CIVIC COALII ION 
P. 0. BOX 4441 

SILVER SPRING, MARYLAND    20904 

Mr Randy Aldnch 
Projecl Manager 
Stalt Hiuliway AduuiiiulraUun 
707 North Calvert Street 
Baltimore, Maryland 2!202 

January 21.1988 

REF. Md. Route 650 Location/Design Hearing 

Dear Randy, 
we discussed the various design alternatives at our January meeling. 

Based on tne material you have given or loaned us, we favor the following 
design alternatives for the reasons discussed below. 

1) in Segment 1; Alternative 3. Option 1 
2) At Br'iggs Chaney Rd, Alternative BC-1 
3) in Segment 2; Alternative 2 

In Segment I the closed section reduces the required takings along 
the right-of-way. The underpass study of the Randolph Rd/ New Hampshire 
Ave should ta^-c into account the cross county traffic relief that will be 
provided by the eventual completion of the ICC, however the opening of the 
METRO station in Glenmont may induce more traffic than the ICC will 
relieve. Two left turn lanes from north-bound New Hampshire Ave to west- 
bound Randolph Rd appear necessary for reasonable LOS tn PM rush hour. 
Significant cut-through traffic now occurs in an attempt to bypass the 
multi-cycle delays common at the intersection. 

The Briggs Chancy Option 1 was selected by the group because of I ho 
reopening of Cleverly Elementary School, and the reduction in traffic that 
Option l provides in the front of the school. 

In Segment 2 the group was of the opinion thai the open section will 
be less expensive to construct and may provide better control of storm 
water runoff than the closed section. In addition if in future years the 
.••iddiUoiuil lane., txxomc necessary no additional right of way taking will be 
necessary at that time. The four lane segment should be extended beyond 
the Rt. 198/28 intersection to provide appropriate intersection capacity fur 
'raflic control system at this intersection. Great caution should exercised 
during the construction phase to prevent silting of the upper Paint Branch 
streams. 

lhank you for this opportunity to provide our commcnls. 
Sincerejy, 

William Tate, President 
White Oak Area Civic Coalition 

Maryland Department oflfansportation 
State Highway Administration 

February 193d 

RE: Contract  No.   H  529-101-371 
Maryland   Route 650 
Randolph   Road   to   Maryland 
Route  198 
POMS   No.    153337 

Mr.   William  Tate,   President 
White Oak Area  Civic  Coalition 
P.O.   Box  4441 
Silver   Spring,   Maryland     20904 

Dear  tte-.—Kite i 

This letter is in response to your recent 
correspondence pertaining to our project planning study on 
Maryland Route 650 (New Hampshire Avenue) between Randolph 
Road and Maryland Route 198.  I appreciate the comments you 
have provided as well as your endorsements of Alternative 3, 
Option 1 in Segment I; Alternative 2 In Segment II; and 
Alternative BC-1 at Briggs Chaney Road.  This information 
will be given a thorough consideration in our development of 
a preferred alternative to recommend to the Administrator. 

I want to thank you for your Interest in the highway 
development process as it relates to this project.  Please 
contact us again if we can provide further assistance. 

Very truly yours, 

Louis   H.    Ege,   Jr. 
Deputy Director 
Project Development Division 

by: •ETM- Q yn) 
Randy   Aldrich 
Project   Manager 

LHE:RCA:kw 
cc:     Mr.   Michael  Snyder 

My telephone number is (301 )_ 

Teletypewriter tor Impaired Hearing c- Speech 
383-7555 Baltimore Metro - 565-0451 O.C. Metro - l-800-<92-5062 SttrtewMe Toll Free 

707   North  Calvert   St.,   Baltlmor';.   Maryland   21203-0717 



CO 

CLOVERLY CIVIC ASSOCIATION 
205 Bryants Nursery Road 

Silver Spring, Maryland 20904 

January 22, 1988 

RECEIVED 

'BISECIOS. omci Oi 

Mr. Neil J. Pedersen, Director 
Office of Planing and Preliminary Engineering 
State Highway Administration 
707 North Calvert Street 
Baltimore, Maryland  21202 

RE:  Community Concerns Over Road Design and Location of 
New Hampshire Avenue, Route 650 

I am writing on behalf of the Cleverly Civic Association regarding 
our concerns for the location and design of New Hampshire Avenue, 
Maryland Route 650.  Generally, we are pleased that-the road is to 
be widened and improved.  The roadway will allow improvements 
capacity, safety and operating efficiency., Members of our group 
have participated in alternatives workshop on May 14, 1987, and 
the public hearing on January 6, 1988.  In addition we have par- 
ticipated in the MNCPPC hearings on the roadway.  The comnunity 
members are concerned about the location of median breaXa^tor 
intersections, and the location of the roadway particularly where 
there were differences in alignment with the Eastern Montgomery 
County Master Plan. 

Under the proposed build options, there would be no access to the 
Cleverly Shopping Centers across the median strip. .:Motorists who 
wanted to get across the median would need to make U-hand turns at 
Bryants Nursery Road or at Briggs Chaney Road.  Large numbers of 
cars making U-Turns at these intersections would be a considerable 
traffic hazard and reduce the road capacity.  In addition, by not 
allowing any cross overs at the median, there is considerable 
inconvenience to motorists, and negative impacts on the businesses 
in the shopping area.  The environmental study fails to address 
the volume of traffic that currently crosses the highway in front 
of the shopping centers.  Data needs to collected and analyzed to 
determine a solution that would provide adequate access to the 
chopping areas.  Without adequate information it is difficult for 
the community to recommend the number and .types of access that are 
required across the median.  At least one break in the issdian is 
required at Cloverly Street.  Others may be required. 

The median strip would also deny access to a number of communities 
along New Hampshire Avenue.  There would be no median break at 
Piping Rock for the Peachwood residents.  There would be no cross- 
overs allowed for residents of McNeil Lane, Snider Lane, and 
Spotswood Drive.  These residents would be forced to go to Hardintj 
Lane or Route 198 intersections to make U-hand turns to go south 
on New Hampshire Avenue. 

The community favors the realignment of Briggs Chaney Road south 
to Norwood Road.  The advantages are the following: 

1. Follows the Master Plan which landowners have used as their, 
guide to planning their property use. 

2. Would reduce traffic for Cloverly Elementary school that will 
be re-opened in 1989, and for residences close to the road along 
Briggs Chaney Road. 

3. Would preserve the orchard and farm land that would be used to 
relocate Norwood Road. 

4. Would allow the house on the southeast corner of Norwood and 
New Hampshire to have free access to a highway.  The driveway 
could be relocated to Briggs Chaney from New Hampshire vhare tb-s 
driveway is too close to the intersection, and:is blocked -by 
traffic at the stop light. 

5. Heritage Christian Church would better access to Hew Hampshire 
Avenue. 

The seriousness of the problem of the small wetland area in that 
route needs further study. 

In a number of places the roadway is being shifted from the Master 
Plan alignment to avoid displacements of homes and businesses 
some of these cases taking a house is preferable to leaving • 
residence too close to a roadway.  Often the situation is created, 
where undesirable situations are left on both sides of the high- 

Some of these situations include the following: way. 

1. The home on the southeast corner of New Hampshire and 
Windridge Acres would be better off if the road was moved westwara 
into the Master Plan alignment, or as the owner indicated at the 
hearing, his home should be taken. 

2. The Cloverly Center would loose 80 of its 180 parking spaces'• 
by one road alignment.  This would leave businesses"on both sides 
of the road with inadequate parking.  Again the.Master Plan align- 
ment should be used, and the roadway moved westward.  Homes and 
businesses on the west side of the highway could be relocated 
further back on their properties where pract <-.•»' 

X 
^ 
V 



3   Two ftomes on the west side of New Hampshire north of McNeil 
would have a substantial part of their front yards removed by the 
alignment of the road to the west.  The result is three homes too 
close to the roadway.  By using the Master Plan alignment the home 
on eastern side of New Hampshire would be relocated, leaving the 
homes across the street with adequate front yards.  Again, the 
house on the eastern side of the highway should be relocated 
further back on the property, if practical. 

The Environmental study indicates that noise levels along the 
proposed highway would be above Federal/State standards.  The 
limit of 67 decibels would be violated.  Noise levels are 
projected to be from 70 decibels in the northern sections to 77 
decibels in the southern sections.  The MNCPPC guideline level for 
this roadway is only 60 decibels, although that represents a level 
over a day period.  The plan indicates that barriers would be 
ineffective in reducing the noise levels.  If noise can not be 
abated through the use of road surface materials, noise barriers, 
or landscaping; particular concern should paid to not leaving 
homes and businesses too close to the roadway. 

The plan does not identify landscaping that will be provided as a 
part of the project.  Landscaping can provide a reduction in noise 
levels as well as shielding homes from the highway. 

Lastly, the community notes that levels of congestion will not be 
significantly improved with the building of the roadway.  In the 
year 2015 the charts show improvements at the intersections with 
the no build options, while the build option shows that most 
service levels would be the same as the current levels of service. 
Possibly we have misinterpreted the data, or maybe the data is 
telling us that widening New Hampshire Avenue is not the long 
range solution to the problems of congestion in our area.  Could 
further clarification of these charts be provided? 

Thank you for the opportunity to respond to plans for location and 
design of the Route 650.  If you have any questions regarding our 
comments I can be reached at home at (301) 421-1152 or at work on 
(703) 557-1703. 

Respectfully subrndtted. 

^V->^ /d'-VL 
Quentin Remein 
President 
Cleverly Civic Association 

^Marym^Jepa^^mofTransportation 
State Highway Administration 

February  17,   1988 

ichard 

Hal Kassoff 
Administrator 

5B 

Re:  Contract No. M 529-101-371 
Maryland Route 650 
Randolph Road to Maryland Route 198 
PDMS No. 153337 

Mr. Quentin Remein, President 
Cleverly Citizens Association 
205 Bryants Nursery Road 
Silver Spring, Maryland  20904 

Dear Mr. Remein: 

This letter is in response to your recent correspondence 
pertaining to our project planning study on Maryland Route 650 
(Hew Hampshire Avenue) between Randolph Road and Maryland Route 
198.  I appreciate the comments you have provided both in writir 
and in person regarding the effects the study alternatives may 
have, especially in the Cloverly area.  This information was 
given a thorough consideration during our team review held on 
February 4, 1988. 

In the Cloverly area, we have investigated some additional 
options which eliminate the impacts mentioned in your letter. 

First, we are investigating an alignment which has a right- 
of-way line on the east side of the proposed roadway that is 
common with the edge of the parking lot at the Cloverly Center. 
This will leave the center's number of parking spaces unchanged. 
More displacements along the west side of the proposed roadway 
are likely under this alternative, however. 

Second, there are now two variations in the study alter- •»*->»w». u, ^••bl.B       ajLt=       llV^n I.OTV       V Ct i.   i. a  t^ 

natives which will allow greater acce 

My telephone number is (ani)       333-1110 

Teletypewriter tor Impaired HcMHng or Speech 
383-7555 Baltimore Metro - 565-0451 D.c. Metro - 1-800-492-5062 Statewide Toll Free 

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



Mr.   Cuentin Remein 
Page. 2 

The development of the vari 
Cleverly comes as a direct resui 
volumes of U-turns necessitated 
.-nore unsafe than allowing contin 
cannot be applied to the situati 
Drive.  There is a limited numbe 
and a very small volume of U-tur 
median opening.  At Piping Rock 
Community indicates significant 
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ing providing limited access bet 
East Piping Rock Drive. 

ations in the median opening at 
t of the concern that the 
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uous left turns.  This analogy 
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flowing facility, higher 
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intersections, with the 
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1 Effects Report, we did not indicate 
rvice for a widened New Hampshire Avenue 
'-Build daily and peak hour traffic vol- 
ild 2015 volumes show smaller increases 
se the existing congestion tends to 
s.  After reconstruction into a'freer 
volumes associated with future land 
acted to this roadway.  The detailed 
ied on this project indicates most of the 
exception of Randolph Road, will operate 
service despite the increases in traffic 

Mr. Quentin Remein 
Page 3 

Early this spring, the team will meet with the Adninistrator 
to present their recommendations and discuss associated issues 
The issues you have provided will be given a thorough consider- 
ation in our decision process.  Via the project mailing list, you 
will be advised of the final decisions. 

I want to thank you for your interest in the highway devel- 
opment process as it relates to this project. .Please contact me 
or the Project Manager, Mr. Randy Aldrich if we can provide 
further assistance.  Mr. Aldrich's telephone number is 333-1139. 

Very truly yours. 

CYUt/ & fiJMtMo 

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

NJP/ih 

Mr. Michael Snyder 
Mr. Louis H. Ege, Jr. 

X 
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•^ 
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) he Widening c-f l-*fe>' 

Oear Sir: 

I hsve . been .a-resident of F-eachwooo for fourteen yesrs 
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It is the opinion o-f many Feachwood residents that. «"trono 
consideration -should be given to -opening the median ' at the 
intersection *o* New Hampshire and. "Pi pi no Foci 'and providino a 
signal light at the intersection. Without such access the 
improvements "to New -Ha.mpshire are Quest i on abl e •*'or resi cents o-f 
the Peachwood communitv. 

Si ncerei -. yours . 

Norffiari C. (jrody 
1 ^c 11 Mi st i. etoe Court 
Silver Sp r a no 11^ . . .^'-,il1'4 
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Maryland Department ofTransportation 
State Highway Administration Admimsiraior 

February 23, 1988 

Re:  Contract No. !! 525-101-371 
Maryland Route 650 
Randolph Road to Maryland Route 198 
PDMS Ho. 153337 

20904 

Mr. Norman C. Grody 
14812 Mistletoe Court 
Silver Spring, Maryland 

Dear Mr. Grody: 

This letter is in response to your correspondence of January 
24, 1988, pertaining to our project planning study on Maryland 
Route 650 (Mew Hampshire Avenue) between Randolph Road and 
Maryland Route 198.  I appreciate the comments you have provided 
about the Peachwood Community's access to and from southbound Hew 
Hampshire Avenue.  This matter was discussed at a team review 
meeting held on February 4, 1988.  We are evaluating the traffic 
operating characteristics associated with a median opening at 
Piping Rock Drive and whether limited access movements could be 
permitted across the median.  Even though such access would be 
less than our minimum spacing criteria due to the proximity of 
the opening at Relocated Good Hope Road, we agree it will be 
desirable to provide access for your community, provided other 
operational features of New Hampshire Avenue are not signifi- 
cantly worsened. 

Later this spring, our studies will be discussed and 
finalized with the Administrator.  Via the project mailing list, 
on which you are already enrolled, you will be advised of the 
final recommendations on this project. 

Thank you for your endorsement to widen New Hampshire 
Avenue.  Please contact me or the project manager, Hr: Randy 
Aldrich, if we can provide further assistance, 
telephone number is 333-1139. 

Very truly yours, 

Mr.   Aldrich's 

cna ^ ToJliXUv 

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

NJP/ih 

cc:  Mr. 
Mr. 

Michael Snyder 
Louis H. Ege, Jr. 

My telephone number is (301)- 
333-1110 

Teletypewriter tor Impelred Hoorlng or Speech 
383-7555 Brttlmor. Metro - 565-0451 D.C. Metro - 1-800-492-5062 Statewide Toll Free 

707 North Calvert  St.. Baltimore,  Maryland  21203-0717 
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W!LUF BROWK,  CPA 

1F.0?9 WrLLWOOD ROAD 
SUVtR SPRING, MD    20904 
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January ?5, 19Pf 

Mr. 'HeH  J.  Pedersen  .  r'rpctor 
Office of  Planning and Preliminary 

fnaineering 
Statp Highway.Administration 
707 North fa!vert Street 
Paltimore,  MP    ?1?0? 

Pe: Widening of Mew Hampshire Ave. 
(P.t. 650) Response to Location 
and Design Phase 

Oear Mr.  Pedersen: 

I am a  resident of the area,  and a  patron of the stores of t^/1^^1-^ 
shoppina area on New Hampshire Avenue      This shopping area is eonvenlent to ny 
home and offers a variety of aoods and services.     Its major grocery store. 
Sruo store, and hardware-feed"store are the only ones of their type serving 
Mew"Hampshire Avenue  north of Colesville Road. 

Your current road design specifies an unbroken '»«"" *J«»"?h *5'foree 
rloverly shopping area, which will ma^ access extremely difficult and force 
many to make dangerous U-turns. 

I   STPOI'CIY  PPOTFST  THF  OESIGN AS   H  STANPS.' 

^ EreaVs in the median or no median through the shopping area must be 
possible as is  the present design of New Hampshire Avenue south of Randolph 
Road at the Meadow Wood Shopping Center. 

At least one development of over ?00 homes   (Peachwood) on the east side 
of New Hampshire will   not be able to turn south on New Hampshire;  Snider and 
McNeil   Lanes will   face the same problem. ( 

Level of service intersection data, present and projected after the road 
i* huilt    indicate several  intersections at the same or worse levels of 
«rvi«      TM      s not the design we want for New Hampshire      New Hampshire 
Avenie is  in need of improve^nt. but  I  question whether this design actually 
H hist  for residents,  shoppers,  and merchants in the area      Please give 
consideration to my concerns and keep ne informed of your decisions in the 

matter. 

Sincerely, 

l^x^oJo-U^SMA^U 
Willie Prown, TPA 

cc:  Mr. Norman Christeller, Chairman 
Montgomery County Planning Board 

I ^ 
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ESSK 
Mary/andDepartment ofTransportatmn 
State Highway Administration 

February  23, 

^Hchai 
Sacretsry 

Hal Kassolf 
Adminiitrstor 

f(^^^^Hnor 

1988 

?.<•.:      Contract Mo. M 529-101-371 
Maryland Route 650 
Randolph Road to Maryland Route 198 
PDMS No. 153337 

20904 

Mr. Willie Brown, CPA 
15029 Wellwood Road 
Silver Spring, Maryland 

Dear Mr. Brown: 

This letter is in response to your recent correspondence 
pertaining to our project planning study on Maryland Route 650 
(Mew Hampshire Avenue) between Randolph Road and Maryland Route 
198.  I appreciate the comments you have provided regarding the 
effects the study alternatives may have on the Cloverly 
commercial area and the Peachwood Community.  This information 
was given a thorough consideration during our team review held on 
February 4, 1988.  In the Cloverly area we have developed some 
additional options which eliminate the impacts mentioned in your 
letter. 

First, we are investigating an alignment which has a right- 
of-way line on the east side of the proposed roadway that is 
common with the edge of the parking lot at the Cloverly Center. 
This will leave the center's number of parking spaces unchanged. 
More displacements along the west side of the proposed roadway 
are likely. 

Second, there are now two variations in the study 
alternatives which allow greater access through the proposed 
median.  One variation provides a continuous median opening 
between Cloverly Street and the south entrance to Cloverly 
Shopping Center.  The other variation proposes a five lane urban 
roadway through the Cloverly Commercial Area.  This center lane 
which provides continuous left turn access, would extend from 
Briggs Chaney Road to Snider Lane. 

Peachwood's access to southbound New Hampshire Avenue is 
being further evaluated.  A community proposal to provide a 
channelized median opening accessing only Piping Rock Drive east 
of New Hampshire Avenue is being reviewed by our traffic 
engineering staff. 

Early this spring, the project team will meet with the 
Administrator.  At'this meeting, we will present our recommenda- 
tions along with the associated issues.  Via the project mailing 
list, on which you have been enrolled, you will be notified of 
the final selections for New Hampshire Avenue. 

Mr. Willie Brown 
Page Two 

I want to thank you for your interest in the highway 
development process as it relates to this project.  Please 
contact me or the Project Manager, Mr. Randy Aldrich, if we can 
provide further assistance.  Mr. Aldrich's telephone number is 
333-1139. 

Very truly yours, 

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

NJP/ih 

Mr.   Michael   Snyder 
Mr.   Louis   H.   Ege,   Jr. 

My telephone number is (301 )_ 333-1110 

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

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

^ 



(This letter was  typed by Sllrt in order to be legible after printing). 

February 5,  1988 

Mr.   Randy Aldrich 
Project Manager for SHA 

Dear Sir, 

I am writing as President and Owner of Cleverly Hardware Service 
Agency also the two office buildings in Cleverly Center. Mr. Mines was 
the founder of Cloverly nearly 40 years ago. 

I was unable to attend the public hearing you held concerning the 
widening of Hew Hampshire Ave. I would like to go on record as opposing 
the plan the S.H.A. has made to put a median strip through Cloverly when 
they widen New Hampshire Ave. 

This will definitely effect the flow of traffic into and out of the 
Shopping Centers on both sides of the street, leaving no access to Cloverly 
Center from the North. How can you so such a thing? 

I am also convinced that since Cloverly St. is a dedicated street it 
should be left open to cross traffic as is Briggs Chaney Rd.  It will also 
cause more traffic to drive through the parking lots which would be dangerous 
for pedestrians, rather than using New Hampshire Ave. 

I would like to meet with you to see if there would be any alternate plan 
possible. 

>_. I am also the owner of a residence at 15730 H.H. Ave. i  have never 
r-o received notice of any of the hearings you have had on this project. Please 
•*=• put my name on your mailing list as Mary Ellen Hines 17821 Pond Rd. Ashton 

1 Md. 20861. 

If you would like to contact me please write to the above address or 
phone 301 774-4704 or 301 384-9200. 

Thank you. 

Sincerely 

Original signed by 

Mary Ellen Hines 



Maryland Department ofTransportation 
State Highway Administration 

Richatu H. n 
Secteiary 

Hal Kassolf 
Admimslrator 

February 25, lv)U:3 

Contract No. M 529-101-371 
Maryland Route 650 
Randolph Road to Maryland 
Route 193 
PDMS No.  1533.37 

I 

Ms. Mary Ellen nines 
17821 Pond Road 
Ashton, Maryland  20861 

near Ms. Mines: 

This letter is in response to your recent 
correspondence pertaining to our project planning study on 
Maryland Route 650 (New Hampshire Avenue) between Randolph 
Road and Maryland Route 193.  I appreciate the comments you 
have orovided as well as any effects the study alternatives 
may have on you.  This information will be given a thorough 
consideration in our development of a preferred alternative 
to recommend to the Administrator. 

In the Clovery area, we are investigating some 
variations of the proposed median which would allow greater 
access.  The first variation would provide a continuous 
median opening from Cloverly Street to the southern entrance 
to the Cloverly Center.  The second one would provide a five 
lane urban roadway with a oontinuous center turn lane.  This 
lane would begin at Briggs Clianey Road and extend through to 
Snider Lane. 

I regret not including you on our mailing list for the 
orojeot.  We have corrected our oversight.  I have enclosed 
^ copy of the public hearing brochure used at odr January 
hear i ng. 

I want to thank you for your interest in the highway 
development process as it relates to this project.  Please 
contact us again if we can provide further assistance or it 
you would like to schedule a meeting. 

My telephone number is 1301)- 

Teletypewriter lor Impaired Hearing or Speech 
383-7555 Baltimore Metro - 565-04 51 O.C. Metro - 1-600-492-5062 Statewide Toll Free 

707 North Calverl  SI.. Baltimore. Maryland  21203-0717 

Ms.   Mary   Ellen   Mines 
February   :*5,   1988 
Page  2 

by: 

Very   truly   yours , 

Louis   M.    F,;o,    .)r. 
Deputy  Director 
Project   Oevelopnent   Division 

Al d r i c h N 

Project   Man amir 

LHE:RCA :kw 

cc:     Mr.   Michael   Snyder 



(This T-tter was typed by 5HA in order to be legible after printing). 

