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MEMORANDUM OF ACTION OF STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATOR HAL KASSOFF
WEDNESDAY, SEPTEMBER 6, 1989

Concurrence With Prior Action

A Final Environmental document (Finding of No Significant
Impact) is being prepared on the project listed below. Location
and Design approval will be requested from the Federal Highway
Administration for Alternate 3.

1. " State Contract No. H-873-101-470N
US Rte. 1 Relocated/MD Rte 23 Extended-
Hickory Bypass

PDMS# 122040

The decision to proceed in this manner was made by the
Administrator, at a staff meeting, held March 30, 1989.

WIS:vdl

cec: Mr. John A. Agro, Jr.
Mr. C. Robert Olsen
Mr. Bob B. Myers
Mr. Earle S. Freedman
Mr. Robert D. Douglass
Mr. Louis H. Ege, Jr.
Ms. Cynthia D. Simpson
Mr. Anthony M. Capizzi
Mr. Neil J. Pedersen
Ms. Catherine Pecora
Mr. Herman Rodrigo
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Richard H. Trainor

Maryland Department of Transportation ;"a‘l P
State Highway Administration Administrator ‘

September 5, 1989

MEMORANDUM

TO: Mr. William I. Slacum, Secretary
State Roads Commission

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

SUBJECT: Contract No. H 873-101-470 N
US 1 Relocated/MD 23 Extended
Hickory Bypass
PDMS No. 122040

The Project Development Division is preparing a Finding of
No Significant Impact (FONSI) for the subject project. It is
anticipated that this document will be ready to submit to the
Federal Highway Administration during the month of September,
1989. The decision to proceed with the FONSI recommending
Alternate 3 was made by the Administrator, Mr. Kassoff, at a
meeting on March 30, 1989.

Location and Design Approvals will be requested for the
recommended alternate, Alternate 3, for the construction of US 1
Relocated with Northern Option 1, MD 23 Extended to US 1
Relocated, Bynum Option 4, and Bynum Option 5. Roadway
improvements in the Bynum area associated with and required for
the staged construction of MD 23 Extended and the Bynum Options,
as necessary at the start of construction, are also being
requested for Location and Design Approvals.

As part of this recommendation we are suggesting that
Harford County retain MD 23 Extended from US 1 Relocated to MD
543 on the Harford County Major Road Plan.

A summary of the March 30, 1989 meeting with Administrator
Kassoff and the February 9, 1989 Team Recommendation Report are
attached. These documents summarize the decisions that have been
made and will be used as the basis for the preparation of a
Finding of No Significant Impact for this project.

333-1110

My telephone number is (301)

Teletypewriter for impaired Hearing or Speech
383-7555 Baitimore Metro -~ 565-0451 D.C. Metro - 1-800-492-5062 Statewide Tolil Free
707 North Calvert St., Baitimore, Maryland 21203-0717
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Mr. William I. Slacum
Page Two

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.

I concur with the above information:

‘t /é Jsv // /]

Date Hal KaSsoff
Administrator

NJP:ih

Attachment

cc: Mr. John Agro Mr. Louis H. Ege, Jr.
Mr. C. Robert Olsen Ms. Cynthia D. Simpson
Mr. Bob Myers Mr. John M. Contestabile
Mr. Robert Douglass Ms. Catherine Pecora
Mr. Earle S. Freedman Mr. Herman Rodrigo

Mr. Anthony M. Capizzi



Maryland Department of Transportation
State Highway Administration

MEMORANDUM

TO:
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Richard H. Trainc

Secretary

April 19, 1989

Mr. Louis H. Ege, Jr.

Deputy Director

Office of Planning and

Preliminary Engineering /
v
y

FROM: Catherine Pecora
Project Manager
SUBJECT: Contract No. H 873-101-470 N
US 1/MD 23 - Hickory Bypass
PDMS No. 122040
RE: Team Recommendation Meeting with the Administrator
DATE: March 30, 1989
TIME: 2:00 p.m.
PLACE: Room 400A Conference Room
ATTENDEES:
Mr. Hal Kassoff Administrator, State Highway
Administration
Mr. Neil J. Pedersen Director, Office of Planning and
Preliminary Engineering
Mr. Louis H. Ege, Jr. Deputy Director, Office of Planning
and Preliminary Engineering
Mr. Darrell Wiles Assistant District Engineer,
District 4
Mr. Charles G. Walsh Chief, Project Management Section
Ms. Cynthia D. Simpson Chief, Environmental Management
Mr. Anthony Capizzi Chief, Bureau of Highway Design
Mr. Robert Douglass Deputy Chief Engineer, Office of
! Highway Development
iﬁs. Catherine Pecora Project Development Division
r. Lorenzo Bryant " " "
Mr. Jim Yarsky " " "
Mr. Bob Lambdin Traffic Forecasting
Ms. Sharon Preller Environmental Management
Mr. Philip Earles Bureau of Planning and Program
Development
Mr. Earl Schaefer Unit Chief, Bureau of Highway Design
Mr. Roger Trexler Bureau of Highway Design
Mr. Steve McBride " " "
Mr. Duke Wachter " " "

333-1191

Hal Kassoff

Administrator Q

My teiephone number is (301)

Teletypewriter for Impaired Hearing or Speech

383-7555 Baitimore Metro -~ 565-0451 D.C. Metro - 1-800-492-50762 Statewide Toll Free

TAW Macse A oiiaaa ~




Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Ms.
Ms.
Mr.

Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.

Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.

Parker Green
Meredith Ludwig
Norman Downs
Diane Schwarzman
Dianna Miller
Dennis LaVoie

Jeffrey Randall
Bruce Grey

Paul Georgieu
Stephen Good

Paul Wettlaufer
William McFaul

Jerald Wheeler

Jim Smedley
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Bureau of Plats and Surveys

District #4, Right-of-Way

Bureau of Traffic Projects

Bureau of Accident Studies

VE Chairperson, Bureau of Highway
Design

Bureau of Landscape Architecture

VE Member, Environmental Management

Bureau of Landscape Architecture

Traffic Projects, Bureau of Bridge
Design

Federal Highway Administration

Town Administrator, Town of Bel Air

Harford County Dept. of Public Works

Harford County Dept. of Planning and
Zoning

Following the distribution of the attached agenda and team

recommendation summary,

Mr.

Pedersen opened the meeting by

requesting self introductions of everyone present.

Ms.

Mr.

presented at the December 1,

Pecora briefly outlined the items to be discussed which
began with a summary of the background and need for the project.

Bryant followed with a review of the alternates

1988 Location/Design Public Hearing.

The justifications for the alternatives and options recommended
were discussed and followed with a summary of the associated
environmental impacts and the Value Engineering Team's
recommendations.

US 1 Relocated, Northern Options 1 and 2

Mr.

residences displaced by Option 1.

1988

Bryant indicated that the lower cost and better

geometrics of US 1 Relocated Northern Option 1 were the Team's
justification for selecting this option. Ms. Pecora added that
this option would affect
and that no objection was expressed by the owner of the two rental

less properties than Northern Option 2

However, at the December 1,

Location/Design Hearing opposition was voiced by one of the

property owners affected by Option 2. Mr. Rassoff agreed with the
selection of Option 1 provided that no repercussions arise from
the acquisition of the 2 residences and requested a detailed
breakdown of the cost and right-of-way requirements for each of
the options.
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Mr. Rassoff questioned the need to take the occupant
residence/business located approximately 100' north of US 1
Relocated/US 1 intersection since it would not be directly
impacted by the proposed roadways. Insufficient sight distance,
as determined by the Bureau of Highway Design during an earlier
detailed stage of the study, at the US 1 Relocated northbound
intersection approach would not warrant taking this residence
since the intersection would be signalized (during the earlier
meeting with Highway Design, Mr. Darrell Wiles had recommended
taking this residence would still be justifiable regardless of
signalization due. to potential signal failure resulting from storm
blackouts, etc.). However, a lane to accommodate US 1 southbound
right turns at this intersection may warrant denial of access from
the driveways along this portion of US 1. Attempts to save the
residence will be made during the final design phase.

Mr. Kassoff also questioned a service road proposal west of
the US 1 Relocated/MD 543 intersection. The projected turning
movements accommodated by the proposed MD 543 eastbound right turn
lane will be analyzed to determine if the existing driveway
located approximately 200' west of the proposed intersection could
remain without providing the service road.

Bynum Options

Mr. Bryant highlighted the reasons for the Team's
recommendation to drop Bynum Option 4. These included low traffic
volumes projected for 2015 and the goal to minimize new access
locations along proposed US 1 Relocated. Access to US 1 Relocated
is being limited to State highways. Harford County supported the
deletion of this option because of the left turn movement which
would be allowed from northbound US 1 Relocated in the Bynum area.

Mr. Kassoff was not convinced that Bynum Option 4 would not
be feasible. He disagreed that deleting this option would limit
access since three at-grade intersections are already proposed
north of this location. Furthermore, Option 4 may serve as a
viable access point since the low traffic volumes would not
interfere with traffic service along US 1 Relocated as projected.

Mr. RKassoff directed that this option be retained for a staging
alternative.

Safety and better access to US 1 Relocated were cited by Mr.
Bryant as the reasons for the Team's selection of Bynum Option 5
Mr. Rassoff was not in agreement with the Team's recommendation of
this option and felt that the $1.1 million cost for this option
would not be reasonable. Mr. Wiles pointed out that the cost of
this option could be reduced by realigning the roadway option to
use as much of the existing road as possible. A realignment of
this option will be reevaluated for cost and traffic need and
discussed with the Administrator at a later meeting.




MD 23 Extended

Mr. Bryant continued the meeting by comparing the costs,
impacts, and traffic service associated with MD 23 Options 1 and
2. Mr. Pedersen stated that neither option is being recommended
by the project planning team. Alternate 3, which terminates MD 23
at US 1 Relocated, is being recommended.

Mr. Wheeler from Harford County cited its preference for
Alternate 2. He felt that the east-west traffic service provided
by MD 23 Extended was more important than the north-south through
movement provided by US 1 Relocated. Mr. McFaul from the Town of
Bel Air also cited preference for east-west movement through
Hickory stating that the projected traffic forecasts do not
reflect the actual need for MD 23 Extended to MD 543. Neither
Harford County nor the Town of Bel Air has taken a formal
position. Mr. Kassoff recommended that they provide a formal
statement before we proceed with a final recommendation.

The recommended alternate includes a request that Harford
County preserve a minimum 150°' right-of-way corridor for any
future extension of MD 23 to MD 543 and a minimum 80° corridor

for MD 543 for any possible future widening. Harford County
acknowledged this request.

Right-of-way would be preserved by including the requested MD
23 corridors on the Harford County Master Plan. Mr. Rassoff, Mr.
Wheeler and Mr. McFaul concurred that this would allow future
development in the project area to dictate the need for the
proposed highway rather than vice-versa. The affect of Master
Plan changes occurring in the County has yet to be determined:
therefore, the appropriate roadway improvement which would be

compatible with MD 23 Extended east of US 1 Relocated can not be
decided at this time.

Environmental Impacts

Ms. Preller outlined the environmental impacts associated
with both of the build alternates including the Northern and MD 23
Extended Options. Alternate 3, the recommended alternate, was
justified over Alternate 2 from an environmental standpoint as a
result of the less impacts incurred. These include avoidance of
the Vineyards historic site, less wetland and stream impacts, and
less prime farmland and forest impacts. Ms. Preller also stated
that SHA was unsuccessful in its effort to find a replacement site

for the Wade R. Tucker recreational field which would be displaced
by US 1 Relocated.
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VE Team Recommendation

Mr. LaVoie began the Value Engineering (VE) Team's
presentation to the Administrator by introducing members of the
Team. He presented the ideas evaluated by the VE Team.

Relocation of US 1 was the only improvement recommended.
Ideas also consisted of reconstructing US 1 through Hickory,
improving the US 1/MD 543 intersection and extending MD 23. These
ideas were rejected by the VE Team. They were discussed by Mr.
LaVoie and are listed in the VE Workbooks distributed at the
meeting. The VE Team recommended a reduction in the proposed
typical section for the relocation of US 1. Mr. Kassoff and the
Project Planning Team opposed this recommendation since the actual
savings, $0.26 million, resulting from reducing the median from
54' to 34', would not justify a design exception for the placement
of guardrail along the median.

The VE Team also recommended replacement of the proposed
roller rink service road with a jug-handle roadway at the proposed
County entrance. The service road, does not provide access to the
rink's parking lot ant would be constructed by a future developer
of the property. Mr. Kassoff accepted the recommendation not to
build the service road, but requested that location/design
approval for the right-of-way be acquired.

The VE Team's recommendation also included the modification
of the existing MD 23 curved roadway to improve horizontal sight
distance and the deletion of Bynum Option 5. These modifications
consisted of changing the radius from 700' to 500' and cutting
back existing slopes. Mr. Rassoff suggested that this be
investigated by the District for traffic service and explained
that the deletion of Bynum Option S may justify a stronger need
for Bynum Option 4.

The VE Team recommended that MD 23 Extended from US 1
Relocated to MD 543 be deleted and the right-of-way retained on
the Harford County Master Plan. The extension of MD 23 from west
of US 1 to US 1 Relocated was recommended as a stage construction.

The VE Team also recommended widening Granary Road from two
lanes to four lanes and signalizing the Granary Road/US 1
intersections. This would be necessary in order to handle the
projected traffic through the Bynum residential area without the
need to construct Bynum Option 5 and MD 23 (Alternate 3).

In summary, Mr. Rassoff directed that location/design
approvals be obtained for Alternate 3 with Northern Option 1,
Bynum Option 4, and Bynum Option 5. The Location/Design approval
request for Alternate 3 includes a request that Harford County .
preserve the right-of-way segment on the County Master Plan.




~to the Administrator in a follow-up recommendation meeting.
1 would consist of constructing Bynum Option 4 as a two-way
roadway for access to and from US 1 Relocated.

Az

The feasibility of constructing MD 23 Extended in stages will
be further investigated by the Project Planning Team and presented

Stage

Widening of

Granary Road and realigning the existing curved roadway of MD 23

were also recommended by the Administrator for Stage 1.

Stage 2

would consist of the extension of MD 23 from the existing curved
roadway to US 1 Relocated.

If you have any changes or additions to the items addressed
at this meeting, please advise.

LHE/CP/ih

cc: Attendees
Mr. C. Robert Olsen
Mr. Robert H. Tresselt
Mr. William F. Malone
Mr. Thomas Hicks
Mr. Robert J. Finck
Mr. Earle S. Freedman
Mr. James K. Gatley
Mr. Charles Adams
Mr. Thomas Watts
Mr. Creston Mills
Mr. Vernon Kral
Mr. John H. Grauer

Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Ms.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.

John D. Bruck
Michael Zezeski
John Contestabile
William G. Schreiber
Barbara K. Ostrom
Steven Drumm
Robert Lynch
Robert Cunningham
Kirk McClelland
Walter Owens
Thomas Smith
Leonard Podell
Robert Lynch
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ITTI. SUMARY OF ACTTIONS AND RECCMMENDATIONS

A. BACKGROUND

1. Project Iocation

This project (see Figures 1 and 2) is located at Hickory in central
Harford County, Maryland, north of the Town (County Seat) of Bel Air. The
Hickory community includes the intersection of US 1 (Conowingo Road) and MD
543 (Fountain Green and Ady Roads) and the surroundjng‘area for a mile or
more. MD 23 runs through the southwestern portion of Hickory before ending at

Us 1.

US 1 is designated as a primary highway in this area and provides
service in the north-south direction for regional and local traffic. MD 23 is
designated as a secondary east-west roadway which provides service through the

eastern region of Harford County.

2. Purpose of the Study

The proposed project would improve traffic safety, roadway capacity,
and travel continuity by providing full access controls (except at the
intersections with State highways) and by separating through and local
traffic. This separation is necessary to reduce the high accident rates in
the area, which result from poor roadway aligmments and interference from
numerous intersections and driveways. The project is also needed to

accommodate projected traffic volumes through the 2015 design year.

I11-1
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These improvements will be accomplished by relocating US 1 from the

Bel Air Bypass to US 1 north of Hickory as a new initial roadway with one 12'
lane in each direction to serve ultimately as the two southbound lanes of a

four-lane divided highway.

Providing east-west highway continuity through Hickory was also
addressed. MD 23 Extended will serve as an east-west link between MD 543 and
MD 23 to provide adequate travel continuity for the rapidly developing areas
of Harford County A viable connection to US 1 Relocated for east-west
through traffic 1is achieved with this proposed two-lane roadway.
Additionally, the extension of MD 23 to US 1 Relocated would relieve
increasing traffic congestion at the existing US 1/MD 543 intersection and in
the Bynum area. The extension of MD 23/MD 543 has not been selected. Thus,

both proposed roadways should provide a safer and more efficient roadway .

network through Hickory by preserving mobility and reducing the increasing

number of accidents.

3. Planning History

The relocation of US 1 and the extension of MD 23 were originally
proposed in the late 1950's. US 1 served as the major arterial highway for
north-south travel throughout the State} at that time. The planning process
for this project was not completed due to the construction of I-95 which
replaced US 1 as the main north-south route for interstate travel. Since its
completion, I-95 has become heavily used by local commuter and interstate

through traffic, and the need for US 1 to serve as an alternate route has

re-emerged.

ITI-2
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US 1 is currently designated as a Federal Aid Primary Highway. The
relocation of US 1 is consistent with the 1988 Harford County Master Plan. It
first -appeared in the State Highway Administration's 20-year Highway Needs
Inventory (HNI) in 1964. This improvement first appeared in the 1965-1970
Primary/Secondary Highway Construction Program. It is currently programmed in

the 1989-1994 CTP - Development and Evaluation Program.

MD 23, from US 1 to MD 22, first appeared in the 1968 HNI as part of
the East/West Freeway. This highway was deleted, and MD 22 between US 1 and
I-95 was selected as the preferred east-west route east of the project area.
The MD 23 corridor west of the project is a Federal Aid Primary Highway and
was designated for ultimate dualization to a multi-lane facility. The need to
provide a connection between MD 23 to the west and MD 22 to the east for
continuous east-west travel in Harford County has emerged, and the extension
of MD 23 to MD 543 would provide this connection in a manner consistent with
the current Harford County Master Plan. The proposed extension is currently
listed in the 1986 HNI In 1971-1975, it appeared in the Primary/Secondary
Construction and Reconstruction Program and is cwrrently 1listed in the

1989-1994 Primary Development and Evaluation Program of the CTP.

The extension of MD 23 to MD 543 is also consistent with long term
plans for MD 543. MD 543, from MD 22 to US 1 at Hickory, first appeared in
the 1964 HNI. It is currently listed in the 1986 HNI. The dualization of MD
543 from MD 23 Extended to I-95 is being considered by the SHA for inclusion
in the next 20-year HNI and has been included in the 1988 Harford County

Master Plan.

ITI-3
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Two improvements to MD 543, in this study area, appeared in the '

1972-1976 Consolidated Transportation Program (CTP). They were from MD 22 to
north of Prospect Mill Road and a relocation from north of Prospect Mill Road

to north of US 1. These were deleted from the CTP a few years later.
B. ALTERNATES
1. Alternates Considered But Dropped
a. Widening the Existing Roadway
Widening the existing roadway was considered but dropped since it

would create extensive impacts to adjacent residences and businesses. The

widening of existing US 1 would not be reasonable due to the high number of

displacements or right-of-way and proximity impacts to residences and
businesses fronting the existing roadway (Approximately 60 properties).
Several businesses at the US 1/MD 543 intersection would be displacéd as a
result of providing capacity improvements to handle increased turning volumes.
Major utility adjustments such as gas, electric, and telephone relocations and
water and sewer line extensions would also be warranted. In addition, the
preservation of the rural character, which allows for pedestrian activity
between schools, churches and convenient shops, would be impacted by any
extensive improvements to the existing US 1. This improvement would not
provide for separation of local and through traffic. The existing 40 mph
(30-35 mph driver speed limit) design speed of US 1 would be inadequate for

additional through traffic and would compound congestion and accident

potential as traffic volumes increase.

[11-4



zY

b. Alternate 4

This alternate proposed the relocation of US 1 and the extension of

MD 23 to existing US 1.

Alternate 4 was dropped from further study because it would not
provide relief for US 1. East-west traffic would be encouraged to use
existing US 1 since no direct access to either US 1 Relocated or MD 543 would
be provided. Also, the extension of MD 23, 0.3 mile in length in this
alteméte, did not address the need to provide a continuous east-west route
through Hickory. This alternate would result in a level of service (IOS) "E"
along US 1 due to continued use for through traffic and, therefore, would be

undesirable.

c. Bynum Option 1

This option proposed that access from the Bynum area be provided by
reconstruc_ting existing MD 23 to form a T-intersection with MD 23 Extended and
closing the existing connections of Pritt lLane, Granary Road, and Bynum Road
to US 1 Business. The MD 23 southbound to US 1 Bel Air Bypass would also be
eliminated. This option was dropped because it eliminated access points to
the Bynum area from US 1 (Conowingo Road). Consequently, a 10S of "F" would
result at the US 1/US 1 Relocated intersection. Granary Road is the main
entrance to the Greater Harford Industrial Center from US 1. Its closing
would divert truck traffic onto other roads which are residential including

Bynum Road.

ITI-5



d. Bynum Option 2

This option would remove all existing connections as in Bynum Option
1 except Granary Road. A portion of the existing MD 23 connection between
Pritt Iane and Bynum Road would be constructed as a two-lane roadway in which
the northbound lane would end at Pritt Iane. This option was dropped because
it also would result in a IOS of "F" at the proposed US 1/US 1 Relocated

intersection by generating additional traffic destined for southbound US 1 Bel

Air Bypass.
e. Bynum Option 3

This option proposed the retention of all existing connections in
the Bymum area except the ex1$t1ng comnection of Bynum Road to US 1 Business.
Bynum Option 3 was dropped mainly due to inadequate intersection spacing along
US 1 between Pritt ILane and proposed MD 23 Extended. Additionally, this
option did not include the removal of the curved portion of MD 23/ Bel Air
Bypass connection to prohibit high speed traffic from MD 23 into the Byrnum

residential area.
2. Alternates Presented at the Public Hearing
a. Alternate 1 - No-Build
With this alternate, there would be no major improvements or

construction to the existing roadway and intersections. Normal maintenance,

such as shoulder modifications, signing, resurfacing, and spot safety

ITI-6
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improvements, would be completed as warranted but capacity would not be
increased. This alternate would not improve the highways capability to

accommodate increased traffic volumes predicted for the design year 2015.

The No-Build Alternate is not a feasible solution to the current and
anticipated traffic capacity problems. As traffic volumes grow, the frequency
and duration of congested periods would likely increase. In turn, this
congestion would increase the accident rate and delays for travelers through
the area. The safety of US 1 would be further aggravated by the combination
of slower local traffic and faster through traffic. The No-Build Alternate
does not address the need to provide adequate travel continuity through
Hickory and would not be consistent with the Harford County transportation and

land use plans.
b. Alternate 2

Altermate 2 proposed the construction of US 1 Relocated to bypass
Hickory to the east of the existing aligmment and the extension of MD 23 from
west of existing US 1 to MD 543. The relocation of US 1 would begin as an
extension of the Bel Air Bypass approximately 4,000' north of the US 1/MD 24
intersection. This aligmment would meet US 1 just north of the existing US
1/US 1 Business intersection. The roadway would continue on new location in a
northeasterly direction, intersect MD 543 south of the existing US 1/MD 543
intersection, cross Wyndemede Farm Road, and connect to existing US 1

approximately 1,400' south of Ruffs Mill Road.
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MD 23 Extended, Option 1

Option 1 consists of the extension of MD 23 to intersect US 1 north
of Pritt lane, continuing eastward across US 1 Relocated and then southward to
connect with MD 543 opposite the C. Milton Wright High School at Leeswood

Road.

MD 23 Extended, Option 2

Option 2 would be identical to Option 1 west of the proposed US 1
Relocated/MD 23 Extended intersection, except this-option would connect with

MD 543 approximately 900' north of Option 1.

The typical section under consideration for US 1 Relocated is a

two-lane initial roadway within an ultimate right-of-way for a four-lane

highway in the design year 2015. The US 1 Relocated ultimate section would

"provide for two 12-foot lanes in each direction separated by a 54-foot grass

median.

MD 23 Extended would be constructed as a two-lane roadway. The
initial typical section for both roadways would provide one 12-foot lane in

each direction with 10~foot shoulders.

The proposed right-of-way widths for both roadways in this study
would provide for a highway corridor consistent with the existing corridor
widths of US 1-Bel Air Bypass and MD 23, thereby allowing preservation of

roadway system continuity.
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Alternate 2 is not recommended because a reasonable and feasible
alternate exists which would not impact the Vineyards farm, a National
Register Eligible Historic Site. Although Alternate 2 provides the best
traffic service to the areé, an adequate level of service can be provided by
Alternate 3 without impacting the Vineyards and without requiring capacity
improvements to MD 543. Furthermore, in order to make it consistent with the
Harford County Master Plan, the typical roadway section for MD 23 Extended
must be compatible with the typical section for MD 543. Also, citizens and
cammunity groups expressed concern regarding the impacts along the MD 543
corridor if MD 23 were extended to MD 543. However, improvements for MD 543
are beyond the scope of this project study and, consequently, an appropriate

typical section cannot be determined.
c. Alternate 3 - Selected Alternate

The aligrment of US 1 Relocated would be the same for this alternate
as previously described for Alternate 2 including the northern options. The
typical section for US 1 Relocated and MD 23 Extended would also be the same.
The difference from Alternate 2 is that MD 23 would terminate at US 1

Relocated.

Concurrent with selecting the above alternate, Ha:;‘ford County is
preserving the R-O-W for MD 23 Extended to MD 543 in accordance with the
County's major road plan. The County is also preserving R-O-W for the
widening of MD 543. When the study of the extension of MD 23 to MD 543 is
developed, various alternates will be evaluated including that within the

reserved corridor.
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The extension of MD 23 to US 1 Relocated, as proposed in Alternate
3, provides a direct connection to US 1 Relocated from MD 23. This will

divert traffic away from existing US 1 and maximize the use of US 1 Relocated,

The extension of MD 23 in this alternate will minimize the need for
roadway improvements in the Bynum area by relieving the residential area of
through traffic and local truck traffic. MD 23 Extended would replace Granary
Road as the main thoroughfare between MD 23 and both existing US 1 and US 1

Relocated.