STATE HIGHWAY  ADMINISTRATION 
miPRTIONS  AND/OR  COMMENTS 

Contract No. M 529-101-371 
PDMS No. 153337 

LOCATION/DESIGN PUBLIC HEARING 
Maryland Route 650 

Randolph Road to Maryland Route 198 
Wednesday, January 6, 1988 
Jotin. F,  Kennedy  High   School 
Original  signed by 
Charles H. Marcum DATr      2« ^b. 88 

NAME 
1312 11th Ave. 

P^TSe     ADDRESS  
Yuma „.«    Arizona Z,P CODE„    85364 

CITY/TOWN. 

I/We  wish  to  commo 

_STATE. 

„,  or  inqu.re  .boul  the  toll.wln,  ..p.ct.  o»  thl. proj.cl: 

_Jil±r».h„ anH  T  arP conrnrnnd  ^hont nur mthrr l   Mr-    Pitty Marrimi^-  

JL 14212 New Hampshire Ave.  Silver Snring, MH    ^nona      Mr^    Marnim rpsirips  

o? _uLn!!Lj1JJhU}j^1^
t "•"  1'"-»tBH ""^ thp h"1^1" hrt"rPn Spnn">nt'  T  ^ " 

Since Mrs.  Marcum is  retirPH and livp*  in a  nriiiitfi  rnridnnrn, wo wotfM 

like to obt^n more spec^ir information rnnrprninn rnnri rnnstnirtina-aml  

^^.n.^ont. ^ that wn minht fnnniilatp p1nn<r ;K tn tha futnrn of thr»  

existing residential   stnirt.nrp.  etc Ulnnin prnvidu  a  rosponin tn - — 

myself  and: 
Mr. Robert R. Marcum 

709 Hollywood Ave. 

Silver Soring, Md    20904 

n viewing  the  "Comp^— "^ A!tPrnatives" pane 7 of rinnwent djtgd _ 

jw^v P7, wP reouest a ciearenJiiterprptiitlnn of n-sldentlal-dladacanento, 

Thank you. Claries H. Marcum 

7=r7Z,<» add my/our namels) to Hi. Mailing List.* 

C3 Pleas, delete my/out  namels) Torn  the  Mailing  List.  

.Persons  v,ho have .oc-.ived  a  copy  ,.  .his  OtoctuKe  through  the m.i. are  aUeady 
on  the project  Mailing List. 



sSfJA ^M. 
/ ' 

Maryland Department ofTmnsportation 
State Highway Administration 

Richard H. Trainor 
Secretary 

Hal Kassoff 
Admmtsuaior 

April 5, 1988 

RE:  Contract No. M 529-101-371 
Maryland Route 650 - Randolph 
Road to Maryland Route 198 
PDMS No. 153337 

Mr. Charles H. Marcum 
1312 11th Avenue 
Yuma, Arizona  85364 

Dear Mr. Marcum: 

This letter is in response to your correspondence pertaining 
to our project planning study on Maryland Route 650 (New 
Hampshire Avenue) between Randolph Road and Maryland Route 198. 

Hamp 
Alte 
Segm 
curr 
siti 
requ 
acqu 
depi 
two 
Stat 
cont 
Post 
2077 

The house itself where your mother resides 
shire Avenue lies outside the right-of-way 
rnative 3 and Alternative 2, our preferred 
ents I and Segment II, respectively. I hav 
ent plan view of these alternatives. Becau 
on from one alternative to the other, preci 
irements have not been finalized. Both pla 
isition of some of your mother's property 
cts the most encompassing right-of-way requ 
alternatives. For information on procedure 
e Highway Administration to acquire right-o 
act Mr. Richard Ravenscroft.  Mr. Ravenscro 
Office Box 327, 9300 Kenilworth Avenue, Gr 

0.  His telephone number is 301-220-7455 

at 14212 New 
requirements for 
alternatives for 
e enclosed our 
se of the tran- 
se right-of-way 
ns require 
This plan view 
irements of the 
s used by the 
f-way, you should 
ft's address is 
eenbelt, Maryland 

Construction activities on New Hampshire Avenne are antici- 
pated to be underway by 1991.  Construction schedules for the 
proposed Intercounty Connector, which displaces your mother's 
home, are indefinite at this time.  Funds to build this roadway 
have not yet been approved. 

Mr. Charles H. Marcum 
April 5, 1988 
Page 2 

I want to thank you for your interest in the highway 
development process as it relates to this project.  Please 
contact us again if we can provide further assistance. 

by: 

Very truly yours, 

Louis H. Ege, Jr. 
Deputy Director 
Project Development Division 

•'//: 
/.:• 

Randy Aldrich 
Project Manager 

LHE:RCA:bh 
Attachment 

cc:  Mr. Michael Snyder 
M^. Robert R. Marcum (w/attach.) 
Mr. Richard Ravenscroft 

My telephone number is (301)_ 
333-1139 

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



I iOffi^^^ 

Maryland Department ofTransportation 
State Highway Administration 

Re: 

March   17,   1988 

Richard H. Trainer 

Hal Kassoff 
Admmislralor 

Contract !Io. M 529-101-371 
Maryland Route 650 
Randolph Road to Maryland r.oute 198 
PDMS Mo. 153J37 

Dr. John M. Vanyur, Ph.D. 
1245 Cavendish Drive 
Silver Spring, Maryland   20904 

Dear Dr. Vanyur: 

This letter is in response to your recent correspondence 
pertaining to our project planning study on Maryland Route C50 
(Nev Hampshire Avenue) between Randolph Road and Maryland Route 
198.  I appreciate your endorsement of our proposals to widen this 
roadway. 

Construction that will provide interim relief to the less 
than desirable traffic flows along New Hampshire Avenue in 
Colesville will begin later this year.  A developer is funding a 
special project to provide a five lane roadway between Randolph 
Road and Midland Road and a three lane roadway between Midland 
Road and Motley Road.  The center lane of these two sections of 
roadway will function as a center turn lane. 

As you requested. I have enrolled you on the mailing list we 
maintain for this project.  You will be advised of important 
milestones in our continuing development of this project. 

I want to thank you for your interest in the highway 
development process as it relates to this project.  Flease contact 
me or the project manager, Mr. Randy Aldrich, if we can provide 
further assistance.  Mr. Aldrich's telephone number is 333-1139. 

Very truly yours, 

OVU^ 0 fjJiaiM~ 

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

HJP/ih 

cc:      Mr.   Michael   Snyder 
Mr.   Louis  H.   Ege,   Jr. 

My telephone number is (3011_ 

Teletypewriter for Impaired Hearing or Sp-jech 
383-7555 Baltimore Metro - 565-0451 O.C. Metro - i-r>oo-492-506J Statewide Toll Free 

\ 
^ 

1245 Cavendish Drive 
Silver Spring, MD 20904 

Mr. Neil J. Pedersen, Dirfector 
Office of Planning and Preliminary Engineering 
State Highway Administration 
P.O. Box 717 
Baltimore, MD 21203-0717 

Dear Mr. Pedersen: 

r\3 
CO 

I 

I am writing to express my strong support for the proposed widening 
of New Hampshire Avenue (State P.oute 650) in Montgomery County and 
to request that I be placed or. the project's ir.ailing list. 

As a former resident of the states of Pennsylvania and California, 
I have always been impressed with the quality and maintenance of 
the highways in the state of Maryland compared to other states. 
However, the traffic situation at New Hampshire Avenue, where a six 
lane highway collapses into a two lane road, is unbearable. 

I urge you to take any actions feasible to relieve this situation 
that exists in Montgomery County.  I support the county assuming 
the responsibility of the project, if this will speed up the 
project's progress. 

T also support any temporary measures that can be taken to relieve 
the congestion at New Hampshire Avenue and Randolph Road.  One 
short-term solution may be to use shoulder area and create a third 
lane on New Hampshire Avenue.  This lane could be used as a 
southbound lane during the morning rush, a north bound lane during 
the evening rush and a neutral lane at other times. 

In recent years there have been a great deal of improvements made 
to the Route 29 corridor, but nothing for the residents along the 
New Hampshire corridor. It is time to address the needs of other 
parts of the county, and no highway has greater need of expansion 
than New Hampshire Avenue. , 

Thank you for any support and direction you can give in this 
matter. 

Sincerely, 

-•/  John M. Vanyv+t, Ph.D. 
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(T;VJ  i-tler was tyn»;d b/ SHA in order to be legible after printing). 
STATE  HIGHWAY  ADMINISTRATION 
QUEST IO KS  AND/OR  COMMENTS 

'.•cniract   Mo.   M   529-101-371 
I'DKS   NO.    153327 

LOCATIC'tl/OefilG?)   PUBLIC   HEAHINC 
Maryland Route 650 

R.ir.rt-lp'n   Rjfl'l   to  Maryland   Roi!te   198 
.-Joilnesday, January 6, 1988 

JQ'nn   f. 

KAME      

^BfNT"      ADOfiESS 

JQ'nn   f.   Kenn'J'iv   HiqH   School 
L'rininal  signo.i by 
S.-.it.ue!   Eng .DATE 

03/01/88 

i';305 Graaf Place. 

c-iV.rv-  <;r,riin          ^T.TF    Maryland ZIP  CODE 20904 

C.ITY/TOWH_iiL-.£!-^2^-1-n^ ST A I t 1  

,/W*  *iSh  .e^omm.intjMnquW.    .t.eut   .he  tollowlng  aspects  ct  thl. proloc. 

"T^^^MvoJurtherJnlia^ 

(Mew (iompshir^ Ave.)Jlorth of Randolph Rd.     Sotni» information vnll  be... 

7nnr..rninqrhfi_sstii'ijti;d dates of starting  ^nd rmnplptinn nrn.i£Ci&.— 

"*    ,    ,  TH also lite  '"^^ati"" ••pgarriinn thp oronn<;pd trarts nf-land 

tiit ars-ieguired.farj:heJnter_County Connector.     P1ease_senime  

^^infn^iiiir^ii^-thU nr"1ect a1so- Se"d infoniiatior' regarding- 
t.ie prnpnc.p<) dates of start and completion, _ —• 

£3  p|8a7^  add  my/our_nam»U) lo  tfte Mailing List.* 

I—| ?|eaae  deieto  my/our  namals) Ircm  tho Mailing Llst^ 

• Persons  who have 
on  irte  pioioct  wailing  i.ir.i 

7B~c"oi-/«d  a  copy  ol  this  Brochure throuQh  !na mail  are  already 

/Sr/VLcr/' 
S- 

>    Maryland Department of Transportation 
State Highway Administration 

Richard H 

Hal Kassoll 
Aurmnislialor 

March   29,    1988 

RE:      Contract   Mo.   529-101-37 1 
Maryland   Koutc-   6 50 
Randolph   Road   co   Maryland 
Route   198 
PDMS   No.   153337 

Mr.   Saratiel   Eng 
15305 Craaff Place 
Silver Spring, Maryland 20904 

Dear Mr. Eng: 

This letter is in response to your recent correspondence 
pertaining to our project planning study on Maryland Route 650 (Mew 
Hampshire Avenue) between Randolph Road and Maryland Route 198. 
Funds to reconstruct and widen New Hampshire Avenue are contained 
within our Draft Consolidated Transportation Program.  We anticipate 
commencing construction by the end of 1992.  It will take about two 
years to complete the project. 

Information on the proposed tntercounty Connector is not as 
easy to supply.  Segments of it are funded for construction while 
others are still being studied. 

Please contact us again with a specific location along the 
Intercounty Connector so we can supply construction dates and 
alignment requirements. 

Very truly yours 

Louis   H.   Ege,   Jr. 
Deputy   Director 
Project   Development   Division 

By: 
Ranch'   fOTrTcE       ^     ' 
Pr. 

:h 
Manager 

1.11 E: RCA: vv 
cc:      Mr.   Mich.eal   Snyder 

My telephone number is (30t)_ 
333-1 139 

Teletypowfller for Impaired Hearing or  Speech 
383-7555  aalllmore Melro   -  BliS-CMM IJ.C Metro  -  1-80O-492-5O6L'  Statewide   Toll  Free 

/07   llorlh  Cnlvert   -Jt.,   Baltlmoro.   Maryland   21203-07 17 \ 

NT 



CO o 
i 

S0Bi HI^BB^  A[fP£TR 
^1)ESTI0^4S  AHD/OH  COMME ̂ ^P 

NAME 

Contract   No.   M  529-101-37] 
POf.S   Mo.    1 53 3 3 7 

LOCATIOM/DESIGH PUBLIC HEARING 
Maryland Route 650 

Randolph Road to Maryland Route 198 
Wednesday, January 6, 1988 
.John F. Kennedy High School 

Original signed by 
Maxine Lewack .DATE   WAS 

PLEASE    .nnnrit       1C14 Pea<:ock 1-A 
PRINT ADDRESS^  

.,TYfT^u   Silver  Spring STATE. MD .ZIP  CODE. 20904 

WWe wish to commen.  or loqu.re  about  Ih.  lollowlng aapects of this prolec.: 

This project is  incredihlv overdue.    Randolph M in this area has  

become an elpng^Pri narking  in* '^ -^ thr proposed changes don't 

seem like enough correction. 

•  Please add my/our name.s) lo th« Mailing List.' 

I—I pieaaeTelele my/our namels) Irom  lh« Mailing LUI 

• Persons who have received  a copy 
on  Iho project  Mailing List. 

ol  this  brochure through the mail are already 

Maryland Department ofJfansportatwn 
State Highway Administration 

pard ) 
Secrelkry 

Hal Kassoll 
AdministtOtor 

March 24,   1988 

RE:     Contract:  No.   M 529-101-371 
Maryland   Route  650 
Randolph   Road   to  Maryland 
Route   198 
PDMS  No.      153337 

Ms. Maxine Lewack 
1614 Peacock Lane 
Silver   Spring,   Maryland 

Dear  Ms.   Lowack: 

20904 

This letter Is In response to your recent correspondence 
pertaining to our project planning study on Maryland Route 650 
(New Hampshire Avenue) between Randolph Road and Maryland Route 
198.  1 appreciate your support for the project. 

Please contact us again If we can provide further 
assistance. 

Very truly yours. 

By: 

Louis   H.   Ege,   Jr. 
Deputy   Director 
Project   Development   Division 

?Z.J)M p. UL-P 
Randy   Aid rich 
Project  Manager 

LHE:RCA:vlt 
cc:  Mr. Michael Snyder 

My telephone number is (301 )_ 
333-1 139 

Teletypewriter for Impaired Hearing or Speech 
383-7555 Baltimore Metro - 565-0451 D.C. Metro - 1-800-492-5002 Statewide Toll Free 

707  North  Calvert   St..  Baltimore.   Maryland   21203-0717 
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(This letter was typed by SHA in order to be leqible after printing). 
STATE  HIGHWAY  ADMINISTRATION 
QUESTIONS  AND/OR  COMMENTS 

Contract   No.   M  529-101-371 
PDMS  No.   1533 37 

LOCATION/DESIGN PUBLIC HEARING 
Maryland Route 650 

Randolph Road to Maryland Route 198 
Wednesday, January 6, 1988 
Joiin   F.   Kennedy  High  School 
Original   signed by 
James Ray Martin DATE. March 1,  1988 

NAME 

PLEASE 
PRINT 

ADDRESS. 
909 Windmill  Lane 

Md .ZIP  CODE 
20904 

l/We  w 

CITY/TOWN.  Sn"er  W* STATE. 

,.„  ,o  comm.n,  or Inquire  about  the  to.low.nfl  a.pec,. -.1  thl. prelect: 

1   think New Hampshire meeds  to be *idpnpd a*  snon as nnssihlft T  havp.. 

lived here  for 11 years,  every day there are building new homes or new 

businesses  but we are not doing anything about our roads.—T  DrtY tflXPS in. 

Montgomery County and pay State and Federal  Tavps and wniilri  lilrr tn Irnnw 

why we can't do anything flhpllt wdenlnq nnr rnfiris •  

CJ 
J  Plsase  add  my/our  namels) to  me Mailing  List.* 

I—| piease  delete my/our  namels! tfom  the  Mailing List. 

.Person,  wno have  received  a  copy  of  this  brochure  through  the  mail are  already 

on   the  oroject   Marling  List. 

Maryland Department ofTransportation 
State Highway Administration 

Richiiii' 
Suutil.n . 

Hal Kii- 

April   5,    19S8 

Re:  Contract Mo. II 529-101-371 
Maryland Route 650 
Randolph Road to Maryland Routt 
PDMS Ho. 153337 

lO. 

Mr. James R. Martin 
909 Windmill Lane 
Silver Spring, Maryland  20904 

Dear Mr. Martin: 

This letter is in response to your recent correspondence 
pertaining to our project planning study on Maryland Route 650 
(Mew Hampshire Avenue) between Randolph Road and Maryland P.outc- 
198.  I appreciate your endorsement to widen this roadway. 

The reconstruction of Hew Hampshire Avenue is being financ-J. 
entirely with State funds.   Financing a roadway project without 
Federal funds simplifies and speeds up the necessary approvals. 
We h^ve a schedule that anticipates construction beginning by 
1991.  If negotiations with Montgomery County are fruitful, they 
will assume responsibility for the proj.-ct and begin construct i oi. 
a year earlier. 

I want to thank you for your interest in the highway 
development process as it relates to this project.  Please contac 
us again if we can provide further assistance. 

Very truly yours, 

Louis H. Ege, Jr. 
Deputy Director 
Project Development Division 

by: <ri~. .S/n**- nre 
Randy   Aldrich 
Project   Mtiiiagut* 

LHE/RCA/ih 

cc:  Mr. Michael Snyder 

My telephone number is (301)- 

Telotypewrlter tor Impaired Hearing or Speech 
383-75S5 Baltimore Metro - 565-0.51 DC. Metro - 1 •U00-492-S062 Stalewlde  Toll Frn,- 

J01   North  Calvurt   SI.,   bultlmore.   Maryland   21203-0717 

\ 
^ 



"STATTHIGHWAY ADSTTNTSTRffffN      ^WpJHif". 
QUESTIONS  AND/OR COMMENTS oEVELOPM^ 
— .1   i   '•" i^^^^^si"     •"   ' " y i M ^ • *' * 

Contract No. »   529-101-371 »  iQ  H) 1,3 |\H'68 
PLiMS No. 1S3337 M*  lU 

LOCATION/DESIGH PUBLIC HEARING 
Maryland Route 650 

Randolph Roan to Maryland Route 198 
Wednesday, January 6, 1988 
Jonn F. Kennedy High School 

NAME fj (./--';• 
LV   ^   A^ 'f^       onE^/'/ff 

PLEASE     .nnRFSS Z^L^i^-kL.   ^  
PRINT "" , . .-^sT)<?Si4/' 

<'/ .ICC. ^I* ^TATE_/2lZX—ZIP  COOZ      C   '    y 
CITYJTOWH -^l' l'f-1—-•*'•- I y ATt u-^i 

. «  .hniiWhB followlno aspects  ol  this proioct: I/We wish lo comment or Inquire abourtne ioiiowma * = *  _  

PROPOSED PLANS ARE: 

... M ,rt-i h.-ohwav will reduce access to the two shopping 
;;:t;r..

-1t:i ;...:!«. itli!.-.. S...-., sUper.,r,et, and other 
businesses in Clo»erly. 

C! overly F:d m order to turn on to Snyder M. 

r^^irir^cr-if-ris. i.';.?.'.,..:; on s.,u.-.t .... 

TO MAKE A FIFTH LANE FOR TURNING ^T
S^E^

W
THEN REDuCE THE SPEED LIMIT 

RD NORTH.  IF CONCERN EXISTS FOR OUR SAFETY T   REDlJIREr1ENTS FOR THE 
ACCORDINGLY.  THIS RECOMMENDATION WILL MEET ^ ALSO REDUCE THE 

„.  ,  .,„,   lF ,OU H,:,VL ANV lJUESTIOH3 CONCERNING f.NV OF MY STATEMENTS 

'"".iit FEt-i. FW.F. TO CMI.I. OP WHITE ME. 
^(."'"'fcVl'WrtRD   D.    HJRICH. 

I—| pieata delete my/our  namel»> " 

• Persons who have received  a copy 
on the project  Mailing List. 

ur  namelsl Irom the Mailing Lilt. 
ol this  brochure through  the mail are  already 

V 
$ 



ctfiij/^Y    Maryland Department ofTransportation 
~> /     •     State Highway Administration 

Richard H. Trainor 
Sucroiorv 

Hal Kassoff 
Administrator 

Dr. Edward D. Purich 
April 4, 1988 
Page 2 

April 4, 1988 

RE:  Contract No. M 529-101-371 
Maryland Route 650 - Randolph 
Road to Maryland Route 198 
PDMS No. 153337 

I want to thank you for your interest ir the highway devel- 
opment process as it relates to this project. Please contact u; 
again if we can provide further assistance. 

Very truly yours, 

Louis H. Ege, Jr. 
Deputy Director 
Project Development Division 

CO 

Dr. Edward D. Purich 
15500 Gallaudet Avenue 
Silver Spring, Maryland 20904 

Dear Dr. Purich: 

This letter is in response to your recent correspondence 
pertaining to our project planning study on Maryland Route 650 
(Hew Hampshire Avenue) between Randolph Road and Maryland Route 
198.  I appreciate the comments you have provided as well as any 
effects the study alternatives may have on your property.  This 
information will be given a thorough consideration in our selec- 
tion of a recommended alternative to reconstruct this roadway. 

In Segment II of the study, which extends from the proposed 
Intercounty Connector to Maryland Route 198, Alternative 2 is oar 
preferred alternative.  This alternative provides a four .lane 
divided roadway with shoulders along each side.  Through the 
commercial area at Cleverly, we are investigating a five lane 
undivided roadway.  This roadway, which would extend from Briggs 
Chaney Road to Snider Lane, would provide a continuous left turn 
lane allowing full access to the commercial area.  This roadway 
would not displace parking at any of the area's shopping 
facilities.  If shoulders are used in lieu of outside curbing, it 
may displace some of the structures along the west side of New 
Hampshire Avenue. 

We have no plans to make Gallaudet Avenue a through roadway. 
This roadway falls under Montgomery County's jurisdiction.  I 
recommend you contact the Maryland-National Capital Park and 
Planning Commission in Silver Spring to obtain the status of this 
roadway.* 

by: 
/' 

Randy Aldrich 
Project Manager 

LHE:RCA:bh 
cc:  Mr. Michael Snyder 

My telephone number is (301)_ 
333-1139 

Teletypewriter tor Impaired Hearing or Speech 
383-7555  Baltimore Metro  -  565-0451 O.C. Metro -  1-800-49 2-5062 Statewide   Toll  Freo 

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

* 



(This letter was typed by SHA in order to be legible after printing). 
STATE  HIGHWAY  ADMINISTRATION 
QUESTIONS  AND/OR  COMMENTS 

Contract   No.   M   529-101-371 
PDMS   No.    153337 

LOCATION/DESIGN PUBLIC HEARING 
Maryland Route 650 

Randolph Road to Maryland Route 198 
Wednesday, January 6, 1988 
John F. Kennedy High School 
Original signed by 
Oudy M.  Sykes DATE. 

3/1/88 
NAME 

ft""     ADDRESS. 

15017    Whitegate Road 

Colesville .STATE. 
Md .ZIP  CODE- 

20904 
CITY/TOWN_ 

,,•.„•.. th. following aspects ol this prolect: 
l/We wish to commont or Inquire  about the loMOwmg P  

Question 
What are the plans and/o- prnrpdwres to redurp t.hP expected _ 

Co 

i 

CD Please  delele my/our  namets) Irom  the Mailing List. 