In conjunction with the selected alternate, several new service
roads and access relocations are proposed to allow adequate operation of the
intersections. The first is located at the US 1/US 1 Relocated intersection.
Since US 1 Relocated would be fully controlled, existing access to residences
élong southbound US 1 north of the intersection will be denied. A new
entrance would be provided into the cul-de-sac proposed at Bynum Road. The
existing driveways along the east side of US 1 south of the new intersection
would be replaced by a single county entrance 1000' south of the intersection.
This would serve as the major access location for any future development. The
existing Bel Air Roller Rink driveway on US 1 will temporarily remain for
right-in/right-out vehicular movements only. However, right-of-way would be
preserved to provide room for an access road which will be constructed by any

new owner of the roller rink property.
Access to the Wyndemede Farm area would also be affected. The

proposed reconstruction of Wyndemede Farm Road between the cul-de-sac at US 1

Relocated and MD 543 will be provided within existing SHA right-of-way at the

IIT-10




ARFORD\ N

EATER H
IﬁgUSTRIAL CENTER N

. ‘D‘O ' . 5, ;_vggmg.;; f..¢ .
’E]—L@AD:‘G— ol s i

e oo 00-‘20‘:’0:5QL\ @ :
——2 2 el ]

T T o
=

A ':' \:;.: ’
(B \\,\,%Q;!i‘i‘ﬁums‘mzy LINE
PROJECT \/ ( SE . :.:.‘/ W
LIMIT OF WORK Y g
STA. lI5+00 | R (G
\ oo
\ s
A | e,
! ~
I1GH T N
\ o
\ B
=
| -8
\ ‘:\\ RINK
' /PROPOSED',
) 77 RIGHT OF WAY,
I
LEGEND_ US. RTE. |/MARYLAND ROUTE 23 EXTENDED
T PROPOSED INITIAL ALIGNMENT HICKORY BYPASS
ZIZZ PROPOSED ULTIMATE ALIGNMENT | ALTERNATE 3
. PROPOSED PAVEMENT REMOVAL US.RTE.!| RELOCATED FROM MARYLAND ROUTE 23
' TOEAST OF U.S.RTE.I BUSINESS (CONOWINGO ROAD)
--H-- HISTORIC BOUNDARY AND BYNUM OPTION 4
N/A NOISE AND AIR RECEPTOR SITE DATE SCALE FIGURE
WETLAND Q\ O e 3%° 3q
DISPLACEMENT ] —ee




o] LT s B
o} i 0:: i N;
<41 0 Oo:_Q %&&:’gm

-

HICKORY
ELEMENTARY
SCHooL

o SR
@ 0%0 &

SR
HICKORY & @ (/7%
Va

mw}w”; R

o

——2i¥o onaqdl
U.S. ROUTE ]

ST,
“HENATIUS
"CRURC

R 4

[+

g

| exisTING E@
RIGHT OF WAY
LINE Rf QZ
- N
T ==
g 2%
m K
5 oo
g ©©°
IGHT oF Q. Z
OF WAY - P
THROUGH HIGHWAY LINe ;ﬁ‘_fe:,m
{ .

£

{NORT}
fNORTH

N
~\ -
D it
o
» -,
»
N j
D

PROPOSED RIGHT OF WAY LINE
)

¥
14

OF THROUGH HIGHWAY

N

)

EXISTING RIGHT OF WAY LINE A :' AL EVLA & 3 ‘-.-
/ _ e -4‘.," s N ROPOSED RIGHT OF WAY LINE
TR ) : ;\Q{ﬂ?ﬂ-,-.-ﬁee THROUGH HIGHWAY
y FE R ] 2 ;. ' . X

F ..
< q RS
wt e

P Zm‘.

E
o

Jnold oL HOLWW

pg 3

L]
e

L LEGEND
i === PROPOSED INITIAL ALIGNMENT HICKORY BYPASS
IIIZ PROPOSED ULTIMATE ALIGNMENT| | ALTERNATE 3

XXX PROPOSED PAVEMENT REMOVAL ] U.S.RTE.| RELOCATED FROM EAST OF U.S.RTE.l BUSINESS
TO WYNDEMEDE FARM ROAD AND MARYLAND RTE.23

"%,
S8

--H-- HISTORIC BOUNDARY EXTENDED FROM EAST OF U.S.RTE.| BUSINESS TO
U.S.RTE.l RELOCATED
No N/A NOISE AND AIR RECEPTOR SITE —E SSALE FIGURE
O
WETLAND 0:—300 3b
e DISPLACEMENT




ez
pooy

Y

<

N e v I €0 0 v m T )

AINIANAM

va 3

OVOQ W@

- HOLYW

{ GRA

o e
N

, /' ‘4' ’0
ON-KLEIN'%
RESIDENCE / 2

PROJECT

LIMIT OF WORK |

| sTA. 19+10

" Bussey

STQNE HOUSE ~ \ s

e
N

= '-:o"’) \ T
o R
~_ i
=
—--

N/A

]

LEGEND

PROPOSED INITIAL ALIGNMENT

PROPOSED ULTIMATE ALIGNMENT
PROPOSED PAVEMENT REMOVAL

HISTORIC BOUNDARY

NOISE AND AIR RECEPTOR SITE
WETLAND

DISPLACEMENT

1

U;S. RTE. I/MARYLAND ROUTE 23 EXTENDED

HICKORY BYPASS

ALTERNATE 3

]
i
7( us

NORTHERN OPTION |

1

.RTE.lI RELOCATED FROM WYNDEMEDE FARM
i ROAD TO NORTH OF HICKORY)
T} DATE SCALE FIGURE
]- 0 300 3¢




PROJECT
LIMIT OF WORK
STA. 222 +00

\ L
! | EXISTING RIGHT OF war3|™®
LINE w
@
. . S
RIS T T P o R0 o - (_9
B B e 0 w
R — ] | T —- o
L | NN | = A e
// NN < I | 1§ | OF WAY LINE OF -
BYNUM OPTION 5 "R r-“ o0 Ds| 7 'DL [ | THROUGH HIGHWAY é-//
MODIFI NN Bl -' I R |
(MODIFIED) N o~ 7 < 5
\’ % | - T l v ‘”'.\_::.
W Fo oo,
e Wi ; i ~NA3
—_—— \\ V¥ - D (\ A T
\\ \ \‘ % DDQ . DQ’U.“.UO & oo
~ \ \ o® L Y|
\ . , | 'F—Q—T [
L || | MATCH TO FiguRE. BE ||
GREATER\ HARFORD o de . 5 B ey
INDUST QI‘ CENTER ‘ G
i e ,:] ‘ P
— Vet aree == r/,_/:////ﬁ_J X LEGEND U.;S. RTE. I/MARYLAND ROUTE 23 EXTENDED
' [ -
s | ! == PROPOSED INITIAL ALIGNMENT 1 HICKORY BYPASS
A ' l!:\ --2Z PROPOSED ULTIMATE ALIGNMENT] | ALTERNATE 3
| | _
| :'! | 3 XX PROPOSED PAVEMENT REMOVAL I\MARYLAND RTE.23 EXTENDED FROM WEST OF
: ':: := ' ~--H-- HISTORIC BOUNDARY U{S.RTE.I BUSINESS TO EAST OF U.S.RTE, | BUSINESS
l : ':' L__ :'— ———————— : ROAD N/A NOISE AND AIR RECEPTOR SITE | DATE SCALE FIGURE
peemmy OEEEmemst e BYNUM —| L2z WETLAND o) 300 3d
~ E ENT
N ¢ T~ A oo SEC R B oispLacem

1



i

Harford County Department of Public Works facility. This is in accordance

with requests made at the Location/Design Public Hearing.

Access to and from the existing residential driveway entrances along
eastbound MD 543 just west of the proposed MD 543/US 1 Relocated intersection
would be removed to provide access controls at the intersection. A new 20!
wide county road would be provided at the rear of the residences and would
intersect MD 543 approximately 600' west of the intersection. The county road

would allow access to two residences and commercial properties behind them.

Access to Pritt lane at US 1 will be closed and replaced with a
T-turnaround. This would minimize the property required from the two

residences at this location as opposed to constructing a cul-de-sac.

As part of Alternate 3, an extension of the County's public water
and sewer lines would be provided into the Bynum area to provide service for
the residences between Pritt and Underwood lLanes where septic systems would be
impacted by the extension of MD 23. The total cost of this Alternate with

Northern Option 1 is approximately $17 million.

d. Northern Options

Two options are proposed for the portion of US 1 Relocated north of
Wyndemede Farm Road. Both of these options would be located behind the

Grafton Klein historic site. Additional landscaping will be provided with
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either option between the historic site and the highway, as needed, to ‘

mitigate the visual impact to the property.

1) Northern Option 1 (Selected Option)

Northern Option 1 would tie into the Conowingo Road about
2,700' south of Ruffs Mill Road. This option is selected for the following
reasons: it is less costly than Northern Option 2; it provides a safer_
connection than Option 2 due to the better geometrics of the aligrment;
although two residences would be displaced by this option, the owner of the
residences impacted does not object to the acquisition for these improvements.
The cost for this option is approximately $1.3 million which has been included

in the costs for Alternates 2 and 3.

2) Northern Option 2

Northern Option 2 would curve slightly to the north, cross
Conowingo Road and follow it on the west side. It would tie into Conowingo
Road 1,500' south of Ruffs Mill Road. A service road would be constructed to

provide access to the new roadway for the four residences in the vicinity.

This option is not recommended because it provides a less
desirable roadway aligrment at a higher cost. In addition, it impacts more

farmland than Option 1 and two additional properties.
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The proposed Bynum Options would establish access controls along a
portion of Conowingo Road in the vicinity of the proposed US 1 Relocated. For
this reason, modifications to the existing roadway network in the Bynum area

are necessary for compatible access.

Both Options involve removing the existing curve on MD 23 between
Granary Road and the new MD 23 Extended roadway. A new roadway connection
between Granary lane and Pritt lane, approximately 120' in length, would be
provided by both options to allow access to Pritt ILane. In addition, the
existing frontage roadway between Granary and Bynum Roads would be removed to

avoid potential traffic conflicts.
1) ion 4 - Selected ion

Bymum Option 4 proposes a northbound connection from US 1
Relocated to Bymum Road. The roadway would connect adjacent to the existing
southbound connection of MD 23 to the Bel Air Bypass. This existing
southbound movement to the Bel Air Bypass would remain. This would allow
travel to and from the Bynum area from either direction of US 1 Relocated.

The cost for this option is approximately $300,000.

2) Bynum Option 5 (Modified) - Selected Option

Byrum Option 5 proposes access from MD 23 Extended to the Bynum

area via a T-intersection. This intersection would be located on MD 23
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Extended approximately 1000' west of Granary Road. The aligmment of this

option was modified slightly since the ILocation/Design Public Hearing to use

more of the existing roadway.

This option was selected because it improves safety and access
by providing a T-intersection at MD 23 Extended which would eliminate the
speeding of vehicles along the curved roadway portion of MD 23. This option
accommodates the vehicles, including trucks, generated by the Greater Harford
Industrial Center and the Forest Hill Industrial Airpark. This intersection
will also provide ancther access to US 1 Relocated. Access to the Bynum area
from US 1 Relocated, and vice-versa, would be exclusively limited to the
existing intersection of US 1/Granary Road if this new intersection was not

provided. The cost for this option is approximately $600,000.

f. Phased Construction

This project may be constructed in stages. If so, the extension of
MD 23 would be constructed as warranted by traffic volumes. In the meantime,
a combination of the existing roads, in conjunction with Bynum Option 4 and
Bynum Option 5 would accommodate the east-west traffic. Some temporary
improvements may be required on Granary Road, such as the installation of

traffic signals and possible widening to four lanes.
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‘ 3. Service Characteristics of the Selected Alternate

a. Traffic Summary

An analysis of traffic “operations indicates that motorists
experienced a I0S of "D" on US 1, and a I0S of "A" at both the US 1 (Conowingo
f{oad)/US 1 (Bel Air Bypass) and US 1/MD 543 intersections during the 1986 a.m.
and p.m. rush hours. If no roadway improvements are constructed, US 1 would
operate at I0S "F" in year 2015. The existing intersections of US 1 Business
with US 1 Bypass and US 1 with MD 543 would also operate at IOS "F." MD 543

would operate at I0S "D" in the year 2015 without any improvements.

The Selected Alternate, Alternate 3, and options would provide

‘ . substantial relief of traffic along US 1 by reducing the 2015 No-Build average
daily traffic (ADT) along US 1 from 34,000 to approximately 10,000, which is

less than the existing traffic volume. Existing US 1 and the intersection

with MD 543 would both operate at IOS "C."

With the Selected Alternate, US 1 Business traffic would be diverted
onto US 1 Relocated and MD 23 Extended. US 1 Relocated would carry
approximately 23,000 to 26,000 vehicles per day (VPD) in the 2015 design year
and would operate at I0S "D." MD 23 Extended to the bypass would carry 6,000

VPD and would operate at LOS "C."
In the design year 2015, traffic on MD 543 north of Prospect Mill

Road with Alternate 3 would be approximately 15,000 VPD as compared to 14,000

‘ VPD with the No-Build Alternate. The absence of a direct connection of MD 23
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to MD 543 would require that east-west traffic use the segment of existing MD '

543 between US 1 Relocated and Leeswood Road. It is projected that in the
design year, the intersection of Relocated US 1 with MD 543 would operate at

LOS "D" and MD 543 south of here would operate at IOS "E."

b. Accident Summary

US 1 within the study area experienced an average accident rate of
213 accidents for every one hundred million vehicle miles of travel
(accidents/100 mvm) during the three-year period, 1985 through 1987. This
rate is substantially higher than the three-year statewide average rate of 174
accidents/lbo mvm for all similarly designed roadways now under State

Maintenance.

The total accident experience for US 1, listed by severity and rate,

ard the statewide average rate for this. type design roadway are listed below.