• Persons  who havo received  a  copy  o 
on   the  projeel   Mailing  Lisl. 

I  this  brochure through  the mail are  alreatly 

Maryland Department ofTransportation 
State Highway Administration 

j 

Richard H 
Sticteia»v 

Hal Kassoft 
Adminisiiaioi 

April 4, 1988 

RE:  Contract Mo. M 529-101-371 
Maryland Route 650 - Randolph 
Road to Maryland Route 198 
PDMS No. 153337 

Ms. Judy M. Sykes 
15017 Whitegate Road 
Colesville, Maryland 20904 

Dear Ms. Sykes: 

This letter is in response to your recent correspondence 
pertaining to our project planning study on Maryland Route 650 
{New Hampshire Avenue) between Randolph Road and Maryland Route 

198. 

In our study, we examined 
determined future noise levels 
Road, the existing level is 66 
69 dBA. Since this future lev 
Administration's Noise Abateme 
further analysis. We will be 
the Whitegate Road portion of 
evaluate the cost effectivenes 
Final design activities are sc 

the existing noise levels and 
Behind your home on Whitegate 

dBA.  This level will increase to 
el exceeds the Federal Highway 
nt Criteria, the site qualifies for 
performing additional studies along 
the project during final design to 
s of an earthen berm or barrier, 
heduled to begin later this year. 

Thank you for your interest in the highway development 
process as it relates to this project.  Please contact us again 
if we can provide further assistance. 

Very truly yours, 

Louis H. Ege, Jr. 
Deputy Director 
Project Development Division 

by: M^ /i 
•-K Vv; 

Randy Aldrich 
Project Manager 

LHE:RCA:bh 
cc:  Mr. Michael Snyder 

My telephone number is (301) 3-33—-1-1-39  

Teletypewriter tor Impaired Hearing or Speech 
383-7555 Baltimore Metro - 565-0451 D.C. Metro - l-BOO-492-50G2 Statewide  Toll Freel 

707  North  Calverl   St.,  Baltimore.  Maryland  2 120 •)-", 1/ 

\ 



NAME 

STATE HIGHWAY  ADMIN1S I HATi' 
OMP^TIONS   AND/OB   COMMENTS 

contract   No.   M   529-101-371 
PDKS rlo. 153337 

LOCATION/DESIGN PUBLIC HEARING 
Maryiand Route 650 

R,wlol;.h Read to Maryland Route 19B 
Wednesday, January 6, 19B8 
John F. Kennedy High School 

Oriqinal signed by 
Ronald L. Buchanan^  

\» ' 

.   t^f^m^   MaiYlanduepan 

_DATE_i^§§  

PLEASE 
PRINT 

14220 North Gate Drive 
ADDRESS. 

CITY/TOWN 
Silver Spring       STATE_ Md. .ZIP CODE- 

20906 

mman.  or inqu.re  about the .o.lowlnn aspect. .1  thl. prol.cl: 
I/We wish to comment  or inquire .  

We wish to know: 

n    |f n„r nrnprr^y >* •^* m """ "li11  h<>- 
t.akpn   fat  intersection of Cap May, 

_EsnilanL^llU_(bricLCaCeJ^dl_  
TT^TtgnTwhPn.  approximately will we receive 

a price and expect settlement. 

en 
i 

• Persons  who have rece.v 
on  the project  Mailing List 

eived  a copy  ol this  b 
iochur. through the mail are  already 

^ylandTJepahmei^^anspWtMn 
State Highway Administration 

March  25, 

Richard H. Trainor 

Hal Kassolf 
Admmislralof 

1988 

RE: Contract  No.   H  529-101-371 
Maryland   Route  650 
Randolph   Road   to  Maryland 
Route   198 
PDMS  No.   153337 

Mr.   Ronald  L.   Buchanan 
14220   North  Gate   Drive „„„.. 
Silver  Springs,   Maryland     20904 

Dear Mr.   Buchanan: 

This   letter   is   in   response   to  your   """^^^"650   (New pertalninr,   to  our   project  planning  study  on^aryland   Route t^   l^ 
Hampshire Avenue  between  Randolph  Road   and  "^^ transition 
property  at  14214   ^w Hampshire  Avenue  iu,  ^^^r^

e
Mternativcs 

ixrszsi*. \Tc::srt\rhi s:^^«« P-^ right-of-way 
requirements   have  not  been   finalized. 

These  requirements   should  be  consistent with  the  proposed 
right-of-way  line depicted  on  these  plans.     ^ el "cquis icion of  the 
wilening  of  New Hampshire  Avenue will not  ^ ^_u|ly  agents 
h„!ri%rcyo0ntracPtri0nPgeyoyu-abBoyutthacqeunidst0ion  of   Ic/of   your   frontage 
along  New  Hampshire  Avenue. 

As  you can  see  from  these  plans     the*  event   .,-construction of 
che  oroDosed  Intercounty  Connector  will displace  this  "orae. 
to construct  this  roadway have  not  yet been  approved  and 
construction  schedules-and   indefinite  this  time. 

I   want   to   thank  you* for  your   t
1""^»C_^.^*.hl^^e  contact 

development  process  as   it  relates   to  this  project, 
us   again   it  we  can  provide  further  assistance. 

Very  truly   yours, 

Louis  H.   Ege.   Jr 
Deputy  Director 
Project  Development 

By: 
Randy  Aldrich 

Division :t   DevelopmeriL   urvio 

Project  Manager 

LHE:RCA:vw 
cc:     Mr.   Micheal  Snyder 

My telephone number is (301 )_ 
333-1 139 

383-7555 Baltlm 

Teletypewriter lor Impaired Hearing or  Speech 
nore Metro - 565-0451 O.C. Metro - '-"»-" VJOJ-O?,? 
707  North  Cal.ert   St..  Baltimore.  Maryland   21203   0717 

owlde Toll Free 

& 



^TA'SHGHWHBOMIIBHATI(I 
QUESTIONS AND/OR COMMENTS 

NAME 

Com r.ict   No.   M   529-101-371 
PDMS   No.    15 3.137 

LOCATION/DESIGN PUBLIC HEARING 
Maryland Route 650 

Randolph woaii to Maryland Route 198 
Wednesday. January 6, 1988 
John r. Kennedy High School 
Original signed by 

Frank P. 4 Charlotte Goldbach  .DATE 3/2/88 

PLEASE    .nnccoo    701 HcMeil  Lane 
PRINT ADDRESS  

CITY/TOWN 
Silver Spring  STATE. MD .ZIP  CODE. 

20904 

l/We wish to comme nt  or Inquire  about  the following aapects  ot this project: 

Question:    How will   the property on the South-East r^nrnpr nf New Hamnshirp AVP 

and  McNeil   lane  bp  nffprtpd  and  hv  hnw murh? — 

C3  Please add my/our namels) to the Mailing List.* 

CD Please delete my/our namels) Irom the Mailing List. 

• Persons  who  have received  a  copy  of  t 
on  Ihe proiecl  Mailing  List. 

I this  brochure through  the mail are already 

Maryland Department ofTransportatron 
State Highway Administration 

Secraiary 

Hal Kascoff 

. Tral 

March   24,    1988 

RE:  Contract No. M 529-101-371 
Maryland Route 650 
Randolph Road to Maryland 

. Route 198 
PDMS No.  153337 

Mr. and Mrs. Frank P. Goldback 
701 McNeil Lane 
Sliver Spring, Maryland  2090A 

Dear Mr. and Mrs. Goldback: 

This letter Is In response to your recent correspondence 
pertaining to our project planning study on Maryland Route 650 
(New Hampshire Avenue) between Randolph Road and Maryland Route 
198. 

Your home lies within Segment II.  In this Segment, our 
preferred alternative proposes reconstructing the roadway with 
four travel lanes, a median, and outside shoulders.  This 
Improvement requires 124 feet of right-of-way and will require 
acquisition of approximately 10 feet from your New Hampshire 
Avenue frontage.  Also, due to the proximity of McNeil Lane to 
the recommended center turn lane extending from Briggs Chaney 
Road to Snider Lane, it is not possible to provide a median 
opening at McNeil Lane. 

I want to thank you for your interest in the highway 
development process as It relates to this project.  Please 
contact us again if we can provide further assistance. 

Very truly yours, 

Louis H. Ege, Jr. 
Deputy Director 
Project Development Division 

Randy Aldrich^ Randy 
Project   Manager 

LHE:RCA:vlt 
cc:  Mr. Michael Snyder 

My telephone number is (301) 333-1 139  

Teletypewriter tor Impaired Hearing or Speech 
'83-7555 Baltimore Metro - 565-0451 D.C. Metro -  1-800-402-5062 Statewide  Toll Free 

707  North Calvert  St., Baltimore, Maryland  21203-07 17 



Ihis 

NAME 

STATE  HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION 
QUESTIONS  AND/OR  COMMENTS 

Contract. No. M 529-101-371 
PDMS No. 1533 37 

LOCATION/DESIGN PUBLIC HEARING 
Marj'lanci   Route   650 

Randolph   Road   to   Maryland   Route   198 
Wednesday,   January  6,   1988 

Jofm   r.   Kennedy   High   School 
Original   signed by 

Ming Hah Lew ,  

ntin' 

n.-re   3-2-1988 

PLEASE 
PRINT 

^npRpgc;      13201  Autumn Drive 

/"ITVITOWM   Colesville _3TATE. JkL  ZIP CODE_129Q4_ 

I/We wish to comment or Inquire about the following aspects o< this protect: 

I  am a  property owner along Mew Hampshire /We.  at Colpsvillp. 

1 wish this  project  to start to work as soon as possible and 

I wish to have the update information.  

-^l 
i 

C]  Please  add my/ouf  name(s) to the Mailing Lisl.« 

CD Please delete my/our namelsl trom  the Mailing  List. 

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

Maryland Department ofTransportation 
State Highway Administration 

^^;vc-^^ 

Richard H. Traino 
Sscrenry 

Hal Kassoff 
Administrator 

April 4, 1988 

RE:  Contract No. M 529-101-371 
Maryland Route 650 - Randolph 
Road to Maryland Route 198 
PDMS No. 153337 

Mr. King Wah Lew 
13201 Autumn Drive 
Colesville, Maryland 20904 

Dear Mr. Lew: 

This letter is in response to your recent correspondence 
pertaining to our project planning study on Maryland Route 650 
(New Hampshire Avenue) between Randolph Road and Maryland Route 
198.  I appreciate your recommendation to reconstruct this road- 
way as soon as possible.  We are negotiating with Montgomery 
County Department of Transportation to allow them to assume 
responsibility for this project.  If fruitful, we anticipate 
construction could begin about one year before our own con- 
struction start date of late 1991. 

Thank you for your interest in the highway development. 
process as it relates to this project.  Please contact us a<jain 
if we can provide further assistance. 

Very truly yours, 

Louis K. Ege, Jr. 
Deputy Director 
Project Development Division 

by: J; 'JL //•c 
^/'^tv- 

Randy Aldrich 
Project Manager 

_C-jrH. 

LHE:RCA:bh 
cc:  Mr. Michael Snyder 

333-1139 
My telephone number is (301 )_ 

Teletypewriter for lmpfltre£ Hrfarlng or Speech 
363-7555 Baltimore Metro  -  565-0451 DC. Mntro  -   1-600-492-5062  Statewide   Toll  Free 

707   North  Calvert   St..   Baltimore.   Maryland   21203-07 17 



(T 

NAME 

ter HB/ped BHI''> inflH to VHlb1e HA- 
STATE  HIGHWAY   ADM1MISTRATION 
QUESTIONS   AND/OR  COMMENTS 

Contract No. »  579-101-371 
t'DMS No. 1S3337 

t.OTATICN/nr.SICJN   fUDLIC   HEARING 
Maryl.ina   Route   650 

Pandolph   Road   to  Maryland   Route   193 
Wednesday,   January   6,   1988 
John   F.   Kennedy  High  School 
Original  signed by 
Nicola Pascale   DATE. 3-2-88 

PLEASE 
PRINT 

ADDRESS. 
13801 Hew Hampshire Avenue 

CITY/TOWN. 
Colesville        STATE       Maryland      ZIP CODE. 

20904 

l/We  wish  to comment  or Inquire  a 

1. 

bout the followlno aspects ol thlaprolect: 

when is the actual  road cop^nirtion nninn to bfiflin flnri pncl? 

If there are not goind to he any new traffic signals, may I juggest- 

nn. at Orchard u-y .nH Hew Hampshire or Hohbs Dr. and New Hampshire, 

and definitely one on Mntley Rd.  and N°" Hampshire Ave  

4. The widening of the  road will  prnhablv increase the amounf of litter 

that is already being thrown on my front yard, it would he nice if the. 

jtate would do son«th1na_to_cor"'-'- *"',  ("•"• m;'vhp- hnilding fl fence- 

or take some other strict measure to cure this problem), because I'm  

sick and tired of picking other people's trash,—_ _ .  

ETp^Tase add my/ou'  namels) to the Mailing  List.' 

• Please delete my/our  namels) Itom  the Mailing List. 

• Persons  who ha 
on  the project  Mailing List 

;,  received  a  copy  ot  this  brochure through  the mail  are  already 

£ 



U. i.w ?U 
Mary/and Department ofTransportatwn 
State Highway Administration 

Richard H. Trainor 
Secretary 

Hal Kassoff 
Administrator 

Ms. Nicola Pascale 
April 4, 1988 
Page 2 

April i.    1988 

RE:  Contract No. M 529-101-371 
Maryland Route 650 - Randolph 
Road to Maryland Route 198 
PDMS No. 153337 

Ms. Nicola Pascale 
13801 New Hampshire Avenue 
Colesville, Maryland 20904 

Dear Ms. Pascale: 

This letter is in response to your recent correspondence 
pertaining to our project planning study on Maryland Route 650 
(New Hampshire Avenue) between Randolph Road and Maryland Route 
198.  I appreciate the comments you have provided.  This 
information will be given a thorough consideration in our study. 

_,     Our Draft 1989-1995 Consolidated Transportation Program, 
j jhich provides the funding for all of Maryland's transportation 
3 projects, anticipates a construction start by the end of 1991. 
Construction will take about two years to complete.  We are 
currently negotiating with Montgomery County Department of 
Transportation to allow them to assume responsibility for this 
project.  If fruitful, construction could begin about one year 
earlier. 

gutter.  Our district maintenance crews make periodic rounds to 
clear debris from roadways with curbs.  However, the basic 
problem, as I'm sure you are aware, is that the litterers are 
disregarding the law. 

Thank you for your interest in the highway development 
process as it relates to this project.  Please contact us again 
if we can provide further assistance. 

Very truly yours, 

Louis H. Ege, Jr. 
Deputy Director 
Project Development Division 

by: MA 
RandV Aldrich 
Project Manager 

LHE:RCA:bh 
cc:  Mr. Michael Snyder 

At this time, we cannot comment on the availability of 
additional traffic signals.  During the final design process, 
which is scheduled to begin later this year, all of the inter- 
sections within the limits of the project will be examined to 
ietermine if there will be sufficient traffic to warrant a 
traffic signal.  Signals will only fc* installed at locations 
•/here traffic volumes meet or exceed nationally accepted 
•Mtrants.  Also, after the facility opens, we will monitor all 
intersections to identify any unforeseen trouble spots. 

Also during the final design process, we will develop a 
comprehensive landscaping plan for the roadway.  We do not 
foresee any fencing being included in this plan. 

For the roadway at your property, we are recommending 
Mternative 3.  This alternative, which provides a six lane 
fivided roadway, will have curbs and a sidewalk along each side. 
iome of the litter which is thrown will be contained by the 

My telephone number is (301 )_ 333-1139 

Teletyoewrlter tor Impaired Hearing or Speech 
383-7555  Baltimore Metro   -  565-0451 DC. Metro  -  1-800-492-5062  Statewide   Toll  Free 

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

\ 

3 



STATE  HIGHWAY  ADMINISTRATION 
QUESTIONS   AND/OR   COMMENTS 

Contracf   No.   M  579-101-371 
PUMS   No.    i!>3317 

LOCATION/DESKJN I'UBLIC HEARING 
Maryland Route 650 

Randolph Koad to Maryland Route 198 
Wednesday, January 6, 1988 
John   F. Kennedy High School 

Original signed by 
M.   W.   Snider 

NAME 
.DATE. 3-2-08 

PLFASE    .nnocQc     14320 New Hampshire Ave. 
PRINT ADDRESS. — 

Md. .ZIP  CODE- 
20904 

ctTYfT"'""   Silver  SoHnQ STATE. 

„we  wish  lo  comment  or  Inaulre  about  the  .ollowlng  aspecta  ot  this prolect: 

We aonreciate the work and  study  that  is nninn  intn thU  nrnjprt 

We like  to  be  inf^rm^ri  and  if WP ran hp1p "" '''i11   tm tn rin rn 

Thank you. 

M. W. Snider 

jdd my/our  namels) to  the Mailing list.* 

Cl"] Please delete my/our  namels) Irom  the Mailing  List. 

.Person,  who have received  a  copy  ol  this  brochure  through  the mail are  already 

on  the project  Mailing List. 

^^      -/^^.'X-6^^ 

Maryland Department ofTransportatmn 
State Highway Administration 

Richcrd H. Trainor 
Secret aiv 

Hal Kassoff 
Admimvitalor 

April 4, 1988 

RE:  Contract No. M 529-101-371 
Maryland Route 650 - Randolph 
Road to Maryland Route 198 
PDMS No. 153337 

Mr. M. W. Snider 
14320 New Hampshire Avenue 
Silver Spring, Maryland 20904 

Dear Mr. Snider: 

This letter is in response to your recent correspondence 
pertaining to our project planning study on Maryland Route 650 
(New Hampshire Avenue) between Randolph Road and Maryland Route 
198.  I appreciate the comments you have provided.  Your name is 
currently on our project mailing list to receive future notices 
concerning this project. 

I want to thank you for your interest in the highway devel- 
opment process as it relates to this project. Please contact us 
again if we can provide further assistance. 

Very truly yours, 

Louis H. Ege, Jr. 
Deputy Director 
Project Development Division 

by: </ v- .<-- -. 

Randy Aldrich 
Project Manager 

LHE:RCA:bh 
cc:  Mr. Michael Snyder 

My telephone number is (30t )_ 
333-1133 

Teletypewriter lor Impaired Hearing or Speech 
383-7555 Baltimore Metro - S6S-0«5t D.C. Metro - i-600-4<>2-5032 Statewide Toll Free 

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

^ 



(This Utter was typed by SHA in order to be legible after printing). 

NAME 

STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION 
rmPRTIONS  AND/OR  COMMENTS 

Contract  No.   H   529-101-371 
PDMS No. 153337 

LOCATION/DESIGN PUBLIC HEARING 
Maryland Route 650 

Randolph Road to Maryland Route 198 
Wednesday, January 6, 1988 
joiin F. Kennedy High School 
Original signed by 

Bvong H Voo . •  .DATE 
3/2/88 

PtE.^SE ADDRESS 
15504 New Hampshire Ave. 

PRINT 

clTY/TOWNil2-^±HL—STATE M   CODE_M_ 

.we w,h ,. co^en^oMn^^abo^^ 

station.   

"17~^T~7^r^r77^;i- - <»»*- ^"hw'v- trvl^ve Citgg^asj^arking 

-l^V^^7^^T7a center ^Tyo.. widen the New Hamgshirejve,  

T^est to^akej^aigh^extention of Briggsjhan.y Road throygh jirchard  

^^^r~^^^«r a"d efficim^a^B^m^^oks 

more sense. 

/our name(s) Irom the Mailing List I—| please delete my 

.Persons  who have receiver)  a  copy 
on  the project  Mailing  List. 

ol  this  brochure  through  the mail are  already 

V 

$ 



5ivy/A^-    Maryland Department ofTransportation 
-t^Jyi/     State Highway Administration 

Richard H. Trainor 
Secretary 

Hal Kassoff 
Admmislrator 

Mr. Byong W. Yoo 
April 4, 1988 
Page 2 

April 4, 1988 

RE:  Contract No. M 529-101-371 
Maryland Route 650 - Randolph 
Road to Maryland Route 198 
PDMS No. 153337 

I want to thank you for your interest in the highway devel- 
opment process as it relates to this project. Please contact us 
again if we can provide further assistance. 

Very truly yours, 

Louis H. Ege, Jr. 
Deputy Director 
Project Development Division 

Mr. Byong W. Yoo 
15504 New Hampshire Avenue 
Silver Spring. Maryland 20904 

Dear Mr. Voo: 

This letter is in response to your recent correspondence 
pertaining to our project planning study on Maryland Route 650 
(New Hampshire Avenue) between Randolph Road and Maryland Route 
198.  I appreciate the comments you have provided.  This infor- 
mation will be given a thorough consideration in our selection of 
a recommended alternative to reconstruct this roadway. 

In Segment II of the study, which extends from the proposed 
Intercounty Connector to Maryland Route 198, Alternative 2 is our 
preferred alternative.  This alternative provides a four lane 
divided roadway with shoulders along each side.  Through the 
commercial area at Cleverly, we are investigating a five lane 
undivided roadway.  This roadway, which would extend from Briggs 
Chaney Road to Snider Lane, would provide a continuous left turn 
lane allowing full access to the commercial area.  This roadway 
would not displace parking at any of the area's shopping centers 
nor would it displace the Cloverly Citgo.  If shoulders' are used 
in lieu of outside curbing, it may displace some of the struc- 
tures along the west side of New Hampshire Avenue. 

Our preferred alignment for a new connection between Norwood 
Road and Briggs Chaney Road is Alternative BC-1.  This alterna- 
tive relocates Briggs Chaney Road south to intersect New 
Hampshire Avenue opposite Norwood Road.  The other alternative, 
BC-3, which relocated Norwood Road through the orchard, was not 
consistent with the master plan and was not well 'received by the 
community. 

by: 
Randy Aldrich 
Project Manager 

LHE:RCA:bh 
cc:  Mr. Michael Snyder 

333-1139 
My telephone number is (301 (_ 

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

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



STATE  HIGHWAY  ADMINISTRATION 
QUESTIONS   AND/OR  COMMENTS 

ting;. 

NAME 

Contr-ict.   Mo.   M   529-101-371 
TDMS   No.    153337 

LOrATION/DESIGH PUBLIC HEARING 
Mar'yiancl Route 650 

Randolph Road to   Maryland Route 198 
Wednesday, January 6, 1988 
.John F. Kennedy High School 
Original signed by 

Eugene & Doris Gerlach  .DATE. 3/3/88 

PLEASE 
PRINT 

ADDRESS. 
800 Notley Rd. 

Silver Spr9ng .STATE. Md. .ZIP  CODE. 20904 
CITY/TOWN. 

enl  or  Inquire  about  the  following  aapecta  ol  this protect: I/We  wish  to  comm 

Re:    Widening of Nny; Hampshirp AVP. 

UP are aaajptt-     the  lining UP of "^  * wpst Unties RH 

unless  there  is  a  light at the  intersection.  

It   is  alrpadv very HiffimU  pnHiri n"''  nntn Hm Hampthirn A»e. 

at  this  intersection. 

The situation would be even more dangernns  if  "f.nth Nntlpy's" wprp 

aligned without a  light. — • 

C3   Plaasa  add my/our  name(s) lo tho Mailing List.* 

CD Ploasa  delete my/our  namels) from  the Mailing  List. 