Number of

Accidents Rate/100 mvm Average Rate
Fatal Accidents 1 1.89 3.07
Injury Accidents 67 126.41% 91.84
Prop. Damage Only 45 84.90 78.88
Total Accidents 113 213.20% 173.79

*Substantially higher than statewide rate

Along US 1, the collision types that noticeably exceeded statewide
average rates were the angle, rear end, sideswipe and left turn accidents. All
of these are primarily due to the numerous intersections and driveways along

the roadways in addition to the poor roadway aligrments. US 1 from 1200'

south of US 1 Business to 425' north of MD 543 is comprised of three sections
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which have all been identified as High Accident Sections. Only one location
in the entire study area met our criteria as a High Accident Intersection
(HAI). This location, US 1 at MD 543, experienced 10 accidents during the

year 1985.

MD 23, from US 1 to .76 mile west of US 1, experienced a total of
six accidents during the study period. These accidents resulted in an
accident rate of approximately 270 accidents/100 mvm travel. This rate is
high, but not significantly higher than the statewide average rate of 202
accidents/100 mvm of travel due to the low volume of traffic on this route. A
monetary loss of approximately $1.2 million to the motoring and general public

resulted from the accidents.

MD 543 from US 1 to 1,000' south of Ieeswood Road experienced a
total of 36 accidents during the three-year study period. The average
accident rate of 275 accidents/100 mvm of travel on this roadway is
significantly higher than the statewide average rate of 202 accidents/100 mvm

and resulted in an accident cost of $1.4 million/100 mvm of travel.

The major collision types in the study area were angle, rear end,
sideswipe, and left-turn. These exceeded the statewide average on either or

both US 1 and/or MD 543.
The present high accident rates in the study area suggest a problem

resulting from conflicts between traffic emerging from and entering the

nurerous intersections and driveways along the existing roadways. The poor
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roadway aligmments of US 1 and MD 543, in addition to the local and through

traffic mix, contribute to these high rates.

Under Alternate 1 (No-Build Alternate), with no major construction
to improve the .conditions on the existing roadways, the present accident rate
would continue an upward trend due to the increase in traffic volumes that has
been projected for the study area. The anticipated accident rate is expected
to remain higher than the statewide average rate since doubling of the traffic
by the year 2015 would result in at least doubling of the number of accidents.
The accident costs as a result of this anticipated increase would be

approximately $9.0 million/100 mvm.

The Selected Alternate, Alternate 3, will divert approximately 70
percent of the through traffic from US 1 onto the new facilities designed with
higher safety standards not present on the existing facility. An accident
rate of approximately 114 accidents/100 mvm of travel for the new section of
Us 1 is anticipated. In that, the existing US 1 would still be utilized, the
projected accident experience for the existing highway must also be
considered. In combining the projected accident rate/100 mvm for the newly
constructed bypass highway with that of the existing US 1, a corridor rate of
approximately 147 accidents/100 mvm for the entire corridor is anticipated.
The accident cost resulting from the new corridor would be approximately $0.9
million/100 mvm and will result in an estimated societal cost savings of

approximately $1.0 million/100 mvm as compared to the eXJ.stmg roadway.

The extension of MD 23 to US 1 Relocated would consist of the same

typical section as present. An accident rate more in line with that of the
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statewide average rate, 202 accidents/100 mvm, is anticipated for the new

section.

With- Alternate 3, the section of MD 543 from US 1 Relocated to the
south would not be improved. The traffic volumes along this section would be
higher with Alternate 3 than with the No-Build Alternate and would result in a
higher number of accidents. The accident rate that will exist with the

- combined use of MD 543 and US 1 Relocated would be 220 accidents/100 mvm.

Bynum Options 4 and 5, which propose connections to US 1 Relocated
and MD 23 Extended, respectively, will create a greater potential for
accidents to occur. If no roadway improvements are made in the Bynum area,
the only access to and from US 1 and MD 23 will be Granary Road. This would
limit the access points from a primary route to a secondary route, thus

reducing the potential for accidents to occur.

In conclusion, Alternate 3 should reduce the accident .rate on Us 1
although it will be less desirable from a safety perspective for MD 543 and
the Bynum area. Therefore, there is a need to preserve a corridor for the
extension of MD 23 to MD 543, as well as along MD 543 for future study.
Furthermore, staging alternmatives for MD 23 Extended, if feasible, would
involve the construction of the Bynum Options later than the construction of

US 1 Relocated.
The diversion of traffic from US 1 would reduce the majority of

conflicts caused by the movements of the local business and commuter traffic

versus the desires of the through traffic. This would also reduce congestion
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now present at peak times and lower the incidence of the collision types which

are prevalent in the Hickory area. Consequently, accident costs, which
include present worth of future earnings of those persons killed and
permanently disabled, as well as monetary losses resulting from injury and

property damage accidents would decrease.

4. Design Characteristics of Selected Alternate

The Selected Alternate proposes to construct both US 1 Relocated and
MD 23 Extended as two-lane roadways. US 1 Relocated would ultimately be a
four-lane roadway with a 54-foot median. The typical sections for both
roadways would taper into the existing pavement sections at the project
limits. The roadways will meet 60 mph design speed criteria with a maximum

superelevation rate of 6 percent for both the vertical and horizontal

aligrmments.

The terrain is rolling and no difficulties were encountered in
establishing a vertical aligmment which consists of maximum and minimum grades
of 3 percent and 0.5 percent, respectively. The maximum horizontal curve is 4
15'. Full access controls will be _:i.mplemented along both roadway corridors
where the right-of-way line of through highway has been designated. This is
throughout the project length except at the proposed intersections with State

highways.
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Yo
S. Environmental Summary

The following discussion summarizes the envirommental impacts of

Alternate 3, the Selected Alternate.
a. Socio-Economic and Iand Use

Alternate 3 will require the displacement of three residences and
one business. Approximately 30 acres of right-of-way would be required by the
construction of Alternate 3. No minority, elderly, or handicapped individuals
would be adversely impacted. All individuals and families would be relocated
in accordance with the provisions of the "Uniform Relocatioh Assistance and
Iand Acquisition Policies Act of 1970." A reasonable lead time of 6 to 12
months would be required to aécomplish the relocations. Although ample
housing is available in nearby areas, a number of last resort housing cases

may be anticipated.

TITLE VI STATEMENT

It is the policy of the Maryland State Highway Administration to
ensure compliance with the provisions of Title VI of the Civil
Rights Act of 1964, and related civil rights laws and regulations
which prohibit discrimination on the grounds of race, color, sex,
national origin, age, religion, physical or mental handicap in all
State Highway Administration program projects funded in whole or in
part by the Federal Highway Administration. The State Highway
Administration will not discriminate in highway planning, highway
design, highway construction, the acquisition of right-of-way, or
the provisions of relocation advisory assistance. This policy has
been incorporated into all levels of the highway planning process in
order that proper consideration may be given to the social,
economic, and envirormmental effects of all highway projects.
Alleged discriminatory actions should be addressed to the Equal
Opportunity Section of the Maryland State Highway Administration for
investigation.
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The Selected Alternate will provide safe access and improve travel
operations within the Hickory area. The elimination of congestion in and
around Hickory will have a beneficial effect on local travel, delivery of

goods and services, and facilitate the provision of emergency services within

" the area.

Alternate 3 is consistent with Harford County's future land use

plan.

The Wade R. Tucker Athletic Field, which is owned by the State
Highway Administration and leased to the County for recreational activities,
would be required for right-of-way purposes. The County was always aware that
this property would utiimately be required for the Hickory Bypass. SHA
investigated various areas for possible relocation of the atheletic field but
to no avail. On September 25, 1986, the Federal Highway Administration

concurred that Section 4(f) does not apply to this property.

b. Historic and Archeological Sites

The SHPO has detemined that Alternate 3 will have no effect on the
Vineyards historic site as none of the characteristics which qualify it for
inclusion in the National Register of Historic Places will be altered. There
will be no change to its location, setting or use as they relate to its

significant historical features.
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The Grafton-Klein House, which is eligible for 1listing in the
Register, will be affected as US 1 will be relocated to the rear of the
property, resulting in the introduction of visual and audible elements and the
subsequent alteration of the general setting. Nonetheless, no property
within the historic site boundary will be acquired or altered. For this
reason, the SHPO has agreed to a conditional No Adverse Effect if the SHA
landscapes within the right-of-way of relocated US 1 in the vicinity of the
Grafton-Klein House in order to shield the road from view. This landscaping
plan will be submitted to the SHPO for his review and comment as soon as it is
developed in the project design phase. The SHPO's May 3, 1988, letter with
these determinations is included in the Correspondence Section of the

document.

Alternate 3 will impact one archeological site (18HA167). Phase II
work is required to determine whether it is eligible for listing in the
National Register, and the approximate site boundaries. Phase III work, if
required, will be completed before construction activities begin. The SHFO's
March 16, 1988, letter is included in the Correspondence Section. The site is
important for the information it contains which may be extracted in a data
recovery program, if necessary. The site does not need to be preserved in

place.
c. Natural Enviromment
1) Farmland

Coordination with the U.S. Department of Agriculture, Soil

Conservation Service has been completed. Correspondence from the agency is
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included in the Comment and Coordination Section of this document in
accordance with the Farmland Protection Policy Act. Based on the site

assessment criteria, prime farmland impacted by this project warrants minimal

consideration for protection.

Alternate 3 would impact approximately 17 acres of prime and

unique farmland, and 11 acres of statewide and local important farmland soils.
2) Streams and Wetlands

The construction of Alternate 3 would require seven stream
crossings which are tributaries of the Class III - natural trout waters of
Bynum Run. Of the seven stream crossings, four are located within or near the
Bymum area and three within the forested area north of the Vineyard property.
These streams were free from excessive algae growths and sediments. The use
of pipes and single cell box culverts would be determined during the final
design phase of the project. No in-stream work will be permitted from October
1 through April 30 for Class III waters. In addition, a waterway construction
permit from the DNR-Water Resources Administration would be required for each

of the crossings.

On November 24, 1987, and January 16, 1988, a field review of
wetlands was conducted by SHA in coordination with the Army Corps of
Engineers, Department of Natural Resources and U.S. Fish and Wildlife
Services. The amount of non-tidal wetland acreage that would be impacted as
shown in the 1988 Envirormental Assessment has been minimized as a result of
the Selected Alternate, Alternate 3. Approximately 10 acres of wetlands

valued from meduim to high quality would be impacted by Alternate 3.
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In accordance with Executive Order 11990, efforts were made to
avoid and minimize harm to wetlands in the study corridor. These efforts
included slight aligmment shifts for both alternates under consideration and
the final selection of Alternate 3 which imposes the least amount of impact to

the wetland areas.

Wetland W-1 is located near the Bymm Road athletic field and
existing U.S. Route 1 Bypass. Approximately 1.1 acres would be impacted by
the construction of U.S. Route 1 and Bymum Option 4. Impacts to this wetland
have been reduced since the November, 1987 field review by realigning the
intersection of U.S. Route 1 Bypass and U.S. Route 1 Business. This allowed
the proposed aligrment to be shifted to the south in the vicinity of this
wetland. Shifting Byrmum Option 4 to the north would result in an additional

stream crossing.

Wetland W-4 is located east of Conowingo Road on active
farmland. The proposed construction would impact approximately 2.3 acres of
this wetland located at the upper end of the system, and isolate a small area
of wetlands from the rest of the system. The aligmment of the proposed U.S.
Route 1/U.S. Route 1 Business intersection was shifted slightly to the north
after the November, 1987, field review through this wetland. Therefore, the
amount of wetland severed from the main stream was reduced 0.45 acres.
Further shifting of the aligmment to the north would result in additional

impacts to wetlands W-1, W-11 and W-6.

Wetland 11 extends north and south of the proposed intersection
of U.S. Route 1 Bypass and U.S. Route 23 Extended and is a continuation of the

wetland system which incorporates Wetlands W-4, W-6, W-7 and W-5. The
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proposed construction would impact approximately 2.8 acres of a narrow section

of this wetland. Shifting the aligmment further north of the proposed
aligmment to reduce impacts to W-11 would result in additional impacts to
Wetland W-6 and shifting to the south would increase impacts to a larger area

of Wetland W-11.

Wetland W-6 is located approximately 600' north of where the
U.S. Route 1 Relocated/MD Route 23 Extended intersection is proposed.
Construction of Alternate 3 would require crossing this large wetland system,
impacting about 2.5 acres of high value forested wetlands. Shifting the
aligrment in either direction would result in additional impacts to Wetland

W-6 and/or related streams including W-11.

Wetland W=7 is located just west of MD Route 543, about 1,200

feet south of its intersection with existing U.S. Route 1. Construction of
Alternate 3 would impact 1.1 acres at the upper end of this wetland system.
Shifting the aligrment southerly would not lessen the wetland impacts due to
the length of the wetland. A shift to the north would lessen or avoid impacts
to this wetland but would impact three (3) residences and two (2) businesses

in the vicinity of MD Route 543.

Wetland Findings

Because of the residential, commercial and institutional

development along the east side of existing US 1 (Conowingo Road) and the 0
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TABLE 2

NON-TIDAL WETLANDS - BYNUM'S RUN WATERSHED
U.S. ROUTE 1 HICKORY BYPASS/MD ROUTE 23 EXTENDED

Wetland Number & Dominant Hydrology Value & Approx.