.Parsons  who have recefvod  a  copy  ot  this  brochure  through  the  mail  are  already 
on  the project  Mailing  List. 

Mary/and Department ofTransportation 
State Highway Administration 

Richard H. Tram 
Secfitary 

Hal Kassoff 
Adfnin:sira:or 

April 4, 1988 

RE:  Contract No. M 529-101-371 
Maryland Route 650 - Randolph 
Road to Maryland Route 198 
PDMS No. 153337 

Mr. and Mrs. Eugene Gerlach 
800 Notley Road 
Silver Spring, Maryland 20904 

Dear Mr. and Mrs. Gerlach: 

This letter is in response to your recent correspondence 
pertaining to our project planning study on Maryland Route 650 
(New Hampshire Avenue) between Randolph Road and Maryland Route 
198.  I appreciate the comments you have provided. 

. During the final design phase of the project, which is 
scheduled to begin later this year, each intersection will be 
examined to determine if sufficient traffic volumes will exist t 
warrant a signal.  Signals are only installed at intersections 
with volumes that meet or exceed nationally accepted warrants. 
The warrants are easier to achieve at a four-way intersection, a 
opposed to the existing dogleg intersection.  Also, after the 
roadway is completed, we will monitor all intersections to 
identify any unforeseen trouble spots. 

Thank you for your interest in the highway development 
process as it relates to this project.  Please contact us again 
if we can provide further assistance. 

Very truly yours, 

Louis H. Ege, Jr. 
Deputy Director 
Project Development Divisiot; 

by: 
Randy Aldrich 
Project Manager 

LHE:RCA:bh 
cc:     Mr.   Michael   Snyder 

My telephone number is (301)  
333-1139 

Teletypewriter tor Impaired Hearing or Speech 
383-755S Baltimore Metro  -  565-0451 O.C. Metro  -  1-800-49 2 -5062  Statewide  Toll  Free 

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



(IhiWter willed ^HW^v'Sai^ -, -le 
ATION 

NAME 

nilFRTIONS  AND/OR COMMENTS 

Contract No. M 5/9-101-371 
PDHS No. 153337 

LOCATtCNVDESIGN PUBLIC HEARING 
tl.-iryland Route 650 

Randolph Road to Miry!and Route 198 
Wednesday, Jjnuaiy 6, 1988 
John F. Konnedy High School 
Original  sicjned by 
George Daniello  .DATE. 

3-1-88 

PmNTSE    *0D^SS- 
Z000 HayflcwerDr. 

|TY/TOWNjnver_S£rin3 STATE. Md. .ZIP  CODE 
20904 

1/We wish to comment or Inquire a 
bout the following aspects of this project: 

New Hamp'ih''rp AtfP    nf1,0" """ nf tha "inrtt 
I   rnmniitp tn ;inf1  fr"n wnrlf  a1"""- 

parts of the trip  is  the part nnrth nf Randnlf Rnad  in thn nwonim, 

This nroiect is badly needed and long overdue! Plpasp rinn't, delayL 

i 

ra Please  delete my/our  nam.ls) from  the Mailing List.  

-   .p.,„n»  who have received  a  copy  of  this  brochure  th.ough  the m.l.  are  already 

on  the project  Mailing List. 

Maryland Department ofTransportatwn 
State Highway Administration 

Richard H. Traim 
Secetarv 

Hal Kassoff 
Admtniitrator 

April 4, 1988 

RE:  Contract No. M 529-101-371 
Maryland Route 650 - Randolph 
Road to Maryland Route 198 
PDMS No. 153337 

Mr. George Daniello 
2000 Mayflower Drive 
Silver Spring, Maryland 20904 

Dear Mr. Daniello: 

This letter is in response to your recent correspondence 
pertaining to our project planning study on Maryland Route 650 
(New Hampshire Avenue) between Randolph Road and Maryland Route 
198.  I appreciate the comments you have provided. 

I appreciate your recommendation to reconstruct this roadway 
as soon as possible.  We are negotiating with Montgomery County 
Department of Transportation to allow them to assume responsi- 
bility for this project.  If fruitful, we anticipate construc- 
tion could begin about one year before our own construction start 
date of late 1991. 

I want to thank you for your interest in the highway 
development process as it relates to this project.  Please 
contact us again if we can provide further assistance. 

Very truly yours, 

Louis H. Ege, Jr. 
Deputy Director 
Project Development Division 

by: d/,-. '/ 
Randy Aldrich 
Project Manager 

'2L-L.(^.>-. 

LHE:RCA:bh 
cc:  Mr. Michael Snyder 

Mv telephone number is (301 »_ 
333-1139 

Teletypewriter lor Impaired Hearing or Speech 
383-7555 Baltimore Metro  -  565-0451 DC. Metro   -  1-800-492-5062  Statewide   Toll  Free 

707   North  Calvert   St..   (laltlmorc,   Maryland   21203-0717 

^ 

^ 



his 

NAME 

was^^^j  by ^^B* ort^H 
STATE  HIGHWAY  ADMINISTRATION 
QUESTIONS  AND/OR  COMMENTS 

Contract   No.   M   S?")- 1 (11 -37 1 
PiJMS   Mo.    ! 5 3337 

LOCATlOM/nESIGH PUBLIC HEARING 
Maryland Kout.e 650 

Randolph Road to Maryland Route 198 
Wednesday, January 6, 1988 
John F. Kennedy liiqh School 
Oriqinal f.ifjned by 
Jay Mai lack DATE 3/4/88 

PLEASE 
PRINT ADDRESS. 

1001  Brigfjs Chaney Rd. 

Sil   Spq .STATE. Md .ZIP  CODE. 
20904 

CITY/TOWN. 

I/We  wish  to  commen.  or  Inquire  about, the  tollowlng  aepeets  ol  ttil» project: 

Wish  to inquire about  followinq: 

Relocation of Briqgs Chaney Rd.  P Mew Hampshire Ave. 

en 

f.-r,  Plaase  add my/our  namels) lo  the Mailing List.* 

C3 Please  dalete my/our  name!*) (torn  the Mailing List. 

.Persons  who have receded  a  copy  ol  this  brochure  through  the mail are  already 

on  the project  Mailing List. 

'^JVAV    Maryland Department of Transportation 
''-. */<   1)    State Highway A dministration 

Richard H. Traino; 
Secrsiarv 

Hal Kassoff 
Admintstraior 

April 4, 1988 

RE:  Contract Ho. M 529-101-371 
Maryland Route 650 - Randolph 
Road to Maryland Route 198 
PDMS No. 153337 

Mr. Jay Mallack 
1001 Briggs Chaney Road 
Silver Spring, Maryland 20904 

Dear Mr. Mallack: 

This letter is in response to your recent correspondence 
pertaining to our project planning study on Maryland Route 650 
<New Hampshire Avenue) between Randolph Road and Maryland Route 
198. 

In Segment II of the study, we have identified Alternative 
BC-1 as our preferred alternative.  This alternative relocates 
Briggs Chaney Road south to intersect New Hampshire Avenue 
opposite Norwood Road.  The other proposal. Alternative BC-3, 
relocating Norwood Road north through the orchard, was not 
consistent with the master plan and was not well received by the 
community. 

I want to thank you for your interest in the highway devel- 
opment process as it relates to this project. Please contact us 
again if we can provide further assistance. 

Very truly yours, 

Louis H. Ege, Jr. 
Deputy Director 
Project Development Division 

by: 

1 / 

Randy Aldrich 
Project Manager 

LHE:RCA:bh 
cc:     Mr.   Michael   Snyder 

My telephone number is (301 )_ 
333-1139 

Teletypewriter lor Impaired Hearing or Speech 
303-7555 Baltimore Metro  -  565-0451 O.C. Metro  -   I-8OO-492-5062  Statewide  Toll  Free 

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

IP 



(This letter was typed by SHA  in order to be legible after printing). 

STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION 
QUESTIONS  AND/OR  COMMENTS 

Contract No. M 529-101-371 
PDMS No. 153337 

LOCATION/DESIGN PUBLIC HEARING 
Maryland Route 650 

Randolph Road to Maryland Route 198 
Wednesday, January 6, 1988 
John F. Kennedy High School 
Original signed by 

Guy S. & Dianne Atkins    DATE 3/5/88 . 
NAME    ^— • " 

D1 c.-p 1510 Harding Lane 
£^A?E     ADDRESS PRINT 20904 

CITYfTnwH   Silver Spring        STATE HI Z"» CODE  

.^e w„h ,o cogent or .n.u.re  abou, ,h. lo.t.w.n, ..p.cu-.. «hl. pr.l.C: 

ft r,.t thru in Cloverly is nPPHPd. perhaps ** nn»prlv St..   These stores are 

our primary pnes.    Me feel   that II turns rn1f1H hfL Hannernns. 

Also, sidewalks would be terrific as New Hampshire is dangerous to walk next   . 

to. Trucks race past, and  the  "wid* shoulders" now there jr? POt, sufficient. 

Also, when  the elementary srhnn!  onens  if would he nifP tfl hHVP the abil 

tn ^afplv walk there. 

C3 Please add my/our namXs) to the Mailing List.* 

I—| Please delete my/out name(s) Irom  the Mailing List. 

.Penon,  v,ho have received  a  ccpy  ol  this  brochu,.  through  the mail are  already 
on  the project  Mailing List. 

^ 

^ 



(Icyv-b-y 

Maryland Department ofTransportation 
State Highway Administration 

April  5, 

Richard H. Trainor 
Secrelirv 

Hal Kassoff 
Administrator 

1988 

RE:      Contract   No.   529-101-371 
Maryland   Route  650 
Randolph   Road   to   Maryland 
Route   198 
PDMS   No.   153337 

Mr.   and  Mrs.   Guy  S.   Atkins 
1510   Hard ing  Lane 
Silver  Spring,   Maryland   20904 

Dear   Mr.   and   Mrs.   Atkins: 

This   letter   is   in   response   to   your   recent  correspondence 
pertaining   to  our   Project   Planning  study  on  Maryland   Route  650   (New 
Hampshire  Avenue)   between   Randolph   Road   and  Maryland   Route   198.      I 
appreciate   the  comments   you  have   provided.      This   information     will 
be  given   a   thorough   consideration   in  our  development  of   a   preferred 
alternative. 

In   Segment   II   of  our  study  which  extends   from   the  proposed 
Intercounty  Connector   to  Maryland   Route   198,   we   have   identified 
Alternative  2  as  our  preference.      This   alternative  proposes   a  4  lane 
divided   roadway  with  outside   shoulders   that  are  10'   wide.     These 
shoulders,   which  will  be   paved,   will   accomodate  pedestrians  as   well 
bicyclists.      In   Segment   II   there  will  not  be  any   sidewalks. 

Through   the   Cloverly   area,   we   are   investigating   a  5   lane 
undivided   roadway   extending   from   Briggs   Chaney   Road   to   Snider   Lane. 
I'he   roadway would   provide  continuous   left   turn  access   and   remove   the 
requirement   for   U-turns.     No  parking  would  be  displaced  at  any of 
the  area's   shopping   centers.      If  we   use  outside  shoulders   in   lieu of 
curbs,    it  will  displace   some  of   the  structures  on   the  west  side of 
the   roadway. 

PAGE  2 
April   5,   1988 

I want to thank you for your interest in the highway developmen 
process as it relates to this project. Please contact us again it 
we   can   provide   further  assistance. 

Very   truly  yours. 

Louis   H.    Ege,   Jr. 
Deputy   Director 
Project   Development   Division 

<v/ 
By: \/r~ (.'• 

Randy   Aldrich 
Project   Manager 

LHE:RCA:vw 
cc:  Mr. Micheal Snyder 

My telephone number is {301)_ 
333-1 139 

Teletypewriter for Impaired Hearing or Speech 
383-75S5 Baltimore Metro  - 565-0451 D.C. Metro -  1-800-492-5062  Statewide  Toll  Free 

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



•(Th 
STATE  HIGHWAY  ADMINISTf«ATION~ 
nilFSTIONS  AND/OR  COMMENTS 

Contract No. M '329-101-371 
POMS No. 1533 37 

LOCATION/OESIGN PUBLIC HEARING 
Maryland Route 650 

Randolph Rna'cl to Maryland Route 198 
Wednesday, January 6, 1988 
John F. Kennedy High School 
Oriqinal   signed by 

NAME      John E.   Ewin/Emily Vass  .DATE 3/5/88 

PLEASE    ,nnnr^^    15901 Mew Hamp Ave 
PRINT ADDRESS .  

CITY/TOWN _iiIver_SjiEing STATE. HP .ZIP  CODE. 20904 

,/We  wl.h to  commenl  or  Inquire  aboul  the  lollowlng  a»pects  ol  this prolect: 

1)      We support Alternative 3 with rnrhs anrl •-.idewfllk'; tn take the IPfist  

amount of frontage. 

2)      With regard to the Cloverly Shopping Center we support Alternative BC-1 

relocating Brigqs Chancy and also providing  for turn lanes  to the 

shopping center.     However we do not support the shnnninn renter new 

owner's nosition-_Inkp hl«  lot if need hu      thP hmre's nn the west s 

J}L1_»_^oro there long before  *hp shonnina center and should not be_ 

taken  just because he has more money and  influence. 
-y-—7—— th-  ...„r.r..  .t panHnlph ?. N.H.  but feel  this  should wait until 

7~1^r^7r^^beCause this m,v eliminate much of the existing backups. 

a_jr."»"-*» j" f ""* ^ our proPprtv i5 a hiqh hflnk ' when the roati is  
wiHPHPd  it will  probahlv be m.H, even higher.     What are the plans?    Will 

0 „an  be built or the land graded to make it more gradual? 

•"TiHIo  add my/out  namels) 10  lha Mailing LHI.« 

I—1 piease  dalota my/ou(  namels) Irom  lha Mailing List. 

'.Persons  whol^TT^Tved  a  copy  ol  this  brochure  through  the mail  are  already 
on  Ihe projecl  Mailing  List. 



^L^W1 

Maryland Department ofTransportatwn 
State Highway Administration 

Richard Y 
Secretsry 

Hal Kassi Mr. John C. Ewin 
Ms. Emily Vass 
Page 2 

4^ 

I 

March 29. 1988 

Re:  Contract No. M 529-101-371 
Maryland Route 650 
Randolph Road to Maryland Route 198 
PDMS No. 153337 

Mr. John C. Ewin 
Ms. Emily Vass 
15901 New Hampshire Avenue 
Silver Spring, Maryland  20904 

Dear Ms. Vass and Mr. Ewin: 

This letter is in response to your recent correspondence 
pertaining to our project planning study on Maryland Route 650 
(Hew Hampshire Avenusi between Randolph Road and Maryland Route 
198.  I appreciate the comments you have provided as well as any 
effects the study alternatives may have on you.  This information 
will be given a thorough consideration in our development of a 
preferred alternative. 

Although not finalized, 
include: 

our tentative recommendations 

Segment I (Randolph Road to the proposed Intercounty 
Connector) Alternative 3 

The final design activities for this reconstruction project 
will be underway by the end of this year.  During that process, 
precise grading plans associated with a widened roadway will be 
developed.  This work will be performed by Montgomery County 
Department of Transportation and will be managed by Mr. Donald 
Ayres.  Please contact him to obtain a schedule of when this 
information can be obtained.  Mr. Ayres' telephone number is 217- 
2122. 

I want to thank you for your interest in the highway 
development process as it relates to this project.  Please contact 
us again if we can provide further assistance. 

Very truly yours, 

Louis H. Ege, Jr. 
Deputy Director 
Project Development Division 

by: 
Randy Aldrich 
Project Manager 

LHE/RCA/ih 

Mr. Michael Snyder 
Mr. Donald Ayres 

Segment II (Proposed Intercounty Connector to Maryland Route 
193) Alternative 2 

Briggs Chaney Alternative BC-1 

In the Cloverly area, we are further investigating a five 
lane, center turn roadway which would extend from Briggs Chaney 
Road to Snider Lane.  This proposal would not displace parking at 
either of the shopping areas. 

Our investigation of a grade separation is not part of the 
project to reconstruct Hew Hampshire Avenue.  Because the issues 
are very complex and because, as you say, there is not an 
immediate need for this improvement, we have developed a separate 
planning schedule for it.  Since you are enrolled in our nailing 
list, you will be advised of upcoming project activities. 

My telephone number is (301). 

Tolotypewrlter for Impaired Hearing of Spaech 
383-7555 OHltlmore Metro - 565-0451 D.C. Metro - 1-800-193-5062 Statewide Toll 

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



IV^^WkDMiWWl 

NAME 

' STA1! L nl'GHVW! "AOMW^WlAT 
QUESTIONS  AND/OR  COMMENTS 

Com ran    No.    M   529-101-371 
rrmr No.   153337 

LOCATION/DESIGN PUBLIC HEARING 
Marylami Route 650 

Randolph Koart to Maryland Route 198 
Wednesday, January 6, 1988 
John F. Kennedy High School 
Original signed by 

Mr. 8 Mrs. Theodore Maggelet 

t-i   p 

 DATE_JZZM. 

„. p.oc 15119 Fairlawn Ave. 
?mMT ADDRESS^  

r|TYfT^^..   Silver Spring STATE. MD .ZIP  CODE ^O" 

l/W. w.sh to comment  or Inquire  about the  tollowlng  aapects  of thl. proleet: 

Thank you  for realizing  t.hp urgppry nf fhU  pntirp nrninrt - nur traffir 

is horrendous 
We do not want a traffic light for entranrp/pvit fnr rolPivillp Shnnninn Ctr. 

it would  only  hark  up  pnrfhhnunrl  traffir nn  fiSQ- 

Alternative BC-3 seems  to be straighter than BC-1  - therefore more easily 

driven X possibly cheaper. 

He welcome any widening of 650 north nf Randolph M      ASAP!     This  is  the. 

worst part of mv husband's drive to work through D.C.   i all   the way to 

Alexandria, VA! :'.    Gridlock! 

Eagerly await M0 Rte.  28 extended - urgently needed. 

Bonifant Rd.   realignment w/qooH Honp Rd will  be gOQiL 

Suggest opening Pearhwood Drive into Good Hopp M.   as originally noted 

on Master Plan.    This should help disburse some traffic & thus give exit 

options to Peachwood residents  (8. others). 

He want & NEED    ICC. 

Section I   (6 traffic lanes) should be extended as far as Brigqs Chaney. 

With excessive buildino as planned  (8 in progress now), MB 650 will  be  

OBSOLETE before it is rompleted - or perhaps even before started'.!'. _ 

^HJjte^g must he widened soon since• th. new Grant ^p Ctr    on 29 will 

CD  PI..,, add my/ou. nam8t») to the Mailing ml,' ^ ^LTM , •     He  I"-"-  """  »lTt° 

F-, Pleas, delete my/our name.sl (rom ,h. Mailing LI... coye^x^rij-nc^our t^fflC^ypS 

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

Mary/andDepartment ofTransportation 
State Highway Administration 

rticnaTd H. 
Secretary 

Hal Kassoff 
AdrmmstfatOf 

March 25. 198 8 

RE:  Contract No. M 529-101-371 
Maryland Route 650 
Randolph Road to Maryland 
Route 1 98 
PDMS No. 153337 

Mr. & Mrs. Theodore Maggelet 
15119 Fairlawn Avenue 
Sliver Spring, Maryland  20904 

Dear Mr. ;i Mrs. Maggelet: 

This letter Is In response to your correspondence pertaining to 
our project planning study on Maryland Route 650 (New Hamsphire 
Avenue) between Randolph Road and Maryland Route 198.  I appreciate 
the comments you have provided.  This information will be given a 
thorough consideration in our development of a preferred 
alternative. 

At this time, we do not have plans to install a traffic signal 
at the entrance to the Colesvllle Shopping Center.  During the final 
design phase of this project, all intersections within the 
reconstructed portions of New Hampshire Avenue will be examined in 
detail to determine if signals are warranted.  Also, after the 
project is completed, we will closely monitor all of these 
intersections to determine if there are any unforseen trouble spots. 

I want to thank you for your Interest in the highway 
development process as it relates to this project.  Please contact 
us again if we can provide further assistance. 

Very truly yours, 

Louis H. Ege, Jr. 
Deputy Director 
Project Development Divsion 

By: AJ. P i 

LHE:RCA:VW 
cc:  Mr. Micheal Snyder 

My telephone number is (301)- 

Randy^ Aldrich 
Project   Manager 

333-1 130 

kiUL 

Teletypewriter tor Impaired Hearing or Speech 
383-7555 Balllmor. Metro  - 565-0451 D.C. Metro  -  1-800-492-5062  Statewide  Toll  Free 

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



"Hhis  letter was typed by SHA  " o?der t^Wegib^^rajr-pffiWfb)- 
STATE HIGHWAY  ADMINISTRATION 
QUESTIONS  AND/OR COMMENTS 

Contract   No.   M  529-101-371 
PRMC   No.    153337 

LOCATIOH/OESIGN PUBLIC HEARING 
Maryland Route 650 

Randolph Road to Maryland Route 198 
Wednesday, January 6, 1986 
John F. Kennedy High School 
Original signed by 
Harold E. Peaks _rftTF  3-7-88 

NAME 

ol p.op 14705 Old Barn Ct.  
PfifNT ADD""S  

clTY/TOWN_SiVver_Spnng__STATE ^ ZIP CODE_20504  

„We  wish to comment  or Inquire  about the followlno aapects ol thl» prolect: 

I wn„ld like ^ •>»«>• wtw thP SHfl is nrnnnsinn to P»t. I barrier in the TOdipn 

on 650 in frnnt of Pipino Rock Rd thm  p^pntinn  left turns out of _ 

Peachwood for travel  southbound?? .  

Why not a light ??? ; .  

If you are proposing that southbound traffic first goes northbound to South, 

view,  there U-turn.  s»fpm ""1  still  nlflv a majnr rnlp in that effort.  

In any case where a U-turn is necessary, von ran expect a long lane of 

traffic to back up there waiting for a safe opportunity to turn. 

s,.,»iy the ac-it1°"t rate will  rise as well   a- the death rate. 

The turn i•. f«  «hnwn at  the public meeting was obviously too short, 

storing about 7 or 8 cars, maybe 1?    What do you expect to do to offset  

these problems???? 

•  piease add my/our nam»H) to the Mailina List.' 

I—| piease delete my/our namels) Irom  the Mailing List. 

.ee.sons who have received a copy  ol this  brochu.e  through the mail are already 
on   the  project   Mailing   List. 

^ 

^ 



m.f Mary/andDepartmentol'Transportation 
State Highway Administration 

Richard H. Trainer 
Secreorv 

Hal Kassoll 
Admimslrjilof 

March 21. 1983 

Contract Ho. M 529-101-371 
Maryland Route 650 
Randolph Road to Maryland Route 198 
PDMS Mo. 153337 

Mr. Harold E. Peaks 
14705 Old Barn Court 
Silver Spring, Maryland 20904 

Dear Mr. Peaks: 

This letter is in response to your recent correspondence 
pertainina to our project planning study on Maryland Route 650 
itlew Hampsnire Avenue) between Randolph Road and Maryland Route 
198.  I appreciate the comments you have provided.  This 
information will be given a thorough consideration in our 
development of a preferred alternative. 

He have completed an exhaustive investigation of the 
intersection at Hew Hampshire Avenue and Piping Rock Drive.  Due 
to the close spacing of this intersection with the intersection 
at Relocated Good Hope Road/Bonifant Road ( + 450 feet) , provision 
of a median opening would have exceeded our minimum spacing 
criteria 1750 feet) for median openings.  We further evaluated 
the relocated Good Hope Road intersection to determine if its 
traffic operating characteristics will have an affect on Piping 
Rock Drive.  Due to the design year 2016 peak hour queues 
extending past Piping Rock Drive, it is not possible to provide a 
median opening. 