Classification Vegetation & Soils Function Impact

W-1/PEM5C/SS cattail/softstemmed stream/mottled gleyed Medium Value 1.1 ac
bulrush Wildlife Habitat/Sediment

W-2/PFO1A/EM

W-3/PFOlA

W-4/PSS1A

W-5/PFO1A

W-6/PFO1A

W-7/PFO1A

sycamore/red maple/
black willow/spicebush
/cattail/seedbox

red maple/spicebush/
highbush blueberry/
arrowwood/winterberry

black willow/red maple
/Juncus sp./softstemmed
bulrush/spicebush

red maple/pin oak/Am.
beech :

red maple/pin oak/Am.
beech/green ash/ironwood

red maple/sweet gum/
tulip/poplar/Am. beech

small swale/mottled

‘stream/floodplain

gleyed mottled
drainage blocked by
farm road/mottled
stream/floodplain
stream/floodplain

stream & banks/
alluvial

and Nutrient Trapping
(Long-Term) /Flood
Desynchronization

Qutside of Project Area

Qutside of Project Area

Medium Value

Wildlife Habitat/Sediment & 2.3 ac
Nutrient Trappings/Ground-

water Discharge/Flood
Desynchronization

High Value
Not affected by Alternate 3

High Value 2.5 ac

Medium Value 1.1 ac
Habitat for Aquatic Wildlife

& Fisheries/Sediment &

Nutrient Retention
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TABLE 2

NON-TIDAL WETLANDS - BYNUM’S RUN WATERSHED
U.S. ROUTE 1 HICKORY BYPASS/MD ROUTE 23 EXTENDED

Wetland Number & Dominant Hydrology Value & ' Approx.
Classification Vegetation & Soils Function Impact
W-8/POWH outside of project area Outside of project area none
W-9/PFO1A pin oak/red maple/Am. stream/floodplain Medium Value
elm/arrowwood/elderberry mottled/gleyed Not affected by Alternate 3
Sediment & Nutrient Retention
/Flood Desyschronization/
Dissipation of Erosive Forces
& Groundwate Discharge
W-10/PFO1A red maple/pin oak/tulip/ stream/floodplain High Value
poplar/white oak/ mottled Not affected by Alternate 3
arrowwood Upland & Aquatic Wildlife
Habitat/Nutrient & Sediment
Retention/Food Chain Support/
Flood Desynchronization/Natural
Heritage Value
W-11/PFO1A red maple/pin oak/swamp hummocks/mottled Medium Value
sweetbells/highbush Sediment & Nutrient Retention 2.8 ac
blueberry/royal fern /Dissipation of Erosive Forces
of Agricultural Runoff/Ground-
water Discharge
W-12/PFO1A red maple drainage/swale/ Medium Value
mottled Not affected by Alternate 3

Nutrient & Sediment Retention/
Groundwater/Discharge & Recharge
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extensive boundaries of the woodlands, wetlands and streams which abut these
properties, shifting the aligrment further north would not serve to avoid or

minimize envirormental impacts.

There is no practical alternative which would campletely avoid
or considerably minimize impacts to Wetlands W-1, W-4, W-11, W-6 and W-7 and
satisfy the project need. Alternate 3 includes all practical measures to

minimize harm to the wetlards.

Excess right-of-way owned by the State Highway Administration
will be considered for possible wetland replacement sites. The State Highway
Administration will replace wetlands on a one for one basis. Coordination
will be undertaken with the Army Corps of Engineers and Department of Natural
Resources to acquire the appropriate permits. Mitigation will be coordinated

with other appropriate state and federal agencies.
3) Floodplains

No 100-year floodplains would be impacted. Strict adherence to
a sediment and erosion control plan, approved by the Maryland Department of
Envirorment (MDE) will minimize water quality impacts during construction.
Stormwater management practices, also approved by MDE, will be incorporated

into the project design to reduce the effects of surface water runoff and
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conpensate for the loss of previous surface within the study area. These

management practices include:

o On site infiltration

o Flow attentuation by opeh vegetated swales and natural
depressions

o Stormwater retention structures

o Stormwater detention structures

It has been demonstrated that these measures can significantly reduce

pollutant loads and control runoff.

d. Air and Noise Quality

The air quality analysis indicated that the Selected Alternate
will not result in any violations of the l-hour and 8-hour State and Natiocnal
Ambient Air Quality Standards (S/NAAQS) for carbon monoxide (CO) in the
completion year (1995) or design year (2015). The S/NAAQS for QO are : 1 hrs

- 35 Parts Per Million (PPM); 8 hour - 9 PPVM).

The project is in an air quality non-attaimment area which has
transportation control measures in the State Implementation Plan (SIP). This

project conforms with the SIP since it originates from a conforming

transportation improvement program.

The air quality analysis has been circulated to the Maryland
Air Management Administration and the U.S. Envirormental Protection Agency for

review and comment. Thelr comment letters are included in Section V-C.
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The method used to predict the future noise levels from the US 1
Hickory improvements was developed by the Federal Highway Administration
(FEWA) of the U.S. Department of Transportation. The FHWA Highway Traffic
Noise Prediction Model (FHWA Model) incorporates data pertaining to normal
traffic volume increases over time, utilizes an experimentally and
statistically determined reference sound level for three classes of vehicles
(auto, medium duty trucks, and heavy duty trucks), and applies a series of
adjustments to each reference level to arrive at the predicted sound level.
The adjustments include: 1) traffic flow corrections, taking into account the
number  of vehicles, average vehicle speed, and ei specified time period of
consideration; 2) distance adjustment comparing a reference distance and
actual distance between receiver and roadway, including roadway width and
number of traffic lanes; and 3) adjustments for various types of physical
barriers that would reduce noise transmission from source (roadway) to

receiver.

The prediction calculations were performed utilizing a computer

program adaptation of the FHWA Model, STAMINA 2.0/0OPTIMA.

The following items were considered in determining potential noise

impacts:

1) Identification of existing land use
2) Existing noise levels
3) Prediction of future design year noise levels

4) Potential traffic increase.

ITI-31



¢e-111

TABLE 3

Noise Abatement Analysis Summary
U.S. Route 1 Hickory Bypass

# of Homes
w/ Greater : .
than 5 dBA Noise Levels Range (Leq) Barrier
Reduction Build W/ Cost Cost With Berm
Noise and No-Build | Build | Barrier Averagsd Per
Sensitive | Greater than (Design | (Design | (Design | Length | Height Cost Residence | Total Per
Area 67 dBAl Ambient | Year) Year) Year) (Ft.) | (Fto) | (x 1000) ($) ($ Mil) | Residence
1 4 56 57 70 61 2390 20' | 1,290 322,650 ---2 ---
2 ---3 66 55 62-63 N/A - --- --- - ---2 ---
3 ---5 67 67 67 67 --- --- -——- .- ---2 ---
5 ---3 62 59 65 N/A
6 ---3 64 65 64-65 N/A - --- --- --- ---2 -
7 14 47 47 58-62 50-55 412" 20" 222.4 227,480 ---2 -
8 ---3 56 58 57-60 N/A --- --- --- - ---2 ---
9 ---3 57 60 63-66 N/A --- --- --- --- ~--2 -—-
10 ---5 71 68 69 67-68 --- --- --- - ---2 -—-
Notes:

1. A1l of the residences along the existing U.S. Route 1 and Fountain Green Road were constructed after the

use.

Bwn

The feasibility of earth berms will be investigated during final design.
Noise levels do not exceed FHWA Noise Abatement Criteria
Projected levels do not equal or exceed 67 dBA; projected increases of 10 dBA or greater were predicted.

5. Noise barriers not physically feasible or'effective due to driveway and local access.

roads were in

R
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‘ When design year Leq noise levels are projected to approach or
exceed the abatement criteria or increase ambient conditions by 10 dBA or
more, noise abatement measures (in general, noise barriers) are considered to
minimize impacts. Consideration is based on the size of the impacted area
(number of structures, spatial distribution of structures, etc.), the
predominant activities carried on within the area, the visual impact of the
control nmeasure, practicality of  construction, feasibility, and

reasonableness.

The factors which will be considered when determining whether

mitigation is reasonable and feasible will be:

- Whether a substantial noise increase would result from highway
‘ project - minimum of 5-dBA increase - of Build over No-Build

levels in the design year of the project;

- Whether an effective method is available to reduce the noise

and is feasible;

- Whether the cost of noise mitigation is reasonable for those
receptors that are impacted - approximately $40,000 per

residence.

An effective barrier should, in general, exterd in both directions
to four times the distance between receiver and roadway (source). In

addition, an effective barrier should provide a 7-10 dBA reduction in the
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TABLE 4

Project Noise Levels

U.S. Route 1 and MD Route 23 Extended -

Design Year (2015) Leq
Ambient Leq . Build BuiTd

NSA Description No-Build|] Build Option 1 Option 2
1 Residential 56 57 N/A 70 70

2 Residential 66 55 N/A 63 62

3 Residential 67 67 N/A 67 67

5 Residential 62 59 65 N/A N/A

6 Residential 64 65 N/A 64 65

7 Residential 47 47 N/A 62 58

8 Residential 56 58 N/A 57 60

9 Residential 57 60 N/A 66 .63

10 Residential 71 68 N/A 69 69 0
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noise level, as a preliminary design goal. However, any impacted noise
receptor which will receive a 5 decibel reduction is considered when

determining the cost effectiveness of a barrier.

Cost effectiveness or whether the cost of mitigation is reasonable
is determined by dividing the total number of impacted sensitive sites, in a
specified noise sensitive area that will receive at least a 5 dBA reduction in
noise levels, into the total cost of the noise mitigation. For the purpose of
the comparison, a total cost of $27 per square foot is assumed to estimate
total barrier cost. This cost figure is based upon current costs experienced
by Maryland State Highway Administration and includes the cost of panels,
footings, drainage, landscaping, and overhead. The State Highway
Administration has established approximately $40,000 per residence protected

as being the maximum cost for a barrier that is considered reasonable.

The noise analysis indicated that the Federal Highway Administration
Leq noise abatement criteria will be exceeded at one noise sensitive area

under the No-Build Alternate by the design year 2015.

Under Alternate 3, two sites, NSA 1 located at 2247 Conowingo Road
(US 1), and NSA 3 located at 1608 US 1, will exceed the Noise Abatement

Criteria. Therefore, abatement was considered at these noise sensitive areas.

NSA 1 will have a projected 2015 noise level 3 dBA above the FHWA
noise abatement criteria of 67 dBA. In addition, there is a 13 dBA difference
between predicted Build and No-Build levels. A barrier, 2,390' in length by

20' in height with a total cost of $1,290,600 was analyzed. This barrier
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would provide at least a 5 4BA reduction for two residences with Us 1 "

Relocated Northern Option 1 resulting in projected levels above 67 dBA. The
cost per residence is $645,300. Mitigation at these locations would not be

reasonable.

NSA 3 is located in the vicinity of Pritt lane and existing Us 1.
Abatement of projected noise levels for this NSA would not be physically
feasible due to residential driveway and street access along Pritt ILane and
U.S. 1. A barrier would prevent access to the residences in the area ard is
not considered feasible. A segmented barrier to provide access would degrade
the reduction potential of a noise barrier system. In addition, this NSA is
used as a business; therefore, mitigation by a barrier is not reasonable or

feasible.

NSA 1 was analyzed for berm feasibility and it was determined that
an 800~-foot long berm five feet in height could be constructed within the
proposed State right-of-way along relocated US 1. There would need to be 15
feet of noise wall atop this berm. Additionally, 1,590 feet of a 20-foot high
noise wall is needed adjacent to the berm/wall combination to effectively.
abate this area. At $27 per square foot for the noise wall and neglecting the
cost of the berm, this berm/wall combination would cost $1,182,600. Providing
protection for two residences, the corresponding cost per residence is
$645,300. There is not sufficient room between the edge of existing road and
right-of-way to provide a berm along the existing US 1. Mitigation at this

NSA is not reasonable or feasibile.
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In addition to noise walls, other abatement measures were considered

as outlined in the Federal-Aid Highway Program Manual 7-7-3. ‘These include:

Traffic Management Measures (e.g., traffic control devices and
signing for prohibition of certain vehicles [heavy trucks], time use
restrictions for certain types of vehicles, modified speed limits

and exclusion lane designations).

These types of measures are not appropriate for a highway serving
moderate volumes of through traffic. It is not possible to prohibit

heavy trucks from this type of facility.
Alterations of Horizontal and Vertical Aligrment

Changes in the vertical aligmment are not feasible as a mitigation
measure because this would involve reconstruction along the existing
roadway that would result in additional cost and impacts. Minor
changes in horizontal aligrment may be feasible and could be

investigated during the design phase if necessary.

Acquisition of Real Property or Property Rights to Establish Buffer

Zones or Install Earth Berms.

'As previously discussed, earth berms were investigated.
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C. TEAM RECOMMENDATIONS

The recammendation of the Project Planning Team is that Alternate 3,
including US 1 Northern Option 1 and Bynum Options 4 and 5, be processed for
‘location and design approvals and be further documented as the Selected

Alternate in a Finding of No Significant Impact (FONSI).

Additionally, Harford County is preserving right-of-way corridor
widths of 150' and 80' in accordance with the Harford County Major Road Plan
for the eastern extension of MD 23 and the widening of MD 543, respectively.
This extension of MD 23 and the widening of MD 543 will be studied separately
as they have the potential to serve the needs of the area and a preferred

aligrment cannot be selected until the entire MD 543 corridor is evaluated.

The recommended alternate meets the basic need of the project and
minimizes envirormental impacts, such as wetlands, and avoids the Vineyards, a
National Register Eligible historic site. The inclusion of right-of-way
preservation with this alternate would allow compatibility with the local

master plan.

Alternate 3 meets the majority of the preferences held by citizens
and community agencies. The cost of this alternate is approximately $17

million, which includes the cost of Bynum Options 4 and 5 and Northern

Option 1.
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A Combined Iocéfion/Design Public Hearing for the US 1 Hickory Bypass was
held on December 1, 1988 at 7:30 p.m. at C. Milton Wright High School in
Harford County, Maryland. The purpose of this hearing was to present the
results of the engineering and envirommental .st:udies, and to receive public

comments on the project.

The foilcwing is a sumary of the statements made at the hearing. A
complete transcript of the hearing is available for review in the Project
Development Division Offices, State Highway Administration, 707 N. Calvert
Street, Baltimore, Maryland 21202. Written comments received subsequent to
the public hearing are discussed in the Correspondence section of this

document.

1. Mr. James R. Brien, 1610 Cast Drive, Bel Air, MD

President - Fountain Green Community Association

Treasurer - Community Coalition of Harford County

Comment: Opposed both Options for MD 23 Extended to MD 543. Stated that
safety statistics at other intersections weren't provided. Options are
costly, not necessary and encourage development. Felt that the extension
of MD 23 would necessitate the widening of MD 543. MD 543 linked to
Forest Hill and Jacksonville would ultimately create a beltway around Bel
Air. This would ruin neighborhoods, increase air pollution, noise, and

pressure to develop. Wanted rural character of area preserved.
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SHA Response: The Selected Alternate, Alternate 3, involves the
termination of MD 23 Extended at US 1 Relocated. Improvements to MD 543
south of the proposed tie-in of US 1 Relocated could be addressed as a

separate study.  Regardless of the selected alternate, traffic along

o6

MD 543 will increase due to extensive residential development in this

area.

Mr. John Cicero, Represents Bynum Ridge Associates (owners and developers

of the Greater Harford Industrial Center)

Comment: Concerned about detrimental effect of replacing existing curve
with a T-intersection in the Bynum area for the extension of MD 23.

Doesn't want to lose roadside frontage and visibility for the industrial

park.

SHA Response: The selected alternate, Alternate 3, includes Bynum Option
5. Modifications to Option 5 will be implemented to retain a similar
location as the existing curve. Visibility to the industrial park area

would not be ocbstructed.
Ms. Carol Akers, 526 Pritt Iane

Comment : Concerned about driveway access onto US 1 from the Bynum area
as far north as Hickory and MD 543. Residents on Pritt Iane often cannot
make left turns onto US 1 thereby requiring residents to turn right and
make a U-turn at the Bel Air Roller Rink. When will the State correct

this problem?
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SHA Response: Construction of Alternate 3 would occur when final design
and right-of-way acquisition are complete and when fundmg is available.
Construction would not begin for at least 5 years. A traffic signal will
be placed where the bypass presently connects to US 1, Conowingo Road,

north of the Bel Air Roller Rink.
Mr. Roger Ammons, 1585 Bentley Circle, in Foxboro Farms

Comment: Stated that excessive development in this area has increased
traffic and noise along MD 543 to the degree he cannct enjoy his -home.
The US 1 Bypass and MD 23 Extended will generate additional traffic noise

which would lower property values.

SHA Response: See SHA Response #1.

Mr. William Dean - Ieeswood Road

Comment: Considered existing Fountain Green Road (MD 543) dangerous
because of all the accesses with particular reference to school buses
during the morning and evening peak hours. He stated that the extension
of MD 23 to MD 543 would create congestion at the US 1 and US 1 Bypéss
intersections, and was concerned that MD 543 will become a major access
route to I-95. He also recommended that SHA study the east-west highway

or possibly circumvent the area with a beltway.

SHA Response: The  Department of  Transportation's Consolidated

Transportation Program is a six-year program which encompasses projects
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on a regional basis to address traffic problems in the County. It
includes MD 22 (Churchville Rd), MD 152 (Mountain Road), US 1/Us 1
Business, and US 1 (Bel Air Road). The study of an east-west highway to
provide access through Harford County was done in the early 1960's. This
project is no longer under consideration due to the envirommental impacts
identified. However, in 1988, Harford County Transportation Program
recognized that MD 543 needed to be studied for future improvements, to
acconmodate future development in the area. The selection of Alternate 3
would relocate US 1 thereby removing through traffic from local traffic
to create a more efficient and safer flow of traffic in the Hickory area.
Alternate 3 would not extend MD 23 to MD 543 because the existing
capacity of MD 543 would not accommodate the additional traffic generated

by this extension.

Ms Katy Dallam, 1912 South Fountain Green Road

President of the Harford County Historic District Commission

Comment: Opposed to both options of Alternate 2 which would have an
adverse effect on the historic site, the Vineyards. The Garner family
and Ms. Dallam's family built their houses over 250 years ago on land

which is actively farmed.

SHA Response: Alternate 3, the Selected Alternate, would not impact the

historic property of the Vineyards.
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Ms. Ann Rolfes, 1611 Cass Drive

Comment: Thought that it was illogical for MD 23 Extended to tie-in to
MD 543 at C. Milton Wright School where school buses have difficulty
turning in and out of the school property. Also, she stated that the

intersection of MD 543/MD 22 has a higher accident rate than Hickory.

SHA Response: The Selected Alternate, Alternate 3, terminates the
extension of MD 23 at US 1 Relocated which would not tie-in to MD 543
near the school.

Mr. James Haney, 1909 Harewood Drive, Edgewood

Comment: Recommended that SHA study a road around Fountain Green and

Prospect Hill which would provide for rapid access from MD 24 to I-95.

- SHA R;esggnse See SHA Response #5.

Mr. Howard Duff, 1505 Hillside Drive

Comment: He stated that the connection of MD 543 to I-95 will
necessitate the widening of MD 543 which would then become 1like a
“"racetrack." He also indicated that the maps show an extension going
through wetlands. Wetlands are fast disappearing due to the extensive
damage from development and are not being replaced which is one of the

major contributing factors to polluting the Chesapeake Bay.
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11.

SHA Response: See Comment #1 and #11 regarding MD 543. The Selected
Alternate, Alternate 3, involves the termination of MD 23 Extended at US
1 Relocated and would impact approximately 10 acres of wetlands, whereas
Alternate 2 would impact approximately 11-13 acres of wetlands. Impacts
to wetlands have been minimized and will be minimized further during

design. Further mitigation will be provided.

Mr. John Klein, 2247 Conowingo Road

Comment: Proposed improvements have been expected for years. Felt there
is a traffic problem which needs to be addressed. Welfare of general
public should be primary focus.

SHA Response: Alternate 3, the Selected Alternate, will alleviate much
of the traffic congestion in the Hickory area particularly at the
intersection of US 1/MD 543.

Mr. Nick Marasco, 1609 Cass Drive

Comment: He indicated that traffic congestion was a problem on MD 543
without the I-95 interchange. Any improvements to MD 543 will make it a

"raceway." The project needs further study.

SHA Response: Improvements to MD 543 are not a part of this study.

IV-6
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13.

Mr. Wayne Sisk, (Lives near C. Milton Wright School)

Comment: Family has lived in the area approximately 23 years. The
character of the area is no longer rural. Stated that elected officials
have already made the decision that there is no longer a rural Harford

County, and he is most unhappy by the dramatic changes.

SHA Response: The proposed improvements are consistent with the Harford

County Master Plan.

Mr. Carmen George, 1418 Vanstead Court

Comment: Opposed MD 23 Extended because it would contribute to the
traffic problem and result in commnities which are islands unto
themselves. He stated that too many roads are being proposed for the Bel

Air area.

SHA Response: See SHA Response #12.
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. Written Comments Received

Subsequent to the Combined
Location/Design Public Hearing
and Responses
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STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION Dee 19 112 g
QUESTIONS AND/OR COMMENTS SI | IA-RE R et

Contract No. H 873-101-470
PDMS No. 122040
, US 1/MD23 - Hickory Bypass
LOCATION/DESIGN PUBLIC HEARING
Thursday, December 1, 1988 at 7:30 p.m.

e L INEY w12l

PLEASE

ADDRESS /?0? /ﬁi(’ bdpdd

PRINT

-cnvnowuéﬂ%ﬁf___snre mc 21P CODE_CX S YO

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

~/

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

E Please delete my/our name(s) from the Maiiing List.

*Persons who have received a copy of this brochure through the mail are already

on the pro;ect Mailing List. Vo1 i ‘
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Richard H. Trainor

Marylandﬂeﬁamnentaﬂianspanauan Secretary

) Ay . Hal Kassoff
State Highway Administration Administrecs

April 5, 1989

Re: Contract No. H 873-101-471 N
US 1/MD 23 - Hickory Bypass
PDMS No. 122040

Mr. Jim Haney
1909 Harewood Court
Edgewood, Maryland 21014

Dear Mr. Haney:

Thank you for your December 2, 1988 comments regarding the
Us 1/MD 23 Extended (Hickory Bypass) study.

The improvement which you have recommended would provide
better access to US 1 Belair Bypass from the east; however, it
does not provide access from the north. Traffic heading into Bel
Air would still have to use US 1 through Hickory. This would not
meet the needs for this project.

Thank you again for sharing your comments with us. Your name
has been placed on the mailing list so that you will be notified
when an alternative has been approved for this project. If you
have any additional comments or questions you can contact me or
the project engineer, Mr. Lorenzo Bryant, at (301) 333-1191 or
toll free at 1-800-548-5026.

Very truly yours,

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

by.: Z W

Catherine Pecora
Project Manager

LHE/CP/ih

cc: Mr. C. Robert Olsen

My telephone number is (301) 333-1191

: Teletypewriter for impaired Hearing or Speech
383-7555 Baltimore Metro - 565-0. V-3 tro - 1-800-492-5062 Statewide Toll Free
707 North Calvert = e, Maryland 21203-0717
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Richard H. Trainor

Maryland Department of Transportation :; el‘("a':so «
State Highway Administration Administrator "

e
~—..

N
o

“"March 21, 1989
S
Re: Contract No. H 873-101-471 N
US 1/MD 23 - Hickory Bypass
PDMS No. 122040

Mr. Jim Haney
1909 Harewood Court

_BaLZ?%rT Maryland _— = /0,

Dear Mr. Haney:

Thank you for your December 2, 1988 comments regarding the
US 1/MD 23 Extended (Hickory Bypass) study.

The improvement which you have recommended would provide
better access to US 1 Belair Bypass from the east; however, it
does not provide access from the north. Traffic heading into Bel
Air would still have to use US 1 through Hickory. This would not
meet the needs for this project.

Thank you again for sharing your comments with us. Your name O
has been placed on the mailing list so that you will be notified
when an alternative has been approved for this project. If you
have any additional comments or questions you can contact me or
the project engineer, Mr. Lorenzo Bryant, at (301) 333-1191 or
toll free at 1-800-548-5026.

Very truly yours,

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

/

by L S
Catherine Pet¢ora
Project Manager

LHE/CP/ih

cc: Mr. C. Robert Olsen

My telephone number is (301} 333-1191

Teletypewriter for impaired Hearing or Speech
383-7555 Baltimore Metro — 565-0451 N Matra - 1-800~-492-5062 Statewide Toli Free
707 North Calvert St V-4 y, Maryland 21203-0717
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STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION U
QUESTIONS AND/OR COMMENTS . (5 ] .3, fd

Contract No. H 873-101-470
PDMS No. 122040
. US 1/MD23 - Hickory Bypass
LOCATION/DESIGN PUBLIC HEARING
Thursday, December 1, 1988 at 7:30 p.m.

NAME ﬁ?ﬁ‘ﬂ]né Sal ’\-l W FL{CKQ’TDATE ///zg/g/g/
PLEASE ApDRESS /75L/ \1/ +fﬂdrd KC}

PRINT
crrv/'rown‘DéU“’mq fim STATE Md zip cope.L /Y 3 /

i/We wish to comment or inquire about the foiiowing aspects-of this project:
Do Kira
Iw paferenes B Ht '%Lu/é&w . e Arad Tt iy
infs Rruh 543 e svruid [ OB elile Gl s pox
J22 acua M Wy Vincwpcd prp0d, fhatl /n@ Ao acetay
b A S Frds 95 . U ipFin | (o) Ya aeid ®
2t by id W by Pdd! Drch a0 A bz q,mm(
/dt%(,(‘/é H &é"luu’-w ,Ltﬁ V% e Ad’/rl’f 1/ ﬁlﬁﬁf.n / ZC

LU OA- ,& [ﬂ.ﬁa» {/ia il Q{,LQ_([Z?L&ZQZ
g *5( L /‘gf—n/t el fo M Lt B /Mcu,

par Fpterm A (buss) .
/ 5:2{;(4¢4é/ /é%*tk_;

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

] Piease deiete my/our name(s) from the Maiiing List.

*Percsons who have received a copy of this brochure through the mall are already
on the project Maiiing List. V-6
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Richard H. Trainor

Maryland Department of Transportation Secretary

State Highway Administration Nminamaon!

April 5, 1989

Re: Contract No. H 873-101-471 N
US 1/MD 23 - Hickory Bypass
PDMS No. 122040

{

Mr. and Mrs. Ralph G. Puckett
1754 Wwhiteford Road
Darlington, Maryland 21034

Dear Mr. and Mrs. Puckett:

Thank you for your November 27, 1988 comments regarding the
US 1/MD 23 Extended (Hickory Bypass) study that was the subject
of the December 1, 1988 public hearing.