Access between your community and southbound New Hampshire 
Avenue will be made via a U-turn at Stonegate Drive or via South 
view Avenue.  During the final design activities of the project, 
all of the intersections along the reconstructed portions of Mew 
Hampshire Avenue will be analyzed to determine if sufficient 
traffic levels will exist at the time of completion to warrant a 
signal.  Also, after the facility is opened to traffic, we will 
monitor all of the intersections to determine if there are any 
unforseen trouble spots. 

My telephone number is (301). 

Teletypewriter for Impaired Hearing or Speech 
383-7555 Baltimore Metro - 565-0451 D.C. Metro - 1-800-492-5063 Statewide Toll Free 

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

Mr. Harold E. Peaks 
Page Two 

I want to thank you for your interest in the highway 
development process as it relates to this project.  Please 
contact us again if we can provide further assistance. 

Very truly yours. 

uouis H. Egt-. Jr. 
Deputy Director 
Project Development Division 

by: Tcll/.i'i 
\ 

Randy Aldrich 
Project Manager 

LHE/RCA/ih 

cc:  Mr. Michael Snyder 



Map ' (This   letter was typed bTTITT in offlc^to be^re^ble a^S^orinffllj^ 
STATE  HIGHWAY  ADMINISTRATION 

nilPRTIONS   AND/OR  COMMENTS 

PLEASE 
PRINT 

NAME      

ADDRESS 

Contract   No.   M   S29-101-371 
PDK.-   N'..    IS J.I 3 7 

LOCATION/DESIGN PUBLIC HEARING 
Maryland Route 650 

Randolph Road to Maryland Route 198 
Wednesday, January 6, 1988 
John F. Kennedy High School 
Oriqinal siqned by 
Stanley J. Phillips  .DATE 

3/7/88 

15005 Whnegate Rd 

 ..Silver Soring "STATE CITY/TOWN : 2 5 I A i e. 
Md .ZIP  CODE. 

20904 

l/W.  wish to  comment  or  Inquire  about  th.  lollowlng  aspects  of  this prolect: 

I  live in Stonegate, This would be considered Sec.   II.   _  

My house backs on to NH Ave.  on the west, side noinn Nnrth  

n]e_rnnrern  I  have  is  one of safety.     N H.   Ave road sits approx  3 -  4 feet  

u    i    ~-A       if  tho  rnirf  is uirlpnpd   I   feel   this will   create an  hinher then my backyard.     If the rnna  is wineneu   —s^  

additional   saf°tv roncern.     nUpr the nast  few vPflrs  nn fewer than 3 autt*  

have gone off NH Ave.    Travel!ing smith and have landed in the nnen snace-area— 

behind my property & NH Ave_^ 

If mi Ave  is  not made level  with  the adjacent  land  this safety hazard wiH  be 

sz^^^ws^^ ^i «v hflrkYarf1    what 5afetY  
precautions «re ynu planning tn hnild into the widenim nf NH Avp, to protect. 

the residents alonn MH Ave?—_ _  " 

Possible Solutions: 

1. Place Add'l. dirt, to raise shoulder to level of road. 

2. Drop NH Ave to level of land 

3. Build a burm 
Construct fence higher than 6'feet since land is already 3-4 feet  

below read level. 

|     I Please a dd my/our  name(s) to the Mailing List.* 

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

.P8,son$  who have received  a  copy  o.  this  brochure  through  the mail are  already 

on  the project  Mailing List. 

Maryland Department of Transportation 
State Highway Administration 

Richard H. Trainor 
Sscrelsiy 

Hal Kassoff 
Admmiilrsior 

March  29,    1988 

RE:     Contract  No.   M  529-101-371 
Maryland   Route  650 
Randolph  Road   to  Maryland 
Route  198 
PDMS  No.    153337 

Mr.   Stanley J.   Phillips 
15005  Whltegate   Road 
Silver  Spring,   Maryland  20904 

Dear   Mr.   Phillips: 

This   letter   is   In  response   to   your  recent   correspondence  per- 
talnlg   to  our  project   planning   study   on  Maryland   Route  650   (New  Ham- 
pshire  Avenue)   between   Randolph   Road   and   Maryland   Route  198.      1   ap- 
preciate   the   coraments   you   have   provided   as   well   as   any   effects   the 
study   alternatives  may  have  on  you.      This   information  will   be  given 
a   thorough  consideration   In  our  development  of  a  preferred   alterna- 
tive.. 

The   final  design  activities   for  the   reconstruction  project  will 
be   underway  by   the   end   of   the   year.      During   the  process   precise  gra- 
ding   plans  associated  with   a widened   roadway  will  be  be uc-veloped. 
This   work  will  be  performed  by   Montgomery  County  Department ot 
Transportation  and  will  be managed  by   Mr.   Donald  Ayers.      Please  con- 
tact  him   to  obtain  a  schedule  of  when   this   information  can be ob- 
tained.     Mr.   Ayers   telephone  nunber   is  217-2122.      He  can  also  advise 
you  of  posnible   design   changes   affecting   your   yard. 

I   want   to   thank  you   for  your   interest   in  the  highway de- 
velopment  process  as   it   relates   to  this   project.     Please contact  us 
again   if  we   can  provide   further  assistance. 

Very  truly  yours, 

Louis   H.    F.&e,   Jr. 
Deputy   Director 
Project  Development   Division 

By: ^fZLMM 
Randy  'Alonch M J 

^ 

LHE:RCA:vw 
cc:     Mr.   Hicheal   Snyder 

Mr.   Donald  Ayeg^^.^,^^,^ 

Project   Manager 

333-1139 

Teletypewriter to* Impelred Henrlng or Speech 
383-7555 Baltimore Metro - 565-0451 D.C. Metro - 1-800-492-5062 Statewide Toll Free 

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



(This letter was typed by SHA in order to be legible after printing). 

STATE HIGHWAY  ADMINISTRATION 
QUESTIONS  AND/OR  COMMENTS 

Contract No. M 529-101-371 
PDMS No. 153337 

LOCATION/DESIGN PUBLIC HEARING 
Maryland Route 650 

Randolph Road to Maryland Route 198 
Wednesday, January 6, 1988 
John F. Kennedy High School 
Original signed by 
Buchanan, Michael & Dian DATE- 3/Q/98.. 

PLEASE 
PRINT 

NAME — 

ADDRESS 

CITY/TOWN 

211 Vierling Drive 

Silver Spring STATE. Md. .ZIP  CODE. 
20904 

WW. w,Sh .o com.on, or mqu.r. .b,u, ,h. .o.l.w.n, ..p.cU .1 «h.. p>«l.c.:  

Inter County Connector status and projection - 

I—|  Please  add my/our  nam 

cn 

els) lo the Mailing List.* 

Please delete my/our namels) Irom the Mailing List. 

• Persons  who have received  a  copy  ol 
on  the project  Mailing  List. 

this  brochure  through  the  maii  are  already 

V 



iyr^t   Maryland Department of'Transportation 
'fdh- k   State Highway Administration 

Richard H. Trainor 
Secretary 

Hal Kassoff 
Admrmsirator 

April 5. 1988 

Re:  Contract Ho. M 529-101-371 
Maryland Route 650 
Randolph Road to Maryland Route 198 
PDMS Ho. 153337 

Mr. and Mrs. Michael Buchanan 
211 Vierlinq Drive 
Silver Spring, Maryland  20904 

Dear Mr. and Mrs. Buchanan: 

This letter is in response to your recent correspondence 
pertaining to our project planning study on Maryland Route 650 
(Mew Hampshire Avenue) between Randolph Road and Maryland Route 
198. 

The proposed Intercounty Connector, which extends from 
Interstate Route 370 to U.S. Route 1, has been divided into 
several distinct sections.  The status of each section is as 
follows: 

Interstate Route 370 to Maryland Route 23 

funded for construction beginning in 1990 

Maryland Route 28 to U.S. Route 29 

final design activities are progressing but no funds 
have been allocated for construction 

U.S. Route 29 to Interstate Route 95 

funded for construction beginning in late 1991 

Interstate Route 95 to U.S. Route 1 

final design activities are progressing but no funds 
have been allocated for construction 

My telephone number is (301}_ 

Teletypewfltef for Impaired Hearing of Speech 
383-7555 Baltimore  Metro  -  565-CM51 D.C. Metro  -  1-800-492-5062  Statewide   Toll  Free 

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

Mr. and Mrs. Michael Buchanan 
Page Two 

I want to thank you for your interest m the hignway 
development process as it relates to this project.  Please contact 
us again if we can provide further assistance. 

Very truly yours, 

Louis H. F.ge, Jr. 
Deputy Director 
Project Developnen;. Division 

by: *#C    tfQyrt c+S A-/-' 
Randy  Aldrich 
Project   Manager 

LHE/RCA/ih 
cc:     Mr.   Michael   Snyder 



STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION PROJECT 
miFRTlONS AND/OR COMMENTS      DEVELCPMr:'T 
•=================^^ oivin:"?! 

Contract   No.   M   529-101-371 „        „ . 
PDMS NO. 153337 KJR lb   IZ w* rH 68 

LOCATION/DESIGN PUBLIC HEARING 
Maryland Route 650 

Randolph Road to Maryland Route 198 
Wednesday, January 6, 1988 
John F. Kennedy High School 

NAME      MR.     t.     MRS,     •fill  T'"    "        MMTTTfiAN DATE-liliM. 

PLEASE     .nr>RP<4S    I SO I 3   WHTTF.r.ATF.   ROAD • 
PRINT ADDRESS . 

C1TY/TOWNSiLVER_SPRli!£__STATEttAMiAlU2 ZIP  CODEOilifii  

•      „K„.,I ih» lollowlna atpocts  ol this project: l/We wish to common!   or Inquire  about  th» toiiowing asp   

I uould 
•ti hp made to Drocect 

^       ..;.,   /   .nund   r~....r{nn.      A-   n   nrrmn   wh n .r   rrHripnrp   i„i1l   he 

.rp,n«im,telr    '"    f°»r    f—   ft"-   ^^   nf   r'1r    ^"in',P'1    ^f"1waY- 
,    ,..   .xtremeW   rnnr>rn«d   .b»..-    rh,    imoact    rhe   road   noise    /   sound  

will    l.-ve    on   -y    r..iHonre    ,nH    Mvin,    condirions.       T    believe    a . 

J^ri^^xnrrrri.r, Trn„ w.al,^^^, UrnfirHl in rnnnr.r^ 
any adverse.-^- / ••* con.onn.nr,, caused hY rhe New Hampshire „ 

Aye,    uidenine. . —        • — 

^fpisase add my/our namels) lo the Mailing List.* 

d] Please delete my/our nameU) Irom  Ihe Mailing List. 

• Parsons who have received  a  copy  o.  .his  h,ochure through  the mail are  already 
on  the  project  Mailing  List. ^> 



^"lii 

Maryland Department ofTransportation 
State Highway Administration 

April   13.   1988 

Richard H. Trainor 
Secretary 

Hal Kassoff 
Administrator 

RE:     Contract  Ho.   M  529-101-371 
Maryland   Route 650 
Randolph   Road   to  Maryland 
Route  1 98 
PDMS  No.   153337 

Page 2 

Mr. and Mrs. Mulligan 

Very truly your, 

Mr. and Mrs. William K. Mulligan 
15013 Whitegate Road 
Silver Spring, Maryland 20904 

Louis 11. Ege, Jr. 
Deputy Director 
Project Development Division 

Dear Mr. and Mrs. Mulligan: 

This letter is in response to your recent correspondence 
pertaining to our project planning study on Maryland Route 650 (New 
Hampshire Avenue) between Randolph Road and Maryland Route 198.  1 
appreciate the comments you have provided as well as any effects the 
study alternatives may have on you.  This information will be given 
a thorough consideration in our development of a preferred 
al ternat ivi;. 

Along most of the limits of this project, there is no real 
opportunity to provide effective noise mitigation measures.  There 
are too many intersecting roadways and driveways.  Providing 
openings in barriers or earthen berm would lesson their 
effectiveness.  During the final design phase of this project, which 
begins latrir this year and which will be managed by tontgomery 
County Department of Transportation, we will develop a comprehensive 
landscaping package which may in time provide some limited noise 
mitigation.  Also due to the lack of driveways in the section along 
Whitegate Road, we will perform additional studies on the cost 
effectiveness of a barrier or berm.  We  have established a formal 
policy on noise barriers with criterias which must be achieved 
before we can fund any barrier on State Highway Administration 
projects.  I recommend you contact Mr. Donald Ayers, the County's 
project manager, later this year to ascertain the status of this 
study.  Mr. Ayers telephone number is 217-2121. 

1 want to thank you for your interest in the' highway 
development process as it relates to this project.  Please contact 
us again If we can provide further assistance. 

Randy Aldrich       x 

Project Manager 

LHE:RCA:VW 
cc:      Mr.   Michael   Snyder 

My telephone number is (301)_ 333-1 139 

Teletypewriter for impaired Hearing or Speech 
383-7555  Baltimore Metro  -  565-0451 O.C. Metro - 1-600-492-5062  Statewltla  Toll  Free 

707  North CaWert   St..  Baltimore. Maryland  21203-0717 



NAME 

T A I^^WQ H Y*mm D MI liBM A TIW 
QUESTIONS  AND/OR  COMMENTS 

Contract   Mo.    .'•I   529-101-371 
PDMS   No.    1b33 3 7 

LOCATION/niCSICf:   f'UBLlC   HEARING 
Ma"-'/! and   Boute   650 

Randolp'n   Road   to  Maryland   Route   198 
Wotlnesday,   J.inuary   6,   1988 
John   K.   K-?nnody   High  School 
Original  signed by 

Susan Becker   .DATE 
March 12, 1988 

PmNT"     ADDRESS. 
14628 New Hampshire Ave. 

CITY/TOWN. S.S. .STATE. Md. .ZIP CODE. 20904 

l/W. wish to comment or Inquire about the (ollowlng aspects ot this protect: 

tt h»c r-nnIP tn mv attention that you might offer to pl^nt, pine trees Or 

other tree or bush that could be used ^ a snund harrier hptwppn rnad and  

house  My house is quite close to the road on NPV/ Hamnshire Ave. Pine tTPPS 

with low branches might help to cout down on traffic noise and for creating 

a more scenic view. However there was some concern from my husbands father. 

about air flow. He face east.  I'm not sure how vou plan to deal with this. 

But a number of house owners have wondered if this sort of landscaping would. 

ho nffered. H"V h"""- """""- wi^1 nQt ^ PffTtPfl hpraiisp thpir hnmps are 
far from new m-H But those that will be close, perhaps a sign of good will, 

would be to offer,if they wish to participate fine. 

yr,,, nill mji^c thp hnmrnnnprs """"h happier. 
Also please bank the road and the property outside our fence 

line so that water does not pour into our basement. Water flow should be  

away from the homes.  . ;  

I     I  Please a dd my/our name(s) to Ihe Mailing List.' 

I—| piaase delete my/our namels) Irom the Mailing List. 

• Persons  who have received  a  copy  ol  this   brochure  Ihrough  the  mail are  already 
on  Ihe project  Mailing List. 



'"**  h   State Highway Administration 
Hal Kassoff 
Administrator 

Ms. Susan Becker 
March 24, 1988 
Page 2 

March 25, 1988 

Contract No. H 529-101-371 
Maryland Route 650 - Randolph 
Road to Maryland Route 198 
PDMS Ho. 153337 

Ms. Susan Becker 
14628 New Hampshire Avenue 
Silver Spring, Maryland 20904 

Dear Ms. Becker: 

This letter is in response to your recent correspondence 
pertaining to our project planning study on Maryland Route 650 
(Hew Hampshire Avenue) between Randolph Road and Maryland Route 
198.  I appreciate the comments you have provided, as well as any 
effects the- study alternatives may have on your property.  This 
information will be given a thorough consideration in our 
development of a preferred alternative. 

During the final design phase for this project which, if 
negotiations are successful, will be performed by Montgomery 
County Department of Transportation, a comprehensive landscaping 
design will be formulated for Mew Hampshire Avenue.  Our Bureau 
of Landscape Architecture will work jointly with the County and 
with urban designers from the Planning Commission in Silver 
Spring on this plan.  Specific goals for the plans have not been • 
finalized. 

Our preferred alternative in the segment of the study 
adjacent to your homes is Alternative 2.  When completed. New 
Hampshire Avenue will have four travel lanes, a median, and 
outside shoulders.  All runoff from the roadway will be rigidly 
managed.  We do not anticipate water draining onto your property. 

I want to thank you for your interest in the highway devel- 
opment process as it relates to this project. Please contact us 
again if we can provide further assistance. 

Very truly yours. 

by: 

Louis H. Ege, Jr. 
Deputy Director 
Project Development Division 

rJM P. 14 .£> 
Randy Aldrich 
Project Manager 

LHE:bh 

cc:  Mr. Michael Snyder 

My telephone number is (301) 333-1139 

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

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

^ 



> T A iw H wWKKp M' tWEr-T' ^ 
QUESTIONS   AND/OR COMM£NTS 

NAME 

Contract   No.   M   529-101-371 
POMS   No.    r>3337 

LOCATIOH/DESIGN PUBLIC HEARING 
Maryland Route 650 

Randolph Road to Maryland Route 198 
Wednesday, January 6, 1988 
John F. Kennedy High School 

Original signed by 
Susan P. Hoover  .n»T«.   3/13/88 

PR"TSE   ADOBESS. 
15?20 Middlegate Road 

^Silver Spring <!TtTP        Md .ZIP  CODE. 20904 
CITY/TOWN. 

I/We  wish to commont  Of Inquire  about the  (ollowlng aspects  ol this prolect: 

"use a median of 10 to 15 feet - vs.  20 feet  (1  realize it. is not as safe. 

hut  it will   tlsp  IPSS   land     and  smallPr meriians  hawp  hPPn  used OD ConneCtlCUt- 

Ave.  and Randolph Road.  Parts of Rt 198 between Rt 29 and Rt 95 use metal  

barriers  in the narrower medians.   I've seen Jersey Barriers uspd in a double row. 

filled with dirt & planted with bushes & flowers.) 

plpuni-ly   - do  not  put,  barriers nr mpdian  along  husinpss  strptrh  -  HSR  a, 

turns-only"  lane  (as at Plaza Del  Hercado, Bel   Pre Rd.) 

use the alignment on the current centerline in the business area 
[Lease        ~~ 

lion  (p Briggs Chaney/Norwood  RD -  do  not  rp-alion   (Rny  RP.I   land  

' land  (south of Briggs Chaney)  if necessary for future - current traffic 

does not warrent re-alignment (& dog leo at Brjggs r.hanpv/Olri Cnliimhifl Rd. 

seems  to work.)  

SEGMENT  I  and  SEGMENT   II   -  use  rurh-ft-nnttpr   (Alt.   Rl  
and one sidewalk  (there are very few walkers & bikers on New Hampshire Ave.) 

- use  "cuts"  into median at each current intersection, rather than having 

only a few intersections  -  4 turns during rush hour would not be safe. 

Also,  having  to watch for people making turns may help prevent Hew Hampshire Ave. 

from becoming a race-wav.  like Randolph Rd.  & Rte-  198 between Rt.  29 and Rt.  95/ 
Laurel  - very few people do the speed limit.    Along parts of SEGMENT II  that are taurei       very    e    p    i H _11:_—    Mvl m(>ai . u^  lu  rutu 5nuultlm 

I—i  Please add my/our namelsl lo the Mailing List.  v^   f.,irbinq  .  as  is  done on  parts of 

• P.eas, a..... my/our na.e.s, „.„ the M.-. L,...«t.   198 between^.   M .nd^tJS/ 

 .Parson5  wh0 have receiv.d  a  copy  ol  this   brochure  through  the  ma.i are  already 
on the proiect Mailing List. curbing installed at a later date,  if necessary. 



'--TS mm 
v^ 

Maryland Department of Transportation 
State Highway Administration 

March 24,   1988 

^^ffirord H. ^rarnff 
Secretary 

Hal Kassofl 
Adminisirstor 

RE:  Contract No. M529-1 01--371 
Maryland Route 650 
Randolph Road to Maryland 
Route 198 
PDMS No.  153337 

Ms. Susan U. Hoover 
15220 Middlegate Road 
Silver Spring, MD  20904 

Dear Ms. Hoover: 

This letter is in response to your recent correspondence 
pertaining to our project planning study on Maryland Route 650 (New 
Hampshire Avenue) between Randolph Road and Maryland Route 198.  I 
appreciate the comments you have provided.  This information will be 
given a thorough consideration in our development of a preferred 
alternative. 

Due to undesirable experiences with narrow medians throughout 
Maryland, we will not consider a median along New Hampshire Avenue 
that is less than 20 feet.  A width less than this provides 
insufficient spacing to shadow a vehicle crossing a divided roadway. 
Shadowing allows a vehicle to cross one direction of traffic and fit 
safely in the width of the median to await crossing or turning into 
the other direction of traffic. 

In Cloverly, we are investigating a five lane, center turn 
roadway which would extend from Briggs Chaney Road to Snider Lane. 
This option would not displace parking from any of the shopping 
centers.  Depending on whether the outside of the roadway has curbs 
or shoulders, there may be displacements along the west side of the 
roadway opposite the Cloverly Center. 

The existing dogleg  movement between Briggs Chaney Road and 
Norwood Road has limited capacity to handle increases in peak hour 
traffic volumes.  By the design year of this study, 2016, peak hour 
volumes at these two intersections will exceed their capacity. 
Kelocating Briggs Chaney Road south, opposite Norwood Road 
(Alternative BC-1) is our preferred solution to this upcoming 
deficiency.  To avoid two periods of disrupting construction 
activity, we anticipate doing both projects simultaneously. 

My letephone number is prii)   333-1 1 39  

Telelypewrtter tor Impaired Hearing or Speech 
383-7555 Baltimore Metro  -  565-0451 O.C. Metro - 1-B00-O 2-5062  Statowlde  Toll  Free 

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

March 24, 1988 
Ms. Susan D. Hoover 
page 2 

It is not possible to provide a median opening at every 
intersection along this portion of New Hampshire Avenue.  air 
criteria allows a8minimuS of 750 feet between -"ess.ve openings 
In an effort to provide openings at the major intersections, they 
will be limited to the following locations: 

Midland Road 
Notley Road 
Orchard Way 
Hobbs Drive/Colesvllle Manor Road 
^nterchanle Ramps at the proposed Inter County Connector 
Southern Entrance to the First Alliance Church 
Stonegate Drive 
Southview Lane 
Norwood Road/Relocated Briggs Chaney Road 
Briggs Chaney Road to Snider Lane 
Harding Lane 
Relocated Maryland Route 198 

Al 
Seg 

Our preferred alternative for the remainder of the study are 

oulders, for Segment II. 

I want to thank you for your Interest in the highway 
development process as it relates to this project.  Please  contact 
us again if we can provide further assistance. 