I can appreciate your concerns regarding impacts to your
property associated with MD 23 Extended Option 1. Alternate 3
would be preferable from that respect; however, our traffic
projections indicate that it would not relieve increasing traffic
congestion along MD 543 in the project area.

Throughout the course of this study we have investigated a
number of alternatives and measures to avoid or reduce impacts to
your property. MD 23 Extended Option 1 now includes a service
road to your property. This road will parallel Option 1 and then
connect to Leeswood Road.

We appreciate the significance of "the Vineyards"” and will
attempt to meet the needs of the project with the least possible
impact to your property.

Thank you again for expressing your feelings to us. You will
be notified when an alternative has been approved for this
project. If you have any additional comments or questions you can
contact me or the project engineer, Mr. Lorenzo Bryant, at (301)
333-1191 or toll-free at 1-800-548-5026.

Very truly yours,
Louis H. Ege, Jr.

Deputy Director
Project pevelopment Division

Catherine Pecora
Project Manager
LHE/CP/ih

cc: Mr. C. Robert Olsen

My tefephone number is (301) 333-1191

Teletypewriter for impaired Hearing or Speech
383-7555 Baltimore Metro - 565-0 rro - 1-800-492-5062 Statewide Toli Free
707 North Caivert V-7 ore, Maryiand 21203-0717



-~ March 20, 1989 O\

Re: Contract No. H 873-101-471 N
US 1/MD 23 - Hickory Bypass
PDMS No. 122040

Mr. and Mrs. Ralph G. Puckett
1754 Wwhiteford Road

Bel—&itr, MD 21034
Dd/ /‘ﬁ_;) Yo

Dear Mr. and Mrs. Puckett:

Thank you for your November 27, 1988 comments regarding the
US 1/MD 23 ExXtended (Hickory Bypass) study that was the subject
of the December 1, 1988 public hearing.

I can appreciate your concerns regarding impacts to your
property associated with MD 23 Extended Option 1. Alternate 3
would be preferable from that respect: however, our traffic
projections indicate that it would not relieve increasing traffic
congestion along MD 543 in the project area.

Throughout the course of this study we have investigated a
number of alternatives and measures to avoid or reduce impacts to
your property. MD 23 Extended Option 1 now includes a service
rcad to your property. This road will parallel Optien 1 and theaen
connect to Leeswood Road.

We appreciate the significance of "the Vineyards" and will
attempt to meet the needs of the project with the least possible
impact to your property.

Thank you again for expressing your feelings to us. You will
be notified when an alternative has been approved for this
project. If you have any additional comments or questions you can
contact me or the project engineer, Mr. Lorsnzo Bryant, at (301)
333-1191 or toll~-free at 1-800-548-5026.

Very truly yours,

Leouis H. Eqge, Jr.
Deputy Director

Project Development fjivision

by: 4Zéiégz;?z;2)442§22£7/

Catherine Peccra
Project Manager

LHE/CP/1ih
cc: Mr. C. Robert Olsen
My telephone number is (301) 333-1191
Teletypewritet V-8 d Hearing or Speech

383-7555 Baltimore Metro - 565-0451 - 1-800-492-5062 Statewide Toll Free

Maryland Department of Transportation o
State Highway Administration Administrator

&>/

Richard H. Trainor
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PROJEUT
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STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION ° ' )
QUESTIONS AND/OR COMMENTS g 72 | 53 P ‘68 |

Contract No. H 873-101-470
PDMS No. 122040
, US 1/MD23 - Hickory Bypass
LOCATION/DESIGN PUBLIC HEARING
Thursday, December 1, 1988 at 7:30 p.m.

Lovis A DL OmosTo
name Bl M. KENTY AseagmsoateDEC. 1D, 1988

PLEASE , 1912 T lakes zive
baiNT = ADDRESS
cuTv/TOWNLM@HLHASTATE IV w) zip cope_2leg4

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

(B
OsT 11 SADE | Fop. A BNTEONCE T ANLD) FidodA THE
-85 il ZoSE A WG BWNAMT . REELY.
[ﬂrPlease add my/our name(s) to the Mailing List.* .

[ Piease delete my/our name(s) from the Mailing List. W‘

*Persons who have received a copy of this brochure through he mail are ‘aire ady
on the project Mailing List. V-10 D B\ToNTO
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Rlchard H. Trainor
Maryland Department of Transportation :’;'e:ar:soﬁ
State Highway Administration Aemino—or

March 22, 1989

Re: Contract No. H 873-101-471 N
US 1/MD 23 -~ Hickory Bypass
PDMS No. 122040

Mr. Louis A. DiBitonto

Bel Air Realty Associates

1912 Twin Lakes Drive
Jarrettsville, Maryland 21084

Dear Mr. DiBitonto:

Thank you for your December 13, 1988 comments regarding the
US 1/MD 23 Extended (Hickory Bypass) study that was the subject
of the December 1lst public hearing.

A principal function of the State Highway Administration is
to plan for highway facilities that meet the long term needs of
the state and counties. The implementation of full access
controls along US 1 Relocated and MD 23 Extended would fulfiilil
the need to provide for improved traffic safety and roadway
capacity. For these reasons, access to and from both US 1
Relocated and MD 23 Extended in the area where these roadways
would intersect would not be permitted.

I can appreciate your willingness to protect your development
interests. It is unfortunate, however, that road relocations
which improve safety and capacity for the benefit of the general
public will often remove or reduce access. Once an alternative
has been selected, we will discuss the acquisition of any property
needed for the proposed project. Compensation for the property
will be determined through our right-of-way negotiation and
appraisal process. If you would like to discuss this process
sooner, please call Mr. Robert Tresselt, District Right-of-Way
Chief, at (301) 321-3400.

My telephone number is (301) 333-1191

Teletypew="" " *-- ‘—Haired Hearing or Speech ~
383-7555 Baitimore Metro - 565-Q V- 11 itro - 1-800-492-5062 Statewide Toli Free
707 North Calvert _... ..ore. Marviand 21203-0717
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Mr. Louis A. DiBitonto
Page Two

Thank you for again for your comments. You will be notified
when an alternative has been approved for this project. If you
have any additional questions or comments, you can contact me or
the Project Engineer, Mr. Lorenzo Bryant, at (301) 333-1191 or
toll free at 1-800-548-5026.

Very truly yours,

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

by: A%Zéﬁ(i
Catherine Pecora
Project Manager

LHE/CP/ih

¢cc: Mr. C. Robert Olsen
Mr. Robert Tresselt w/incoming

v-12
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PROJECT
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STATE HIGHWAY'ADMINISTRATIOhh ‘ | |
QUESTIONS AND/OR COMMENTS LEC I3 |] 26 jif g

Contract No. H 873-101-470
PDMS No. 122040
. US 1/MD23 - Hickory Bypass
LOCATION/DESIGN PUBLIC HEARING
Thursday, December 1, 1988 at 7:30 p.m.

JzAr S. WHE ELE 2
NAME ALy E V. WHEELZ L DATE [ A ﬁ’fé éff

':kmfe ADDRESS {/05/ fre, 0L £ (T

ciTy/TowN_LB el A1 STATE__222/2 ___2IP CODE_ L2 il

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

WC, Lo <= ((ﬁu cx/crl.s/on 2 £ A2 23 ///ﬂ,m,/‘c.?z
The Crmojromsmen 7ol Jc_s/,qc//v"l ,4z'A«r_(/n< Soss o~
Ll /4;4191 gL crs e imrpae = oa FAs //;/axlg
4éé;ﬂ e o o s 4;7<7/ Fhe ﬁ?ﬂCTf [/ RRAFPE L s/
ﬁ”o/ /:<, 7Loo arca./ = pr/c. 2 gr A& /aaa/ o«/ééz(
/5 a d/una//anc o? p?’/,
T add Foon F4ss ,ﬂrc’/.c 7" i o rcas
he Lhor o 2L Al S B sos wedod it
e e se Lo affecd Foi Ml beHucen Founkio
/
Creen Y (reswet,
ZL fheve plins Bavs nof Becn iomplaertd
Ln S0 L/(dr}'y,ﬂrr/a,,_s Fhe v G e 0 //c__
4n5w%’£‘ /ZGX;C, /yfdanjfd@r~.43/ir<4 _
70 L A 0/ %r//:'/a_/, é“rz//v s /a/cZ adas/é.

&‘fgf L et

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

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

*Parsons who have received a copy of this brochure through the mail are already
on the project Mailing List. V-13
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Richard H. Trainor

S H;A Maryland Department of Transportation e ot
) State Highway Administration Administrator

March 14, 1989

Re: Contract No. H 873-101-471 N
US 1/MD 23 - Hickory Bypass
PDMS No. 122040

Ms. Jean and Marie Wheeler
408 Prindle Court
Bel Air, Maryland 21014

Dear Ms. Wheeler:

Thank you for your December 12, 1988 comments regarding the
US 1/MD 23 Extended (Hickory Bypass) ‘'study that was the subject of
the December 1lst public hearing.

I can appreciate your concerns regarding the additional
environmental and traffic impacts associated with Alternate 2
that would result from the proposed extension of Route 23.
Alternate 3 would be preferable from that respect; however, it
does not provide the east-west roadway improvement that will most
safely handle projected traffic volumes. We are considering ways
to improve Alternate 3 and reduce impacts associated with
Alternate 2.

We have also been considering the relationship of this
proposed project to existing Route 543 in evaluating the
alternatives being considered.

Thank you again for sharing your comments with us. Your
name has been placed on the mailing list so that you will be
notified when an alternative has been approved for this project.
If you have any additional comments or questions you can contact
me or the project engineer, Mr. Lorenzo Bryant at (301) 333-1191
or toll free at 1-800-548-5026.

Very truly yours,
Louis H. Ege, Jr.

Deputy Director
Project Development Division

by:

Catherine Pecora
Project Manager

LHE/CP/1ih
cc: Mr. C. Robert Olsen

My telephone number is (301) 333-1191

: Teletypewriter for impaired Hearing or Speech
383-7555 Baltimore Metro - 565-0 tro - 1-800-492-5062 Statewide Toll Free
707 North Caivert V-14  jre, Maryland 21203-0717
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Contract No. H 873-101-470
PDMS No. 122040
~ US 1/MD23 - Hickory Bypass
LOCATION/DESIGN PUBLIC HEARING
Thursday, December 1, 1988 at 7:30 p.m.

. ..-’ - ‘ —. - - 4‘ ~ . - ’-/'//:{'{‘
NAME JK-’/// - // Gradiz- DATE .-
AR P p a0 ’/).»
:lﬁ'ENA-rSE ADDRESS PN R /2.7 N "\\,",7{”}‘)
CITY/TOWN o & iy STATE £ /Z ZIP CODE-= V“—'/,/
I/We wish to comment or inquire about the following ‘aspects-of this project:
} . . “o L
b, o Lok L gwge A Sie e weti o o Cor b v S ams A 717
- y , i /.—J . . 1 ] !
i ey gy A =0 foviyilio o Tl i g o ]
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/ ] ! s Fa // ’/ T A s /I/,/é/.// P g 4,1/-7 v /.ﬂ\
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‘ N 77 - T =L 2./ , ol - s
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] /‘I

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

[ Piease delete my/our name(s) from the Malling List.

*Parsons who have received a copy of this brochure through the mail are already
on the project Mailing List. V-15
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Text of letter sent to SHA

"l. I would need an access to Route #1 on the north side of property if

either Northern Option 1 or 2 is used.

2. I would need a southern access at end of lane to go to Hickory on old

Route 1.
3. What amount of increased water run off on to the property are we talking
about? Since it will propably increase, the way it is presenty set-up is

totally unsatisfactory.

4. With the relocation of U.S. 1 with the Northern Opion 2 and the need for

alot of my front road footage I should expect to receive an adequate payment."

v-16



March 20, 1989

Re: Contract No. H 873-101-471 N
UsS 1/MD 23 - Hickory Bypass
PDMS No. 122040

Mr. John B. Grafton
2256 Conowingo Road
Bel Air, Marvyland 21014

Dear Mr. Grafton:

Thank you for your November 27, 1988 inauiries regarding the
US 1/MD 23 Extended (Hickory Bypass) study that was the subject
of the December 1st public hearing.

In response to your first and second gquestions, access
between US 1 Relocated and US 1 (Conowingo Road) would be provided
by building a two-way connection approximately 250° south of your
driveway. All movements to and from your property would be
accommodated at this location by leaving a portion of Conowingo
Road between the proposed connection and your existing drivsasway
open.

The amount of runoff that will result from the construction
of the proposed road will be evaluated in the final design of the
project. We have proposed sufficient right-of-way to provide a
ditch to handle roadway drainage within the State Highway
Administration property.

In response to your final queszstion concerning compensation
by the State Highway Administration for the acauisition of your
front road footage for Northern Option 2, you would be
compensated as determined through our right-of-way negotiation
and appraisal process. If you would like morse information on the
right-of~way process. pleass call Mr. Robert Tresss=l1lt. District
Right-of-~Way Chief, at (301) 321-32400.

V-17
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Mr. John B. Grafton

Page Two
Thank you for again for your inauiries. You will be notified
when an alternative has been approved for this project. If vyou

have any additional auesticns or comments, You can contact me or
the project engineer, Mr. Lorenzo Bryant, at (301) 333-1191 or
toll free at 1-800-548-50254.

Very truly yours,
l.ouis H. Ege, Jr.