Very truly yours , 

Louis H. Ege, Jr. 
Deputy Director 
Project Development Division 

Randy Aldrich    x 

Project Manager 

LHE:RCA:vlt 
cc:      Mr.   Michael   Snyder 



". ER C^I^^/ILLE^WflENS 

PO BOX 4087 COLESVILLE 
',11 VI K'.t'h-iNr.   MAIVYLANf^ 20904 

March 14,1983 

.•|C» qaryland Department otmhsponation 
State Highway Administration 

Hi 
Sei 

Hal Kassolf 
Ad.'n.nimalot 

Trai 

Muyianl Depanment of Transportation 

State Highvay Administration 

Office of Planning and Preliminary Enf iretring 

Box 717 

Baltimore, Md 21203 

Re: L0CATI0NIDES1OH PUBLIC HEARINOS 

Mar^and Route 650 

Dear Sir: 

This Is an additional comment on fte proposed Improvements for Segment I of Mainland Re. 650. 

We strongly endorse Option 1 in the Colesville area vhich vouM retocae the entrance to the 

Coksville Shopping Center nonh on Maryland Route 650 to a point opposite Midland Road, vheie 

a median opening vouM allov left turns into and out of the shopping cener. This vouM lie a great 

improvement over the current exit from the shopping center. Left turns from the current exit onto 

Rw 650 are extremely dangerous to both those attempting them and to oncoming traffic. Option 2 

vouM do little more than continue the existing safety hazards. 

Sincerely, 

Peter J. Munson, 

President 

March 23, 1988 

RE:  Contract Mo. M 529-101-371 
Maryland Route 650 - Randolph 
Road to Maryland Route 1S8 
PDMS Ho. 153337 

Mr. Peter J. Munson, President 
Greater Colesville Citizens Association 
Post Office Box 4087 
Silver Spring, Maryland 20904 

Dear Mr. Munson: 

This letter is in response to your recent correspondence 
pertaining to our project planning study on Maryland Route 650 
(New Hampshire Avenue) between Randolph Road and Maryland Route 
198.  I appreciate the comments you have provided and your 
endorsement of Option 1 at Colesville.  This information will be 
given a thorough consideration in our development o£ a preferred 
alternative. 

I want to thank you for your interest in the highway devel- 
opment process as it relates to this project. Please contact us 
again if we can provide further assistance. 

by: 

Very truly yours. 

Louis H. Ege, Jr. 
Deputy Director 
Project Development Division 

Randy Aldrich 
Project Manager 

LHE:bh 

cc:  Mr. Michael Snyder 

My telephone number is (30 
^33-1139 

Teletypewriter lor Impaired Hearing or Speech 
383-7555 Bti.lmor. Metro - 565-0451 O.C   Metro -  ,-800-492-5062  Statewide  Toll Free 

707  North  Calverl   St..  Baltimore.  Maryland   21203-0717 

\ 

S, 



STATE  HIGHWAY  ADMINISTRATION 
QUESTIONS  AND/OR  COMMENTS 

Contract No. M 529-101-371 
POMS No. 1S3J37 

LOCATION/DESIGM PUBLIC HEARING 
Maryland Route 650 

Randolph Road to Maryland Route 198 
Wednesday, January 6, 1988 
John F. Kennedy High School 

NAME Harrv and Irma Varvounis  pATC  MarY*    1/.        10«ft 

PLEASE 
PRINT 

AnnocgQ      13909 NfM Hampshirp Avp  

Cn-Y^T^yxM Sllver SPrlng STATE   Maryland 

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

.ZIP CODE   20904 

as you may already knr»J,   rprrain amminr 
1  would   IIWP   ^rv  ht-ing   rn   ymir   nt-tnnrinn, 

of property has been already given to the cmmt-v fry t-hp Wci.T-Hgmpghi.ga- 

wVilch was  to ey^iand Nf^i Hampch^i-p A-ua—as it IB boltar nandblph Road.  

Now if they continue as with the original plan.  I do not have nrnrh rn sav   hnlr if they 

go as with the various gnggpgHnng i.rirh an nppn yprt-irm    -mrl Tninh iri-dcr median atrip 

Llien they go over and beyond what was plannftd and iTntVygi rn-nl 

I do understand the eminent domain, however on those basis dedication was made,  and 

therefore they should not request irore  .  regardless if thpv pay nr nnf. 
if it is open section it Vfill  impose 

And  the    nmsf  iiripnrr^"''  thinp nf  -ill   ir  t-hnr- 
danger to the residential area:  curve? tend to rp^^^i" drivprs frrm ralrpn fnn many- 

liberties      This  is a residential   area nfi-oi- all     nunhpr mn^d mmbor 2 ic not- 

rural  to suggest open section.  —  

Please let us know as to what is bepn dpridpd and plannpd    Tf T nppd tima rn nmrp-rt it 

El Please  add  my/our  namelsl to  the Mailing  LisL* 

I—| Please  delete  my/our  namelsl from  the Mailing  List. 

• Persons  who  have raceived  a  copy  ol  this  brochure  through  the mail are  already 

on  the project  Mailing  List. 

Maryland Department ofTransportation 
State Highway Administration 

March 22, 198 8 

RE:  Contract No. M 529-101-3 71 
Maryland Route 650 
Randolph Uoad to Maryland 
Route 198 
I'DMS No.  153337 

Mr. and Mrs. Harry Varvounis 
13909 New Hampshire Avenue 
Sliver Spring, Maryland  20904 

Dear Mr. and Mrs. Varvounis: 

This letter is in response to your recent correspondence 
pertaining to our project planning study on Maryland Route 650 (New 
Hampshire Avenue) between Randolph Road and Maryland Route 198.  I 
appreciate the comments you have provided as well as any effects the 
study alternatives may have on you.  This Information will be given 
a thorough consideration in our development of a preferred 
alternative. 

Your home on New Hampshire Avenue lies within Segment 1 of the 
study.  In Segment I, we have identified Alternative 3 as our 
preferred alternative.  When reconstructed, this section of New 
Hampshire Avenue will be a six lane, closed section roadway  with a 
20 foot median and with a right-of-way width of 114 feet.  The 
Eastern Montgomery County Master Plan Identifies the roadway to be 
reconstructed as a 6 lane roadway with a median and with a 
right-of-way width of 120 feet.  In front of your home, our 
preferred alternative is consistent with the master plan.  The open 
section roadway mentioned in your letter is Alternative 2. 
Alternative 2 Is our preferred alternative for Segment II ot the 
study extending from Cape May Road to Maryland Route 198. 

I want to thank you for your Interest in the highway 
development process as It relates to this project.  Please contact 
us again 11: we can provide further assistance. 

Very truly yours, 

By:     zLz 

Louis   H.   Ege,   Jr. 
Deputy   Director 
Proiect   Development   Division 

•- Q : " " 
Ra ncly ^13 rTcTT 
Project   Manager 

'*LJl 

isi 

LHE:RA:vlt 
cc:     Mr.   Michael  Snyder 

My telephone number is (301)- 
333-1 139 

Teletypewriter lor Impaired Hearing or Speech 
383-7555 Baltimore Metro - 565-0451 O.C. Metro - i-aoo-492-5062 Statewide Toll Free 

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

*9 



NAME 

QUESTIONS  AND/OR COMMENTS 

Com r.icr   No.    M   529-101-371 
I'DMS   No.    153337 

LOCATION/DF.SIGK PUBLIC HEARING 
Maryland Route 650 

Randolph Road to Maryland Route 198 
Wednesday, January 6, 1988 
johp. F. Kennedy High School 
Orirpnal signed by 
Gary Clark  .DATE 

3/15/S8 

PLEASE 
PRINT ADDRESS. 

15501 New Hamp. Av. 

s.s. Md 
.STATE. .ZIP  CODE. 

20904 
CITY/TOWN  

,ish to comment  or Inquire  about  the tollowlnfl aspects  of this project: 

I would like to see New Road be as Narrow as possible and follow the 

existing center line *"  '  r*n stav in hnsiness., 

Thanks 

CD  Please add my/our nametsl lo the Mailing List.' 

CD Please delete my/out namelsl trom the Mailing List. 

'.Persons  who have received  a  copy  ol  this  brochure  through  the m 
on   the  project   Mailing   List. 

ail are  already 

••    ••    ••    Hi 
MarylandDepartmentotTransportation 
State Highway Administration 

H. Trl 

Hal Kassoff 
Administrator 

March 23, 1988 

RE:  Contract tlo. K 529-101-371 
Maryland Route 650 - Randolph 
Road to Maryland Route 198 
PDMS Ho. 153337 

Mr. Gary Clark 
Cloverly Citgo 
15501 New Hampshire AveAue 
Silver Spring, Maryland 20904 

Dear Mr. Clark: 

This letter is in response to your recent correspondence 
pertaining to our project planning study on Maryland Route 650 
(New Hampshire Avenue) between Randolph Road and Maryland Route 
198.  I appreciate the comments you have provided, as well as any 
effects the study alternatives may have on you.  This information 
will be given a thorough consideration in our development of a 
preferred alternative. 

I want to thank you for your interest in the highway devel- 
opment process as it relates to this project. Please contact us 
again if we can provide further assistance. 

Very truly yours, 

Louis H. Ege, Jr. 
Deputy Director 
Project Development Division 

by .SJULOM^- Randy Aldrich 
Project Manager 

LHE:bh 

cc:  Mr. Michael Snyder 

333-1139 
My telephone number is (301) — 

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

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

*9 



(This letter was typed by SHA in order to be legible after printing). 

STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION 
miFSTIONS AND/OR COMMENTS 

Contract No. M 529-101-371 
PDMS No. 153337 

LOCATION/DESIGN PUBLIC HEARING 
Maryland Route 650 ; 

Rantiolph Road to Maryland Route 198 
Wednesday, January 6, 1988 
Jo'nn F. Kennedy High School 
Original signed by , ., 
Edward Patrick Hagarty DATE £li2; 

NAME " 
1011 Somerset Lane 

PR"TSE   A0DBESS' MD 7IP r-nnc20904-6241 
C,TY/TOWN._ii^^Enn3_STATE • ZIP  CODE. 

,  or  inquire  about  the  tollowlng  .spect,  0.  thl. project:  
1/We  wish  to  common 

' ,  am concernel^bO!iOb^fll£nti^-^rn'ltlm1naHnn nf t*^"*******-^  
 • . -,.1i» of "treatment  
with pot-rnleum hvdro-rarhnns  and  hpflyy HlPlrll';   ^   a  re-iiiir  

Though dischargoL-^"-'^- -"""^ tn thp grQmld ' hm'P R "PU '"" 

and do  not -^ mv drinkinn TMtpr snpply-dagradart.  - 

-^-^TT^^^t^^ stonnwater runoff.    My property is located, 

-7^7^^, hm  rnnhh. nrivel.    Erorlnn of pprsonal property .and  

_deEOsltio!Lgf-Sfidifllfint frnm thp rxp^dpd rn.irt -hnnld hr rnntrnllad, • 

-77—7^—^7^; Haste^nill^l^IiJ^  Sh0Uld ^ a ^^ 0f-^S 

-l^T^SSSt^j^kbe given to cycllstL.rrossIng NH Ave._Ihese__ 

——^^—7^^ tn rross the expanded hi^hwa^ 
c  

safely. 

pT^TTT^d my/ou. nameis) to the Mailing List.* 

• Plaase  fleleie my/our  namaO) tfom  the Mailing  List. 
T^77^TTh"hI^T^^T7rpy  .I  .his  .rochure throug,  .h. mail are  already 

on  Ihe  ptojoct  Mailing List. 

^ 

V^ 



6-••>[>/<• (cOV^^Uy- 

Maryfand Department ofTransportation 
State Highway Administration 

Re: 

Richard H. Trainor 
Socrelary 

Ha! Kassoff 
Administrator 

April 7, 1988 

Contract No. M 529-101-371 
Maryland Route 650 
Randolph Road to Maryland Route 198 
PDMS No. 153337 

Mr. Edward P. Hagarty 
1011 Somerset Lane 
Silver Spring, Maryland  20904 

Dear Mr. Hagarty: 

This letter is in response to your recent correspondence 
n-rtJnina to our project planning study on Maryland Route 650 
\Zl   Hampshire Avenue) between Randolph Road and Maryland Route 
198   I appreciate the comments you have provided as well as any 
ejects the study alternatives may have on you  This information 
will be given a thorough consideration in our development of a 
preferred alternative. 

Your home on Somerset Lane lies adjacent to Segment I of our 
study   In this segment, we have identified Alternative 3 as our 
presence.  This alternative proposes a 6 lane divided roadway 
with curbs on the outside as well as the median side of the 
roadway   During the final design phase of the project, which will 
beain later this year, we will develop a comprehensive stormwater 
m^age^nrplan'to eoAt.in runoff from the widened ".dw.y  Thi. 
plan will address both the quantity as well as the quality of 
runoff   We hope to use a series of infiltration trenches to 
achieve these goals.  Infiltration trenches in conjunction with a 
sy-temeo keep them from clogging should keep the groundwater from 
becoming contaminated with petroleum hydrocarbons and heavy 
metals.  These trenches will also discharge water after a heavy 
period of rainfall at a controlled rate which will eliminate soil 
erosion on adjacent properties and along discharging streams. 

After reconstruction. New Hampshire Avenue will safely 
accommodate pedestrians and bicyclists.  In Segment I. there will 
be sidewalks along both sides of the roadway.  The outside lane in 
each direction will be 14 feet wide with bituminous concrete 
paving extendina to the face of the curb.  This is•sufficient room 
for bicyclists.  In Segment II. where we have identified 
Alternative 2 as our preference, there will be a 4 lane divided 
roadway with outside shoulders.  These shoulders will be paved and 
will be 10 feet wide.  These shoulders will provide ample room for 
pedestrians and bicyclists. 

My telephone number is (3011_ 

Teletypewriter for Impelred Hearing or Speech 
383-7555 Baltimore Metro  -  565-04 5, D.C   Metro -  ,-a00-«92-5062  StMewK.0  Tcrf.  Free 

.C7  North  Calvert   St..  Baltimore,  Maryland   21203-0717 

Mr. Edward P. 
Page Two 

Hagarty 

Since both segments of the reconstructed roadway will be 
divided with a 20 foot grass median, pedestrian access across the 
roadway should actually be safer than it is today.  When crossing, 
pedestrian will only need to detect breaks in traffic in one 
direction at a time. 

I want to thank you for your interest in the highway 
development process as it relates to this project.  Please contact 
us again if we can provide further assistance. 

by: 

Very truly yours, 

Louis H. Ege, Jr. 
Deputy Director 
Project Development Division 

_££*. 
Randy Aldrich 
Project Manager 

LHE/RCA/ih 

cc:  Mr. Michael Snyder 

\ 



NAME 

STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION   ..-PROJECT 
QUESTIONS   AND/OR  COMMENTS      "tVUOP/f'jMn- 
——^^——— U i , . r • -.., 

Contract No. M 529-101-371      /fcft T)     (/..,„„ 
PDMS NO. 153337 '' " flfl f/JJ 

LOCATION/DESIGN PUBLIC HEARING 
Maryland Route 650 

Randolph Road to Maryland Route 198 
Wednesday, January 6, 1988 
Jonn F. Kennedy High School 

^TePHfn/      i/"is #LKes>7- PATE  /»*? /*~,  nhf- 

;LEATSE   AODRESS ?.o v   uiv-b^rt*. ^JL 

CITY/TOWN. 

I/We wfah to comm 

<:?(***     W^c, STATE  ^^ 2'P CODE Z^Y 

ent or Inquire about the tollowlno a»pect» ol thlt prolect: 

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the proposed wid- 
ening of New Hampshire Ave (HD 650).  My major concern, like 
most of the Peachwood residents, is the lack of a median break 
at Piping Rock Rd in the preliminary plans. I am aware that the 
proximity of Piping Rock Rd to the newly relocated Good Hope Rd 
is such that a median break at Piping Rock Rd would violate the 
State's design codes.  However, this remains a major concern to 
the community.  I'm sure that the studies that have been pro- 
formed indicate that the traffic load warrants a median break. 
I would like to propose a solution that would require the sup- 
port of this office.  I would suggest that a short connector 
road be built between Piping Rock Rd and Good Hope Rd on the 
National Capital Park and Planning Commission property shown 
on the enclosed map.  This small connector would funnel all 
southbound Peachwood traffic onto Good Hope Rd creating a much 
safer egress from the community.  I am suggesting this to your 
office for two reasons.  This plan will need substamal support 
to bring the appropriate pressure to bear upon the County and 
it is an easy way to calm the commotion in the community caused 
by the State's Location and Design proposal. 
I'would also like to make one other suggestion.  Much of the 
backup on southbound New Hampshire Ave in the morning rush hour 
is caused by the volume of traffic entering at Notley Rd.  I 
beliove that if a right lane was constructed from Notley Rd to 
the Randolph Rd intersection, that this traffic could turn onto 
New Hampshire Ave without impeding the main flow.  If this lane 

were built before the rest of the road is widened I feel it would 
greatly reduce the flow problems that will be encountered during 
the main construction phase.  Thank you again for this forura. 

"r—I Please delete my/our namets) from the Mailing Lilt. 

.Persons  who have received  a cop.y  ol  thia  Brochure through  the mail are  already N^ 
on  the  project  Mailing  List. ^ft 

A 



Maryland Department ofTransportation 
j    State Highway Administration 

Richard H. Trainor 
Secretary 

Hal Kassoff 
Admmistralo' 

Page 2 

Mr. Van Albert 

April 12. 1986 

RE: Contract No. M 529-101-371 
Maryland Route 650 
Randolph Road to Maryland 
Route 198 
PDMS No.  153337 

Mr. Stephen Van Albert 
704 Windmill Lane 
Silver Spring. Maryland  20904 

Dear Mr. Van Albert: 

This letter is in response to your recent correspondence 
pertaining to our project planning study on Maryland Route 650 
(New Hampshire Avenue) between Randolph Road and Maryland Route 
198.  I appreciate the comments you have provided as well as any 
effects the study alternatives may have on you.  This information 
will be given a thorough consideration in our development of a 
preferred alternative. 

We have completed an exhaustive investigation of the inter- 
section of Piping Rock Drive.  Due to the proximity of the 
intersection at relocated Good Hope and Bonifant Roads and the 
design year traffic conditions which will exist at that inter- 
section, it is not possible to provide a median opening at 
Piping Rock Drive.  Earlier this year we looked into a connection 
between Piping Rock Road and Good Hope Road along your recom- 
mended alignment.  Due to serious environmental impacts associ- 
ated with the wetlands and species which inhabit this stream, it 
would not be practical to pursue this alignment.  Also, since 
this is parkland, regulations required utilization of other 
alignments, if possible.  Since access to your community will be 
provided via the proposed median opening at Southview Avenue, 
usage of this alignment is not recommended. 

Prior to the start of construction activities on this proj- 
ect, the county is receiving funds from developers to provide 
some additional lanes at the major intersection at Colesville and 
to provide an additional lane along New Hampshire Avenue between 
Colesville and Notley Road.  These improvements should be under 
construction later this year. 

I want to thank you for your interest in the highway 
development process as it relates to this project.  Please 
contact us again if we can provide further assistance 

Very truly yours. 

Louis H. Ege, Jr. 
Deputy Director 
Project Development Division 

by:. W, 
rich Randy   Aid 

Project  Manager 

V?«^r £fl/?. 

LHE:RCA:bh 
cc:  Mr. Michael Snyder 

My telephone number is (301)       333-1139 

Teletypewriter tor Impaired Hearing or Speech 
383-7555 Baltimore Metro - 565-0451 DC. Metro - 1-800-492-5062 Statewide  Toll Free 

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



STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION PROJECT' 
QUESTIONS  AND/OR COMMENTS        0F\/ELOPMEMT 

—~ "" "DlVl'V.O!' 
Contract No. M 529-101-371 ,.fl 

PDMS No. 153337 Ujj, ^2  ||26fm 0« 
LOCATION/DESIGN PUBLIC HEARING 

Maryland Route 650 
Randolph Road to Maryland Route 198 

NAME 

Jo'nn   F.   Kennedy   High   School 

George &  Angela Saah 
_DATE. 

PLEASE     ^pp^jfe New Hampshire Ave 

Silver   Spring                               ^T.TF   Maryland 2|p  ggQ^ 
CITY/TOWNl__r . _STAIt .  CITY/TOWN  

,/We wl.h to comment  or Inquire  about  the  followlna a.poct»  ot  this project: 

We ar<5 eancemea Tfte already h.gh no.se level trom New Hampshire will increase and 
vihrate our house ev»n mnrp. Tho amn„nt of P^Pment hpinn nrnri ind landtnptnQ may 

help  curb   the  noise   level.  

The  speeJ   limit   is  also a concern   for   safety reasons.    Cars often  whiz  by at  50 HPH 

w i M,  „u ig^did   lui    paUbisli I din,  aim  nu LUHUKianr   t.p>itid   l'6r  Jar's exiting our  dr .veway 

fo  judge  the  oncoming  traffic.  .  

The  proposed  P^n-iion  to   Include  Brigg* rh*nev  aim  floe^   nnt  rnn^irinr   lafa  icrnrr     - 
for  children   to  the public  park on Briggs Chaney  nearest  to our   subdivision.     If   safe 
,^.„r.   i.   .nt  p—••••••-,   rnri,-,,,r   -. ,      II   , In   HPUUIIJ   m u Id  be  Uuill   in  uui    su U UI g I b I ui I. - 
The  park  would also benefit  the  handicap center  which  the report  does  not mention   is 

locnleU   HIMI—fjliu  NUU  Hafflf>4nii e  Ave. " " 

!—|  pieaso add my/our namels) lo tho Mailing List.* 

I—| please delete my/our namals! from  tho Mailing List. 

.Persons  who have received  a  copy  of this  brochure through  the mail are already 

on   the  projoct  Mailing  List. >^ 



Maryland Department ofTransportatwn 
State Highway Administration 

• -Ot d--i 

Richard H. Trainor 
Secreliry 

Hal Kassoff 
Administrator 

April  8,   1988 

RE: Contract   No,   529-101-371 
Maryland   Route  650 
Randolph   Road   to   Maryland 
Route  198 
PDMS   No.   153337 

Page 2 

Mr. and Mrs. Saah 

I want to thank you for your interest in the highway 
development process as it relates to this project.  Please contact 
us again if we can provide further assistance. 

Very truly yours. 

Mr. and Mrs. George Saah 
1511! Mew Hampshire Avenue 
Silver Spring, Maryland  20904 

Dear Mr. and Mrs. Saah: 

This   letter   is   in  response   to   your  recent  correspondence 
pertaining   to   our   project   planning   study   on  Maryland  Route 650   (New 
Hampshire   Avenue)   between   Randolph   Road  and   Maryland   Route  198.      I 
appreciate   the   comments   you   have   provided   as  well  as   any   effects   the 
study  alternatives  may  have  on   you.      This   information  will  be  given 
a   thorough  consideration   in  our   development  of  a   preferred 
alcernat ive. 

Due   to   the  numerous   intersecting  driveways   and   roadways.   It   is 
not   possible   to   provide   effective   noise  mitigation measures   along 
the   portion  of   New   Hampshire   Avenue  adjacent   to   your  home.      During 
the   final   design   phase  of   the   project,   which  begins   later   this   year, 
we   will   be  developing   a  comprehensive  landscaping  plan.      This 
landscaping,   will   in   time,   provided   some   limited  noise mitigation. 

The  design   speed   for   the   reconstructed   portions  of   New 
Hampshire   Avenue   is   50   MPH.      We   anticipate  a  posted   speed   that   is   5 
to   10   MPH   less   than   the   design   speed.      Compliance with   the  posted 
speed   limit   is   the   responsibility  of   Montgomery   County's   Police 
Department. 

The   portion  of  our   study   which   proposes   to  relocate  Rrigg's 
Chaney   Road   is   being  performed   as   a  service   to   Montgomery   County. 
The   actual   design   and   construction  of  our   preferred   alternative, 
HC-1,   realigning   Briggs   Chaney   Road   to   intersect   New  Hampshire 
Avenue  opposite  Norwood   Road,   is   the   responsibility of  Montgomery 
County   .      I   recommend   you  contact   their  project  manager,   Mr.   Donald 
Ayers ,   to   discuss   your  concerns   about   access  along   this   roadway   to 
the   public   park.      Mr.   Ayers   telephone nunber   is  217-2121. 

By: 

I.ouis   H.   Ege,   Jr. 
Deputy   Director 
Project   Development   Divisio 

Randy   Aldrich 
Project  Manager 

LHE:RCA:vw 
cc:      Mr.   Micheal   Snyder 

Mr.   Donald     Ayers   (w/incoming) 

My telephone number is (301}_ 
333-1139 

Tetetypewrlter for Impaired Hearing or Speech 
383-7555 Baltimore Metro - 56S-CM5! O.C. Metro - !-eoo-«92-5062 Statewide Toll Free 

707   North  Calyert   St..   Baltimore.   Maryland   21203-0717 



IE   MARYLANC 
n MATlONAl    CAPITAL   PARK   AND   PLANNING   COMMISSION 
D-NATIONAL   LAM     u •„„„,.s,^Spn(1,.M^)tandaosmaw) »«.-B 

"4 
January   14,   198B 

Mr. Hal Kassoff 
Administrator 
State Highway Administration 
707 North Calvert Street 
Baltimore, Maryland 21202 

Dear Mr. Kassoff: 

Be: 

RECEIVED 
JAN 19 1938 

uuitit. rm jf 
wi«i«fiBiaw!OTrB(aK£wiB 

MD 650 Project Planning Study 

The 
January 
Report f 
project. 
However, 
— the j 
with res 
without 
design, 
needed 1 
tration 
design u 

^  »••<«•« reoularlv scheduled meeting of 

Because of the extreme env ronmental ••£^£*t£ ^Sd 
receiving streams in the project area  ^f^^1^^^ to 
Hope tributary, we fully «*P«f *»* £ "mpto^ent of Infiltration 
control its stormwater run-0".v"n^*  S?NCPPC staff have recom- 
controls.  For the past several ^f*5^^S

Btormwater mended that your consultant dav.lop a conc.pt sites and 
management plan which ^"tifi.. potential Infi 1   ^^ ^ pos. 
that soils testing for these ""s be perio     infiltration 
•iible   We also recommend that in the event ui 

mentflMP sites outside of the ROW be identified. 

As you are probably aware  fe appropriateness and^ffec- 
tiveness of stormwater ^na^^nt infiltration pr       ^^ 
largely dependent upon the ""^ability of the una^ project ar^a 

necessary soils tests. 

To our knowledge, none of the preceding tasks have been 
performed.  It is the Board's opinion that this work should have 
been completed months ago, as it could seriously affect required 
ROW widths, existing residences, various roadway design elements, 
and the level of protection afforded to receiving streams.  Ke do 
not share your staffs point of view that the preceding concerns 
are design-related issues which can be addressed at a later date. 
Therefore, we strongly recommend that stormwater management con- 
siderations be comprehensively addressed before final alignment 
and ROW descisions are made.  We would also expect that SHA 
properly maintain, in perpetuity, all stormwater management con- 
trol devices employed as part of this project.  Accordingly, your 
stormwater management plans should take maintenance consideration 
into account. 

The Planning Board provides the following recommendations: 

1) We support Alternative 3 (closed section) for Segment I 
and Alternative 2 (open section) for Segment II.  v'e 

recognize that right-of-way in addition to that identi- 
fied in the Project Planning Study may be needed to 
accommodate necessary storm water management facili- 
ties.  The minimum 120 foot right-of-way should be 
purchased for Segment II even if Alternative 3 (closed 
section) is selected. 

2) We support the relocation of the Colesville Shopping 
Center entrance to a location opposite Midland Road 
(Option 1 in Segment I). 

3) We support the realignment of Motley Road east of New 
Hampshire Avenue (MD 650) to meet Motley Road west of 
Mew Hampshire Ave. 

We support the realignment of Hobbs Drive and Coles- 
ville Manor Drive to create one Intersection.  The 
house in the northeast quadrant of this intersection Is 
used as a day care facility in conjunction with an 
adjacent facility; retaining the day care facility at 
this location is important.  We suggest that you 
investigate moving the house on its lot,' thereby 
retaining this use and creating a situation where the 
roadway realignment is possible. 

Infiltration is the recommended stormwater management 
practice for this project and should be employed 
wherever possible.  SHA should identify all potential 
stormwater management infiltration areas.  Soils tests 
of these areas should be performed as soon as possible 
to properly determine site suitability.  Where test 
results indicate poor soil conditions, SHA should iden- 
tify and locate alternate stormwater management infil- 
tration areas.  This may require that additional lands 

4) 

5) 

.. ^njn*v P'^n-Mrv" Q«»-4 

^ 
Xw 



be purchased.  SHA ahould be prepared to purchase areas 
needed to include all elements of the stonnwater 
management faciiites. 

6) Landscaping needs to be provided in the median and on 
both sides of this road for the entire length of the 
project in accordance with our earlier recommendations 
which are included in the Environmental Effects Report. 

7) Provide sidewalks on both sides of the roadway for the 
entire length of the project.  Redesign the sidewalks 
in Segment I (closed section) in accordance with our 
staff recommendation (drawing enclosed).  This redesign 
provides a five (5) foot sidewalk set back four (4) 
feet from the curb with a tree at the edge of the four 
(4) foot grass area; an additional three (3) feet will 
be needed for each side of the roadway for a total 120 
foot right-of-way which is in accordance with our mas- 
ter plan.  Add a sidewalk in the open section roadway 
in the safety grading area beyond the shoulder. 

8) We continue to support the master planned realignment 
of Briggs Chaney Road (Alternative BC-1).  This 
alignment has many advantages.  This alignment will 

reduce traffic in front of the Cleverly Elementary 
School.  This school is scheduled to be reopened.  This 
alignment will also move the intersection of Briggs 
Chaney Road to the south and make a median break at 
Cloverly Street possible.  Such a break will improve 
circulation for the businesses located on both sides of 
New Hampshire Avenue between Briggs Chaney Road and 
Bryant's Nursery Road.  In addition, this alignment 
will leave untouched an apple orchard that provides 
local produce to Montgomery County residents. 

9) Option 1 in Segment II was developed to minimize the 
damage to the parking lot of the Cloverly Shopping 
Center.  The Cloverly Shopping Center has dedicated 
sixty (60) feet from the center line of the existing 
New Hampshire Avenue in accordance with our master 
plans.  The properties on the opposite side of the road 
have not only never contributed land for the road but 
have been designated in our master plan as being needed 
for the road.  Ke recommend that you acquire the neces- 
sary right-of-way from the west side of New Hampshire 
Avenue at this location. 

10) Reevaluate the use of "popcorn" asphalt paving as a 
noise mitigation measure.  This type of paving can 
significantly reduce traffic noise due to road/tire 
interactions and has shown to reduce hydroplaning 
(vehicle skidding on a road surface due to.the presence 
of water on the surface) , which can occur at traffic 
speeds as low as 35 mph.  As stated in the SHA 

11) 

12) 

environmental report, because many of the adjacent 
houses have driveways on New Hampshire Avenue (MD 650) 
the use of berms or walls for noise reduction is 
limited.  Thus, the use of the "popcorn" asphalt paving 
would be the only effective noise reduction measure 
that can be provided to most of the existing houses 
along MD 650.  We realize that there may be other 
considerations that must be weighed in the use of 
"popcorn" asphalt and we would support the detailed 
evaluation of these other factors. 

Evaluate the use of small earth berms and/or noise 
walls/fences for a group of ten houses on Whiteoate 
Road (in the Stonegate subdivision) and a group'of 5 to 
6 houses on Old Barn Court {in the Peachwood subdivi- 
sion) .  These houses have backyards which abut the New 
Hampshire Avenue (MD 650) right-of-way. 

For those sections of the roadway where physical noise 
attenuation measures are not feasible, landscaping 
plans should include dense evergreen plantings to 
create visual and psychological noise screens. 

13)  Where the right-of-way line is very close to a resi- 
dence (for example, the house on the southeast corner 
of Windridge Drive), SHA should offer to purchase the 
property. 

The produce stands along New Hampshire Avenue are important 
assets for the nearby residents and viable businesses for the 
families that operate them.  We support retaining these stands. 
Please remember that such uses are allowed as Special Exceptions 
under the Montgomery County Zoning Ordinance.  The taking of such 
a structure for your project need not result in the loss of the 
business. 

You will need to work with our staff as this project is 
designed.  We expect a particularly close working relationship as 
the soils are tested and the storm water treatment system is 
designed. •' 

... ,T£e Planning Board appreciates the attendance of Randy 
Aldrich and Paul Ramey at our meeting.  As usual we found them to 
be very helpful. 

Sincerely, 

Norman L. Chris 
Chairman 

JJiu^ 
eller 

NLC:PBW:JG:CB:vgn 



Maryland Department ofTransportation 
State Highway Administration 

yy^ 01  WB 

Richard H. Tramof 
SeC'«t»f» 

Hal Kassoff 
AdmintBUBtor -JA 

,' -<•> 

^ ^ r" ?J 
'". • — CJ 

Mr. Norman L. Christeller. Chairman 
Montgomery County Planning Board ".  '•'.'" 
The Maryland-National Capital Park 'j 
and Planning Comr.iss icr. 7." 
e^S? Georgia Avenue ^^ 
Silver Spring, Maryland  20910-3'?60 

Dear Mr. Christeller: 

Thank you for your continuing interest in our Project 
Flannina study to widen Maryland Route 650 between Randolph Road 
and Maryland Route 198.  I appreciate the comnienti you and your 
staff have prepared on this study.  This information is currently 
being utilized in our development of a preferred alternative for 
the project. 

ment 
runo 
prel 
de t e 
qua 1 
show 
that 
We d 
be r 
test 
t ion 
prer 
in o 

We 
sur 

ff f 
imin 
rmin 
ity 
s th 
nei 

c ag 
equi 
s ar 
tre 

equi 
ur r 

fully 
roundi 
rom ou 
ary st 

if i 
and qu 
at run 
ther t 
ree th 
red to 
e requ 
nches 
site t 
ecomme 

recogni 
nq Pain 
r roadw 
ormwate 
nfiltra 
ant ity 
off cou 
ype roa 
at oil 
preven 
ired to 
for bot 
c deter 
ndation 

ze the 
t Bran 
ay may 
r anal 
tion t 
of sur 
Id be 
dway h 
grit 
t clog 
conf i 

h stud 
mine t 
analy 

sensitJ 
ch and t 
have . 

ysis of 
echnique 
face wat 
controll 
ad defin 
eparator 
ging of 
rir the f 
y altern 
he super 
sis . 

vity 
he e 
We a 
the 
s co 
er r 
ed w 
ite 
s , o 
the 
unct 
ativ 
iori 

of th 
f feet 
greed 
study 
uld be 
unof f. 
ith th 
advant 
r some 
trench 
ionali 
es , we 
ty of 

e natur 
that st 
to perf 
alterna 
used t 
This 

ese tec 
ages ov 
other 

es.  Si 
ty of t 
feel t 

either 

al environ- 
orif.water 
orm a 
tives to 
o control 
analysis 
hniques and 
er the other . <• 
device, would 
nee soil 
he infiltra- 
hey are not a 
alternative 

Following our normal process, soil tests will be performed 
in the final design phase.  At approximately 35 percent into this 
phase, soil ttst. boring locations can be pinpointed to confirm 
the soil's'suitability for infiltration.  As you have pointed 
out., we "inay experience some difficulty in specific areas which 
may result in additional right-of-way acquisitions.  As a general 
policy, we do not purchase additional right-of-way for these 
facilities that require any kind of displacement.  Also during 
the final design phase, we will make a final analysis to 
determine the r.ost appropriate technique to prevent clogging of 
the trenches. 

Mv le'ep^one number ts (301 >_ 

Teletycewrtter for Impaired Hearlnp or Speech 
363-7555 BaMlmore Melro - 565-0451 D.C. Metro - 1-800-*92-5062 Statewide Toll Free 

707   North   Cauert   SI..   Ealtlmore,   Maryland   21203-0717 

FEB 0 9 1988 

Mr. Norman L. Christeller 

Page Two 
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After investigating the issue of proxin-ity dar.aces in more 
detail, we have agreed to consider shifting our right-of-way 
lines in a few places to permit total acquisition.  This includes 
the day care facility at the corner of Hobbs Drive, the house at 
the corner of Windridge Court, and perhaps some of the close 
structures in Cleverly.  As is our usual policy, it will be up to 
the individual property owner to investigate relocation of the 
structure to the remainder of the property if possible.  My staff 
will be available to assist the county in explaining all options 
available to each owner. 

We are continuing to investigate a resolution of the impacts 
in Cleverly.  While I agree that it is desirable to adhere to the 
Master Plan alignment where reasonable, it should not be the only 
item considered in the placement of our alignments.  Many of the 
structures along this route predate the Master Plan and impacts 
to these structures must weigh in our decision process.  We are 
further refining our options at Cloverly, taking into account 
parking loss at the Cloverly Center and access to the shopping 
centers on both the east and west sides. 

Our policy regarding the application of popcorn mix 
gate to roadways in Montgomery County, while not yet offi 
beginning to take shape.  We will be reserving its usage 
higher speed, heavier traveled, highest classificatitn hi 
Maryland Route 650 does not fall within this classificati 
Some of the factors used to arrive at this conclusion inc 
the most beneficial noise mitigation occurs at vehicular 
above 50 mph; it is more expensive to apply; it is more e 
to maintain, particularly in locations with excessive tur 
movements; and lastly, its deicing costs are about twice 
normal aggregate. 
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In the area of Whitegate Road, we are further investigating 
the consistency of our new policy regarding noise barriers with 
additional analysis of a barrier.  If appropriate, these studies 
will be concluded during the final desigr; activities. 
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Mr. Ncrr.^n L. Christe]lc-r 

Fsoe Three 

I war.t to thank ycu for your endorsement of Alternative 3. 
C-ftion 1 in Segment I. Alternative 2 in Segment II. and 
Alternative BT-1 for the Briggs Char.ey Road. Norwood Road 
connection.  Ac always, py staff considers your input invaluable 
Ke look forward to your continued assistance in the further 
development of this project. 

Sincerely, 

ORlG^SSOFf 
Hal Kassoff 
Administrator 

HK:db 

Mif . Neil J. Pedersen 
Y.j: .   Michael Snyder 

cms H. Ege , Jr. I- 
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Maryland neparlmciit of Nnlural Kesourccs 

iilvwaliT Ail'iiinislralinn 
lawcv Slate Office Huildine 
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i.'.'nis  H.   F.ge,   Jr.,   Deputy  Director 
,,.,(   uevelopinent   Oi vision   (Hooro   310) 

t .-   Hiqliwsy  Adminir.l ration 
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January 27, ]9a8 

Torrey C. Brown. . M.f). 
Secretary 
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.r Mr. Kge: 

aed your Rnvironmental Effects Report on "Mary- 

-Ipanrtolph Road to Maryland Rte. 198," submitted 

nd Environmental policy Act.  we  ave the following 

Fisheries Division has revie 
Hie. r.SU lirir/'/o-.i^m^nts Stii'ly- 

I?•),   w"rr;rnr»«""i;y"'B*'ic'huel-r of our Environmental Review and Habitat 
norrtLion with our Freshwat.er Fisheries Program. .-! ion Proqrom ',v< 

1987 Alternates Public 
Fishprms Division personnel attended the May 14, 

t9HS Combined Location/Design Public Hearing.  Comments 
ni the January ^ ^ '.hon a lift Lne J a nut* ry   r>,     i 7^<J   ^« -••    •     - .  . „ 

;«sinq considerations brouqht out at the May 14, 1987 Workshop were sent to 

on June 9  1987.  These comments also included our rev.ew of your prellmina 

or, "Stnrmwa.er Manaqement for Proposed Improvements to Md. Rte. 650 from Ra 

ry 
ndolph 

In addition, Fish- 
,,„! tn ^Id  Rte  198 and Effects on Paint Branch Trout Waters. 

,',..s n.v.sion personnel participated in the SHA October 23, 1987 meeting to discuss 

,..'Vso hydrologic and stormwater management studies.  Our review of the Envvron- 

,.„i'.U Effects Report reflects th is' previous involvement and participation. 

Previous Fisheries position may be summarized as follows: 

(a) 

It.) 

(f I 

'gl 

mpact.ed habitat supports valuable, fragile trout resources. 

From M,e fisheries and aquatic life standpoint Alternative 1 (No Build) 

ThePsecondarv, indirect impacts of the proposed highway development in 
terms of facilitating adjacent and nearby development should be addressed 

to meet tIKPA standards for an adequate environmental assessment. 
During the construction period, the most rigorous erosion and sediment 

control llest Management Practices (BMP'S) should be implemented with 

strict monitoring and enforcement. 
Stormwater management ISWM) is 'he most critical aspect in terms of impacts 

on trout an.I aquatic life habitat from the proposed work. 
SWM should be cleared to an infiltration approach. 
Based on the u'mit-ri information available, Fisheries Division supported 
Alternative 2 (open system) with an adequately-sized vegetated filter 

strip and paralleling infiltration trenches. 

Telephone: 
PNR  ITY for Deaf: 301-974-3683 

(h) 

(i) 

IE Alternative 3 (closed system) were to be employed, .- is absolutely 

essential that adquate pretreatment facilities be provided and main- 
tained to remove sediment before runoff enters infiltra^on ponds or 

basins. 

Fisheries Division preferences in 2 (g) and 2(h) above were preliminary 
The basic reality is that SHA has not developed to this point a complete 

and well-thought-out SWM design (with sufficient background information) 

for an objective decision to be made between Alternatives 2 and 3. 

The following comments on the Environmental Effects Report folio.., the 

linear sequence of our previously-transmitted comments using 

as in item 2 above. 

the same organization 

(a) 

(b) 

(c) 

resnur ,•   of    th"   Upper 
•.uf-ports   it   are 
'^3,   H2,   and   83. 
t.ourres   and   habitat, 

if.    i n.id'.Milnt '•   anil   do'-s 
s    in   relation   to   till.', 
of   the   relerences   cited 

ill 

Descriptive material on the unique brown trout 
paint Branch watershed and the fragile .cov.yslem t ha 

restricted to essentially passing references on page 

The same may be said of other fish and aquatic 
In Fisheries Division's opinion, this treatment 
not do justice to the key role of these resource 
soecific oroiect.  We suggest more expanded use 
Z  our June 19. 1987 comments, particularly (Gal.,, .,83, and <C.I?M..m. 
1980).  The November 1981 MNCPPC Approved and Adapted Master Plan   hast 
ern Montgomery County Planning Area-Clover ly. Fa. r land and White r.ak 
also contains much relevant material on these key roM.iircer. and habitat. 

Fisheries Division recognizes that Alternative 1 (no build) probably is 
not a realistic option given the planning and development Iramework now 

existing in this portion of Montgomery County, in spite of 
desirability from the fisheries and aquatic life standpoi 
circumstances, however, we believe that SHA should tak- i 

and consideration of, these resources much more s—nmsly 
now does.  What the report does is consign the d.flicult questions and 

the detailed answers to some indefinite future point in the planning 
sequence.  Even more objectionable, is the conclusion (Item 12) in the 

Environmental Assessment Form that the action will not affect the use 
of any natural or manmade features that are unique to the county, slate, 

or nation.  Upper Paint Branch watershed suppo.ts the ;J"1V '''^-f'^^ 

self-sustaining Brown Trout fishery 

unique. 

its obvious 
t. tinder these 
s planning for, 
than this report 

in Montgomery County ..r.d is therefoi 

impart s of highways 

.s referred to are 

are those like 

On page 81, line 5, reference is made to " indiroei. 
in wetland and stream headwater areas."  The impact 

"direct" impacts! "indirect" or "secondary" impacts 
accelerated residential or commercial development facilitated by highway 
construction.  SNA has contmled that it doer, not control this dimension and 

consideration of it is not its respons i In 1 11 y.  Be th.,! as it may, the 
indirect results are a reality and should be described in any environment- 
al assessment that aims to approximate CEO Guidelines.  We note that this 

aspect is treated, at least at a minimal level, ... the SHA Environmental 

Assessment (EA) for "Finding of No Significant Impact—U.S. Rte. 29 — 

Patuxent River Bridge to U.S. Rte. 40" (SHA Ho. H.O. fi06-101-770) under 

the heading "Land Use and Planning."  To Fisheries Division it seems 
that the same level of consideration is warranted in the case of Rte. 6S0. 

Cfc 



(•;) 

(f) 

(•)) 

•Vh"  Environmental Effects Report rococjnizes on page 77 that sediment 
and -rosion control durin.i construction wilt be necessary to avoid impacts 
to •.-..Hand* and stream headwarers adjacent to the highway.  The point is t 

again node at the top of W  83.  what is lacking is a forthright commit- 
mr.nt hy S'm to ensure ad'-n'ioie monitoring and enforcement of the most 
rigorous oC erosion and sod i men L control BHl's during construction.  This 
should include details on f r.-,.iiipncy of inspection and implementation of 
penalties for non-complianro. 

On page 77. it is stated that "Stormwater management of highway runoff 
will be essential to avoid longterm erosion, deposition and other impacts 
on downslope areas."  This is atleast implicit concurrence with the 
Fisheries Division position that SUM is the central issue as Car as 
impacts on fisheries and aquatic life and habitat are concerned.  The 
discussion of this problem on pages 81 and 82 is useful, but unfortunately 
remains at a generalized level.  This problem is discussed in items (f) 
(g) and (h) below. 

Infiltration remains our recommended method for generally controlling 
stormwater runoff for the proposed highway alteration.  It is Fisheries 
Division's understanding that this position has also been endorsed by 
MNCPPC and SHA staffs.  However, there exists a strong possibility that 
soils within the envisioned Right of Way (ROW) area may not be entirely 
suitable for SWM infiltration practices.  MNCPPC staff has previously 
recommended to SHA that soils tests along the project area be performed 
to determine the feasibility of infiltration.  In the event that infiltra- 
tion proves not to be feasible within portions of the ROW, alternative 
SWM infiltration areas or other SWM BMP sites outside the ROW should be 
identified.  To Fisheries Division's knowledge, SHA has neither performed 
these soils suitability tests nor developed a possible alternative SWM 
scenario.  This work should have been done months ago.  It could seriously 
affect required ROW widths, existing residences, and the protection afforded 
to receiving streams.  Generalized references to infiltration without 
detailed treatment of planning realities in the project area are of limited 
usefulness. 

Within the framework of limited information cited in the conclusions 
of our June 19, 1987 comments, we continue to prefer the Open Section 
Alternative.  However, in this connection, the previous concept of parallel- 
ling infiltration trenches along the expanded highway (item 2(g) above) 
appears to have dropped out of consideration in the Environmental Effects 
Report.  The paralleling infiltration trenches with slotted pip. and broken 
stone underlay, while not a complete answer to SWM problems, can make a 
useful contribution.  If this approach has been deleted it should be 
clearly stated, the consequences discussed, and justification given. 
Our basic position remains that without the studies and planning analyses 
outlined in item (E) above, a decision between the open and closed options 
that will maximize protection for fisheries and aquatic life resources 
and habitat cannot realistically be made.  Indicative of this ambiguity 
are the references on page 82 to shading of SWM basins and creation of 
artificial wetlands.  Infiltration remains a generality; specific SHA 
planning appears geared to "wet" ponds and artificial wetlands.  Both 
will increase temperatures in a stream ecosystem where the marginality 
of this factor dominates the resource base. 

(h)       The need for adequate pretreatment of closed system discharges to 

(i) 

infiltration areas mentioned in our June 19, 19»)7 comments still holds. 
Other considerations relating to a closed system are maintenance access- 
ibility of infiltration basins; adequacy of proposed minimum ROW widths 
to properly accommodate sidewalks, landscaping, mliItration areas as 
well as assurances for regular maintenance in perpetuity.  None of these 
considerations are adequately treated in the Knvironment Effects Report. 
Relegating treatment of these considerations to the Final Design Stage 
of project planning—after major decisions between clo.sed and open 
approaches are made, is not acceptable from the fisheries standpoint. 
To do so makes a mockery of the concept of realistic discussion of environ- 
mental impacts. 

In summary. Fisheries Division does not believe a balanced decision can 
or should be made on major options such as selecting an open or tlosod 
system on the basis of the information in the Environmental Effects 
Report.  The additional studies, soil testing and planning analyses cited 
above are mandatory if protection of the fisheries and aquatic life 
resources for which we have responsibility is to be achieved.  Until they 
can be accomplished, we recommend that a decision between the open and 
closed system be suspended. 

Sincerely yours. 

wilL/Cdm  P. Jensen 
Director, Fisheries Divisic 
TidewatXr Administration 

WPJ/kb 

^ X 



Response    to    the    comments    of 
Division: 

the   Tidewater   Administration's   Fisheries 

1.    fomment is noted. 

?.3.       Since  the   format of  paranraphs   2 and   3  follows   the   same   sequence, 
the response to these comments is combined. 

a. The   State   Highway  Administration   realizes   the   Importance   of 
the Northwest Branch and Paint Branch Fisheries and is 
committpd  to their protection. 

The selection of the alignment and typical sections of the 
prooosed hiohway alternatives was made to minimize 
destruction of wildlife habitat. The alignment follows as 
closely as possible the existing route and uses the least 
rioht-of-way that could be allowed under the circumstances. 
Measures to mitioate the destruction of habitat would 
include landscaping with native plants to replace lost trees 
and shrubs. 

b The    State    Highway    Administration    does    not    feel    that    the 
No-Build Alternative is feasible, given the projected 
traffic volume and the congestion now being experienced on 
this highway. 

The need to protect the fisheries of the Northwest Branch 
and Paint Branch has been and continues to be of great 
importance in the development and decision-making process of 
this project. 

c. The State Highway Administration is aware of the potential 
for induced development in the project area that the Build 
Alternatives would create. This project was initiated to 
respond to the current traffic situation on Maryland Route 
650 and to the projections that are based on land uses 
proposed  in  the Master Plan for the project area. 

As this project is entirely state-funded, CEO guidelines 
were not adhered to in the development of the Environmental 
Effects Report. 

d. Tho State Highway Administration is committed to a rigorous 
sediment and erosion-control proaram for the project. 
Further details will be developed as engineering design 
proceeds. 

e. The State Highway Administration agrees that stormwater 
management 1s the best way to ensure that the trout streams 
in the area are not adversely affected by the construction 
of this project. Infiltration is the preferred means of 
achieving this goal. 

Tidewater Administration's 
Fisheries Division 
Page Two 

Preliminary studies suggest that infiltration is feasible 
for this project, regardless of whether open or closed 
section Is chosen. More detailed design of stormwater 
management systems Is usually done after engineering design 
has progressed beyond the plannina stage, as the desion 
depends on soil analyses, hydrologic studies, and on more 
exact knowledge of the highway design. 

As the engineering design of the project prooresses, 
determination of the feasibility of various infiltration 
practices will be determined. The preferred method in the 
open section would be with stone-filled trenches parallel to 
the highway with a vegetated filter strip separating 
pavement from trench. The use of slotted pipe with a broken 
stone underlay beneath the pavement in the closed section is 
still under consideration, as are other stormwater 
management methods. 

The State Highway Administration is aware of the need to 
provide adequate pretreatment of flows to stormwater 
management facilities and Is committed to including this 
feature in the design. The design will be chosen with 
preference given to that requiring the least maintenance. 
The other considerations mentioned are the subject of 
continuing discussion with the Project Planning Team and 
will be acted on after a thorough analysis of engineering 
factors, public comment,  and environmental  effects. 

Comment Is noted. 

0455s(63,64) 



ynontgomcry County Cbvemment 

poSruary 1, IISB 

•|r.   Ln.iis  H.'Eqp,   Jr.,   Oeputy Ijirector 
Project nevelopnent Division   (Roon 310) 
it..it" tlig'iway Adrainistrstion 
70?  North Ca'lvert Street 
^Hinore,  Maryland  ?120? R^  Haryland Rte.  650  Improvements 

Randolph Rd.   to Md.  Rte   198 
SHA contract No.   529-101-371 

Ooar Mr.   Ege: 

Staff of the Department of Environmental  Protection have reviewed  the 
r     •  l^rLLVi   Fffect"  Report   for Marvland Route 650  Improvements,  Ra"<lolph 

o "        a      Route  1^'  As recognized  in the stndy.  ?PP•;-»tely MX of 
the proi-ct area drains  to the Class   III  natural   trout waters of the Pa  nt 
,"  nch    and *,ccord1n,lv.  water gualit^ controls -11     he;««.«,red  for tns 
runoff   (« d       infiltration,  permanent pools,   oil/grit  separators,   etc.). 

"off di^ed  toward  the northwest Branch nay need water quality control 
n«suUs as"deternin«.d on a   subwatershed case by case review.    Because the 
:      Hn      nd pro osed  roadway  is  located  alonn a rid^e betweer, t ese•    wo 
wat-sheds,   stream channel  erosion nay very  likely be a  P'»^e» req  -rinq 
qu.intU^ controls and'or  stream conveyance  improvements,  possibly  located 
oTfsite of the project area. 

A review of  stonwater manaqenent practices proposed   in conjunction with 
this oroiect will   be provided by Hontgonery County to the Haryland Water 
Tesourcef Administration and will   require detailed runoff  computations, 
prMiminary  practice  designs,   outfall   studies,   etc. 

Please  contact Mr.   Vince Rerq at  217-2624 to  verify the  specific 
r.ouir ^n s  for  this review submittal,  as well  as  to  jdent,fy poss.b 
r-.qinral   stonnwater management  facilities   that may be  the basts  for waivers 

for some  subareas. 

SinciTrKlV, / 

^/Oohn L. Ilenke 
Director 

,lL!l:llHH:nnl/l?8nH 

re:     Nazir Baig,  M-NCPPC 
Vince,   Rerq,   nF.P 
Paul  Clements, Md.   Water Resources Admin. 
Robert  Merrynan,   DOT 
Lewis  l/i llians,   DCCE 

lV|..,r.„„nl „f i;,iviruiiii.riil»l P.olKrion. Offict of »1T Hi'CCtor 

,.„.roc S..oc,. K.,.». 018. RocUUU. M»ryl,n.l 20850. 301/251-2400 

^ 
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Maryland Department offransportatwn 
State Highway Administration 

Richard H. Trainor 
S«cieisrv 

Hal Kassoff 
Adirtimstraior 

•"Sol 

June   23.    1988 

MEMORANDUM 

Mr.   Louis   H.   Ege,   Jr. 
Deputy Director 
Project Development Division 

FROM: Randy Aldrich 
Project Manager K ;:JUlc: hX^ 

SUBJECT:  Contract tlo. M 529-101-371 
MD 650 - Randolph Road to MD 198 
PDMS Ho. 153337 

RE.       Follow-up Administrator's Recommendation Meeting 

On Thursday, May 5th, Neil Pedersen and I met with the 
Administrator to discuss two areas of our recommendation which 
wpre pending as a result of our formal meeting held on February 
'sth   Sirs?, the design characteristics of the five lane roadway 
rhrough Cleverly was being investigated.  By providing a 
completely closed section within an 85 foot wide right-of-way, we 
^nPUmitYdisPlacements to a single produce stand   «««»•;,?;£ 
ro the potential for pedestrian activity, five foot wide sidewalks 
are contained within this proposal.  The Administrator concurred 
in our recommendation of this proposal identified as Option 4. 
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e other unresolved issue was the alignment of the 
e°n the Grodin residence and the antique store.  The 
r preference in Segment II, Alternative 2 avoids 
h° antique store but requires frontage from the Grodin 
Responding to a suggestion made by Mr. Grodin, we 
an extension of Option 4 at Cloverly northward 

y 900 feer.  This five lane section, with an 85 foot 
f-way lessens frontal acquisition from the Grodin's as 
iding more desirable access to their property.  Its 
uld be situated to allow the addition of an outside 
displacing the antique store. 

Due to land use implications involved with this 

only between Briggs Chaney Road and Snider Lane. 

RCA/ih 

Mr. Neil J. Pedersen 
Ms. Sharon Preller 
Mr. C. Rogers Jorss 
Mr. Steve McHenry 
Mr. Rick Davis 
Mr. Jeff Smith 
Mr. Jeff Randall 
Mr. Bob Cunningham 
Mr. Sonny Lauer 
Mr. Michael Snyder 
Mr. Majid Shakib 
Mr. Richard Ravenscroft 
Ms. Gina Anthony 

Mr Edward Payne 
Mr. Donald Ayres 
Ms. Patricia Willard 
Mr. Charles G. Walsh 
Ms. Cynthia ?•.   Simpson 
Ms. Barbara K. Gstrom 
Mr. Barry Ditto 
Mr. John Grauer 
Mr. John D. Bruck 
Mr. Michael Zezeski 
Mr. Anthony M. Capi.zzi 
\Mr. Creston Mills 
W. Harry Beard 

Mv letephone number ts (301). nt-n 39 

Tsletypewrlter (of Impaired Heating or Speeen 
383-7555  Baltimore MBUO   -   565-0.5. O.C.  M.lro  -   1 - 8 0 0 -•19.J-:50S 2  SI* ewld.   Toll  Free 

707   "orth  Calvert   St..   Baltimore.   Maryland   21203-0717 
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August 8, 1988 

Mr. Louis H. Ege, Jr. 

deputy Director 
division of Prolect Develonment 

Stntn Highway Administration 
P.O. Box 7171, North Calvert Street 

Baltimore, Maryland 21203-0717 

Re:  Phase I Archeologlcal Survey 
Contract No. M529-101-37 

Maryland Route 650 (New 

Hampshire Avenue) 
Randolph Road to MD 198 
Montgomery County, Maryland 

Dear Mr. F.ge: 

This office has completed Its review of the above-referenced project. 

The Phase I survey Identified five historic archeologlcal sites, all five 

ire reported to be 19th century farmsteads. 

One of these sites, the Colllngru/Commonuealth Site (18M0278), has been 

•ipv-rely Impacted by construction of an extensive nursing home complex during 
the'20th century. This office concurs that Site 18M0278 Is not eligible for 
the National Register of Historic Places because the Integrity of the site has 

been compromised. 

Four other sites Identified during the survey are considered to be 

Dotontlally eligible for the National Register. One of these, the Wlnpenny 
Site (18M0280) Is located within the right-of-way. This site appears to date 
nt least to the second half of the 19th century and consists of the remains ot 

the farmhouse Itself, a capped well and at least one other outbuilding. This 
office concurs that Phase II archeologlcal Investigations of the Wlnpenny Site 

•:i.SMO280) are warranted, In order to determined the site's eligibility for the 

•latlonfil Register. 

TJt^u^L 
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A second historic site, the Jacob Van Horn Site (18M0277), will be In the 

right-of-way If alternate BC1 for the realigning of Brlggs Chaney/Norwood Roads 
Is chosen. Based upon Information provided by the Division of Archeology dated 

June 13, 1988 and received by this office July 5, 1988, additional 
documentation will be necessary to determine the site's eligibility for the 

National Register If alternate BC1 Is chosen. This documentation should 

Include sufficient historical research to Insure that the Van Horn Site dates 
no earlier than the last quarter of the 19th century and that It Is a common 

site type (I.e. not ethnic, etc.). In addition cross section profiles of the 
site will be needed to establish that the Integrity of the site has been 

seriously compromised by successive occupations. if alternate BC1 Is not 
chosen, we recommend that the Jacob Van Horn Site (18M0277) be fenced during 

all phases of construction activities. 

In addition, we concur that the two additional historic sites, the 
Ullllam Lea Site (18M0177) and the Lyddan Site (18M0279) are potentially 

eligible for the National Register. Since these sites are located adjacent to 
the proposed rlght-of-vay, no additional archeologlcal Investigations are 

warranted for these two sites. However, we recommend that both the Ullllni Lea 
Site (18M0177) and the Lyddan Site (18M0279> be fenced during all phases of 

construction. 

Thank you for providing us the opportunity to comment.  tf you have any 
questions or require additional Information, please contact Dr. Ethel R.Eaton 
of our staff at (301) 974-5000.  We request that you keep us Informed regarding 

the Implementation and results of the Phase II Investigations. 

Sincerely, 

/Jr. 

Richard B. Ihighcs 
Chief Administrator, 

Archeologlcal  Programs 
Office of Management and Planning 

RBH/ERE/meh 

cc:  Ms. Rita Suffness 
Mr. Tyler Bastlan 
Dr. Ira Beckerman 
Mr. Mary Ann Kephart 
Ms. Margaret M. Coleman 
Ms. Roberta Hahn 
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Maiyiand Department ofTransportation 
State Highway Administration 

Richard H. Trainor 
S*crft»rv 

Hal Kassoff 
Administrator 

"fAftSaf^ 

August: 29, 1988 
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;V3JECT: 

Mr. rieil -. Padersen, Director 
Office ~i   Planning and 
Preliminary Engineering 

Louis K. Ege. 
deputy ;ir=cc: 
Project DeveloBaerr^WDivision 

Contract :io. M 529-101-371 
:!D 650 iMew Hampshire Avenue 
P.andolpn Road to MD 198 
PDHS :!o. 153337 

Administrative Reconmendation Revision 

Alternative 2 as described in the attached 
23th vas our recommended alternative 

is option proposed a five lane closed section 
haney Read to Snider Lane.  At the request of 
property owner and businessman located at 

venue, '^e sought the Montgomery County 
ion on extending the five lane section 
oximately 350 feet north of McNeil Lane.  The 
de him median access and reduce right-of-way 
property.  The Planning Board did not 

Shortly after the Planning Board's decision, the 
Transsor-.acion snd Environment Committee of the Montgomery County 
:-.unc-l examined -.he extension and unanimously endorsed it.  :!r. 
'obert ItcGarry, Director, Montgomery County Department of 
?ranspcrt at ion. r.as subsequently concurred with their endorsement. 

Option A   of 
-orand u.- dated June 
ro'jqr. Cloveriy. TV 
.adw-v/ from Briggs C! 

. Mich ael 3roai r.. a 
•"•.0 He w Hampshi re A' 
annir.q 3oard's opin 
ir ther north to ippr. 
: 15 ns ion -icuid p rovii 
•quir^rrents from his 
.dorse the extension 

Mcntgc.-s 
: lov-;ri'. 

n liiht o: the further information received from 
lour.tv, we are now recommending Option 4 Extended at 

Mv telephone number is (301)_ 
233-113: 

Tpletvoewrlter *iv Imoalf^C Hearing or SoeftCl'. 
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February 1, 1988 o 

Ms. Cynthia 0. Simpson, Chief 
Environmental Management '•• 
Maryland Department of Transportation _. 
State Highway Administration 
707 N. Calvert Street «= 
iidltimore, Maryland 21203-0717 

RE: Contract M-529-/01-371; Maryland Route 650) 

Dear Ms. Simpson: 

Thank you for your letter of January 13, 1988, regarding the effect of the 
above referenced contract on identified historic sites within the impact 
area.  Neither the John Leizear Farmhouse (site #28/24) or the Perrie Leizear 
House (site 428/25) have been evaluated by the Historic Preservation 
Ccnwission to determine whether or not they should be recommended for 
placement on the Master Plan for Historic Presentation. I will schedule such 
an evaluation as soon as possible and convey the findings to you. This seems 
particularly important for the Perrie Leizear House as it would be displaced 
under Alternative 2. Thank you very much for keeping us informed. 

Sincerely, 

Bobbi Hahn 
Executive Director 

'. -j: n 

BH/rm 

Pat Willard, MNCPPC 
Owen Marcus 
Office of Planning Policy 

0597L/6 

IliMorii  I'rL-stTv.tiHi.'i f .nininis%Min 

Nkmruc Street, R<*-ltville. M^ryl.irul JUHSO. sAi\;l?k*-$W 
^ ̂  
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Attachment for Environmental 
Impact Documents 

Revised: February 1, 1988 
Bureau of Relocation Assistance 

"SUMMARY OF THE RELOCATION ASSISTANCE PROGRAM OF THE 

STATE.HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION OF MARYLAND" 

All State Highway Administration projects must comply with the 
provisions of the "Uniform Relocation Assistance and Real 
Property Acquisition Policies Act of 1970" (Public Law 91-646 
and amendments as published in CFR Vol. 51, No. 39 on February 
27, 1986) and/or the Annotated Code of Maryland, Real Property, 
Title 12, Subtitle 2, Sections 12-201 thru 12-212.  The 
Maryland Department of Transportation, State Highway 
Administration, Bureau of Relocation Assistance, administers 
the Relocation Assistance Program in the State of Maryland. 

The provisions of the Federal and State Law require the State 
Highway Administration to provide payments and services to 
persons displaced by a public project. The payments that are 
provided include replacement housing payments and/or moving 
costs. The maximum limits of the replacement housing payments 
are $15,000 for owner-occupants and $4,000 for tenant- 
occupants. Certain payments may also be made for increased 
mortgage interest costs and/or incidental expenses, provided 
that the total of all housing benefits does not exceed the 
above mentioned limits. In order to receive .these payments, 
the displaced person must occupy decent, safe and sanitary 
replacement housing. In addition to the replacement housing 
payments described above, there are also moving cost payments 
to persons, businesses, farms and non-profit organizations. 
Actual moving costs for residences include actual moving costs 
up to 50 miles or a schedule moving cost payment, including a 
dislocation allowance, up to $500. 

The moving cost payments to businesses are broken down into 
several categories, which include actual moving expenses and 
payments"in lieu of" actual moving expenses. The owner of a 
displaced business is entitled to receive a payment for actual 
reasonable moving and related expenses in moving his business, 
or personal property; actual direct losses of tangible personal 
property; and actual reasonable expenses for searching for a 
replacement site. 

A-l 
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The actual reasonable moving expenses may be paid for a move by 
a commercial mover or for a self-move. Generally, payments for 
the actual reasonable expenses are limited to a 50 mile 
radius.- The expenses claimed for actual cost commercial moves 
must be supported by receipted bills. An inventory of the 
items to be moved must be prepared in all cases.  In self- 
moves, the State will negotiate an amount for payment, not to 
exceed the lowest acceptable bid obtained. The allowable 
expenses of a self-move may include amounts paid for equipment 
hired, the cost of using the business' own vehicles or 
equipment, wages paid to persons who physically participate in 
the move, the cost of actual supervision of the move, 
replacement insurance for the personal property moved, costs of 
licenses or permits required, and other related expenses. 

In addition to the actual moving expenses mentioned above, the 
displaced business is entitled to receive a payment for the 
actual direct losses of tangible personal property that the 
business is entitled to relocate but elects not to move. These 
payments may only be made after an effort by the owner to sell 
the personal property involved. The costs of the sale are also 
reimbursable moving expenses.  If the business is to be 
reestablished, and the personal property is not moved but is 
replaced at the new location, the payment would be the lesser 
of the replacement cost minus the net proceeds of sale (or 
trade-in value) or the estimated cost of moving the item.  If 
the business is being discontinued or the item is not to be 
replaced in the reestablished business, the payment will be the 
lesser of the difference between the value of the item for 
continued use in place and the net proceeds of the sale or the 
estimated cost of moving the item.  When personal property is 
abandoned without an effort by the owner to dispose of the 
property for sale, unless permitted by the State, the owner 
will not be entitled to moving expenses, or losses for the item 

involved. 

The owner of a displaced business may be reimbursed for the 
actual reasonable expenses in searching for a replacement 
business up to $1,000. All expenses must be supported by 
receipted bills.  Time spent in the actual search may be 
reimbursed on an hourly basis, within the maximum limit. 

A-2 
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In lieu of the payments described above, the business may elect 
to receive a payment equal to the average annual net earnings 
of the business.  Such payment shall not be less than $2,500 
nor more than $10,000.  In order to be entitled to this 
payment, the State must determine that the business cannot be 
relocated without a substantial loss of its existing patronage, 
the business is not part of a commercial enterprise having at 
least one other establishment in the same or similar business 
that is not being acquired, and the business contributes 
materially to the income of a displaced owner during the two 
taxable years prior to displacement. 

Considerations in the State's determination of loss of existing 
patronage are the type of business conducted by the displaced 
business and the nature of the clientele. The relative 
importance of the present and proposed locations to the 
displaced business, and the availability of suitable 
replacement sites are also factors. 

In order to determine the amount of the "in lieu of" moving 
expenses payment, the average annual net earnings of the 
business is considered to be one-half of the net earnings, 
before taxes, during the two taxable years immediately 
preceding the taxable year in which the business is relocated. 
If the two taxable years are not representative, the State may 
use another two-year period that would be more representative. 
Average annual net earnings include any compensation paid by 
the business to the owner, his spouse, or his dependents during 
the period.  Should a business be in operation less than two 
years, the owner of the business may still be eligible to 
receive the"in lieu of" payment.  In all cases, the owner of 
the business must provide information to support its net 
earnings, such as income tax returns, for the tax years in 

question. 

For displaced farms and non-profit organizations, the actual 
reasonable moving costs generally up to 50 miles, actual direct 
losses of tangible personal property, and searching costs are 
paid.  The "in lieu of" actual moving cost payments provide 
that the State may determine that a displaced farm may be paid 
from a minimum of $2,500 to a maximum of $10,000, based upon 
the net income of the farm, provided that the farm has been 
discontinued or relocated.  In some cases, payments "in lieu 
of" actual moving costs may be made to farm operations that are 
affected by a partial acquisition.  A non-profit organization 
is eligible to receive "in lieu of" actual moving cost 

payments, in the amount of $2,500. 

A-3 
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A more detailed explanation of the benefits and payments 
available to displaced persons, businesses, farms, and non- 
profit organizations is available in Relocation Brochures that 
will be distributed at the public hearings for this project and 
will also be given to displaced persons individually in the 
future along with required preliminary notice of possible 
displacment. 

In the event comparable replacement housing is not available to 
rehouse persons displaced by public projects or that available 
replacement housing is beyond their financial means, replace- 
ment "housing as a last resort" will be utilized to accomplish 
the rehousing.  Detailed studies must be completed by the State 
Highway Administration before "housing as a last resort" can be 
utilized. 

The "Uniform Relocation Assistance and Real Property Acquisi- 
tion Policies Act of 1970" requires that the State Highway 
Administration shall not proceed with any phase of any project 
which will cause the relocation of any persons, or proceed with 
any construction project, until it has furnished satisfactory 
assurances that the above payments will be provided and that 
all displaced persons will be satisfactorily relocated to 
comparable decent, safe, and sanitary housing within their 
financial means or that such housing is in place and has been 
made available to the displaced person. 
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