Deputy Director
Projecty Development Division

by:

Catherine Pecora
Project Manager

LHE/CP/ih

cc: Mr. C. Robert Olsen
Mr. Robert Tresselt w/incoming

v-18
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Contract No. H 873-101-470
PDMS No. 122040
_ US 1/MD23 - Hickory Bypass
LOCATION/DESIGN PUBLIC HEARING
Thursday, December 1, 1988 at 7:30 p.m.

onrelrr—19,/95%

B
PLEASE % MD 2.')"""“
1001
PRINT ADDRESS
CITY/TOWN STATE ZIP CODE

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

&M WMHQM%@M/M

__Maqgw. e 2 /LMM N
thg~ &2 2n .@/w——r—ée ﬂq %\&é% /M M('Zjbw-nw

W L/ MA .

N
] Please add my/our name(s) to the Mailing List.* (’J&Q/Pmé g LM»M‘//QJ//)

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

*Persons who have received a copy of this brochure through the mail are already
on the project Mailing List. V-19
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Richard H. Trainor

Maryiand Department of Transportation :";’":;so ,
State Highway Administration Administrator

March 16, 1989

Re: Contract No. H 873-101-471 N
US 1/MD 23 - Hickory Bypass
PDMS No. 122040

Mr. Frank A. Buckley
3402 Crosswood Drive
Aberdeen, Maryland 21001

Dear Mr. Buckley:

Thank you for your November 9, 1988 comments regarding the
US 1/MD 23 Extended (Hickory Bypass) study that was the subject
of the December 1st public hearing.

You will be notified when an alternative has been approved
for this project. If you have any additional comments or
questions you can contact me or the project engineer, Mr. Lorenzo
Bryant, at (301) 333-1191 or toll free at 1-800-548-5026.

Very truly yours,

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

by: ,26%25~i/Z42%Qé;/

Catherine Pecora
Project Manager

LHE/CP/ih

cc: Mr. C. Robert Olsen

My telephone number is (301) 333-1193

Teletypewriter for Impaired Hearing or Speech
383-7555 Baitimore Metro - 565-0" ro ~ 1-800-492-5062 Statewide Toil Free
707 North Calvert v-20 re. Marviand 21203-0717
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Contract No. H 873-101-470
PDMS No. 122040
. US 1/MD23 - Hickory Bypass
LOCATION/DESIGN PUBLIC HEARING
Thursday, December 1, 1988 at 7:30 p.m.

DATE i\lif‘ 3 }&7?3/

;Tos*rﬁx D H[zﬁﬁds

PLEASE ,ppRESS ol {7‘3 / (0 e kv “nz 0 V((/

PRINT
cirysrrown_Bod Aia STATE /’)’l’/ : zIP CODE2/ L i 4

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

(hae YoTo haeso fq (AT nds 3

b T =TI o o fm’]; [ AN

NAME

_ 7"/)_z_/)"n f\f)Tu N |
1 T £ 4? e 47{ A -/J 3 rs) 41 e «Jl/c/g ”’50 ¢ )nT)T‘
CLET oy / “
[T ras a damenece ThT ne oo T
Vi ~/[ Lo vV sl .é\‘,- el Tijar dImiomd ot the
L/,l\' /) ThnwesT v, v ’
Saenc el

v

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

[ Please delete my/our name(s) from the Mailing List
*Persons who have received a copy of this brochure through the mail are already

on the project Mailing List.
v-21
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Richard H. Trainor

Maryland Department of Transportation o
State Highway Administration Administrator

March 16, 1989

Re: Contract No. H 873-101-471 N
US 1/MD 23 - Hickory Bypass
PDMS No. 122040

Mr. Joseph D. Hoopes
2431 Conowingo Road
Bel Air, Maryland 21014

Dear Mr. Hoopes:

Thank you for your December 3, 1988 comments regarding the
US 1/MD 23 Extended (Hickory Bypass) study that was presented at
the December 1st public hearing. We have been considering them in
preparing a recommendation for this project.

Your name has been placed on the mailing list so that you
will be notified when an alternative has been approved for this
project. 1If you have any additional comments or questions you can

contact me or the project engineer, Mr. Lorenzo Bryant, at (301)
333-1191 or toll free at 1-800-548-5026.

Very truly yours,

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

/ -
by: jéggzﬁ//

Catherine Pecora
Project Manager

LHE/CP/ih

cc: Mr. C. Robert Olsen

My telephone number is (301) 333-1191

Teletypewriter for Impaired Hearing or Speech
383-7555 Baltimore Metro - 565-0" ro - 1-800-492-5062 Statewide Toll Free
707 North Calvert V=22 (e, Maryland 21203-0717



STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION
QUESTIONS AND/OR COMMENTS

Contract No. H 873-101-470
PDMS No. 122040
. Us 1/MD23 - Hickory Bypass
LOCATION/DESIGN PUBLIC HEARING

Thursday, December 1, 1988 at 7:30 p.m.
oot etlresf
Harod Gty G - " ™
NAME \Ja,QJ/( Vouw Kemane /).//C—LQWM-MATE

$13 Tlrata Clew\?é

PLEASE
PRINT _ ADDRESS

cityiTown__tael Gy sTAaTE_ -V 2P copg__ > 1O/

I/We wish to comment or inquire about the following aspects:-of this project:
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ot 'acenat of Hd Rade 23 ML%* L o o
boadlie o A /. oopiad (Jod foor)
o onidnal) e Comndlon M C.LMo
Ayced was
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Richard H. Trainor

Maryland Department of Transportation :‘:l'f;so «
State Highway Administration Administrator

March 16, 1989

Re: Contract No. H 873-101-471 N
US 1/MD 23 - Hickory Bypass
PDMS No. 122040

Ms. Sallie Van Rensselaer, Chairman
Harford County Committee

Maryland Historical Trust

813 Marcie Court

Bel Air, Maryland 21014

Dear Ms. Rensselaer:

Thank you for your comments regarding the US 1/MD 23
Extended (Hickory Bypass) study that was the subject of the
December 1st public hearing.

I can appreciate your concern about the impacts of the
extension of Route 23 as proposed with Alternate 2. Alternate 3
would be preferable in that respect; however, it does not provide
the improved east-west travel that will most safely handle
projected traffic volumes. As a follow-up to the hearing, we are
studying improvements to Alternate 3 that will provide safer
traffic service, as well as studying modifications to Alternate 2
that would reduce the impacts of this alternate. Your proposal
for this study is being considered in these follow-up studies.

Thank you for sharing your comments with us. You will be
notified when an alternative has been approved for this project.
Your name has been placed on the mailing lists of our other
planning phase projects in Harford County and you will receive
information on those projects as well. If you have any additional
comments or questions you can contact me or the Project Engineer,
Mr. Lorenzo Bryant, at (301l) 333-1191 or toll free at 1-800-548-
5026.

Very truly yours,

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

by: x/:;f2522%71////

Catherine Pecora
Project Manager

LHE/CP/ih
cc: Mr. C. Robert Olsen
Ms. Cynthia Simpson w/incoming

My telephone number is (301)—__ 333-1191

Teletypewriter for impaired Hearing or Speech
383-7555 Baitimore Metro - 565-0451 D.C. Matro - 1-800-492-5062 Statewide Toll Free
707 North Calver® - V=25 we, Maryland 21203-0717
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" Richard H. Trainor

Maryland Department of Transportation e o
State Highway.Administration . Administrator

March 14, 1989

Re: Contract No. H 873-101-471 N
US 1/MD 23 - Hickory Bypass
PDMS No. 122040

Mr. Stanley J. Nelson
1508 N. Fountain Green Road
Bel Air, Maryland 21014

Dear Mr. Nelson:

Thank you for your'December 2, 1988 comments regarding the US
1/MD 23 Extended (Hickory Bypass) study that was the subject of
the December l1lst public hearing.

I can appreciate your concerns regarding impacts to your
property associated with Alternate 2 that would result from the
proposed extension of Route 23. In that respect, Alternate 3
would be preferable. However, Alternate 3 does not provide the
east-west roadway improvement that will most safely handle
projected traffic volumes. We are considering modifications to
improve traffic service associated with Alternate 3 and to reduce
impacts associated with Alternate 2. Your improvement
recommendations for MD 543 will be included in these follow-up
studies.

Thank you for sharing your comments with us. You will be
notified when an alternative has been approved for this
project. If you have any additional comments or questions you can
contact me or the project engineer, Mr. Lorenzo Bryant at (301)
333-1191 or toll free at 1-800-548-5026.

Very truly yours,
Louis H. Ege, Jr.

Deputy Director
Project Development Division
A/.

v A

erlne Pecora
Progect Manager

G

LHE/CP/ih
cec: Mr. C. Robert Olsen

My teiephone number is (301) 333-1191

Teletypewriter for impaired Hearing or Speech
383-7555 Baitimore Metro - 565-0451 N~ Matro - 1-800-492-5062 Statewide Toll Free
707 North Caivert ! \-27 »re, Maryland 21203-0717
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Contract No. H 873-101-470
PDMS No. 122040
. US 1/MD23 - Hickory Bypass
LOCATION/DESIGN PUBLIC HEARING
Thursday, December 1, 1988 at 7:30 p.m.

Name AN Thony 3. pu.LEl.O bATE_| Pz ¥%

PLEASE 920 N Foont ain Greov R
PR'NT ADDRESS ,ﬁ T—U\)NlAlN Cr P, hJ
L~ i / . L
cITysTown 3L Al STATE h 1P cope210) )

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

Wi Thale Thal A)lTerwale A Cov\d o»\;l\,;

1 T Moeh  worss ov A1 SHAI

s —

by  addiva  Mors Vral e awd ivlargscelionsg

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

[ Please delete my/our name(s) from the Maillng List.
*Peorsons who have received a copy of this brochure through the mail are already
on the project Mailing List. V.28
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Richard H. Trainor

:* S H“’ A \  Maryland Department of Transportation ;;;arvssoﬁ
’ y State nghway Administration Hal Kassof

March 14, 1989

Re: Contract No. H 873-101-471 N
US 1/MD 23 - Hickory Bypass
PDMS No. 122040

Mr. Anthony J. Puleio
1420 N. Fountain Green Road
Bel Air, Maryland 21014

Dear Mr. and Mrs. Puleio:

Thank you for your December 9, 1988 comments regarding the US
1/MD 23 Extended (Hickory Bypass) study that was the subject of
the December 1lst public hearing.

OQur traffic projections indicate that Alternate 2 would
- relieve increasing traffic congestion along Route 543 in the
project area more efficiently than Alternate 3. Increased traffic
along MD 543 south of this project is likely to result from
' projected growth in Harford County regardless of the proposed
project. We have been considering this issue in evaluating the
alternatives presented at the public hearing.

Thank you again for sharing your comments with us. You will
be notified:when an alternative has been approved for this
project. If you have any additional comments or questions you can
contact the project engineer, Mr. Lorenzo Bryant, at (301) 333-
1191 or toll free at 1-800-548-5026.

Very truly yours,

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

n
by: éé%&y 4/7 ///
Catherine Pedora
Project Manager

LHE/CP/ih

cc: Mr. C. Robert Olsen

My telephone number is (301) 333-1191

Teletypewriter for impaired Hearing or Speech
383-7555 Baltimore Metro - 565-0451 D.C. Matro - 1-800-492-5062 Statewide Toll Free
707 North Calvert y-29 re, Maryland 21203-0717
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Contract No. H 873-101-470
PDMS No. 122040
UsS 1/MD23 -~ Hickory Bypass
LOCATION/DESIGN PUBLIC HEARING
Thursday, December 1, 1988 at 7:30 p.m.

NAME

PLEASE \popess_ff0d (AU ciee

CITYI'TOWIN_.é/C/— ,4/1, sTATEZZ2 2iP CODESRLCL
X We wish to comment or inquire about the toliowing aspects-of this project:
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Z},Please add my/our name(s) to the Mailing List.*

[ Please delete my/our name(s) from the Maillng List.

*Pgrsons who have recelved a copy of thls brochure through the maii are already
on the project Mailing List. V 30
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Richard H. Trainor

S H A Malylandﬂepartmentaﬂianspartaﬂan e o
Ny, State Highway Administration Administrator

March 14, 1989

Re: Contract No. H 873-101-471 N
US 1/MD 23 - Hickory Bypass
PDMS No. 122040

Mr. and Mrs. Frederick Kimball
1606 Cass Drive
Bel Air, Maryland 21014

Dear Mr. and Mrs. Kimball:

Thank you for your comments regarding the US 1/MD 23
Extended (Hickory Bypass) study that was the subject of the
December 1st public hearing.

Our traffic projections indicate that Alternate 2 would
relieve increasing traffic congestion along Route 543 in the
project area more efficiently than Alternate 3. We are consider-
ing modifications to improve traffic service associated with
‘ Alternate 3 and to reduce impacts associated with Alternate 2.

Thank you again for sharing your comments with us. Your names
have been placed on the mailing list so that you will be notified
when an alternative has been approved for this project. If you
have any additional comments or questions you can contact the

project engineer, Mr. Lorenzo Bryant, at (301) 333-1191 or toll
free at 1-800-548-5026.

Very truly yours,
Louis H. Ege, Jr.

Deputy Director
Project Development Diyision

by: {fIFJQ%bKZ
Catherine Pecora
Project Manager
LHE/CP/ih
cc: Mr. C. Robert Olsen
My telephone number is (301) 333-1191

Teletypewriter for impaired Hearing or Speech
383-7555 Baitimore Metro - 565- v-31 letro - 1-800-492-5062 Statewide Toll Free
707 North Calvert nore, Maryland 21203-0717
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Contract No. H 873-101-470
PDMS No. 122040
US 1/MD23 - Hickory Bypass
LOCATION/DESIGN PUBLIC HEARING
Thursday, December 1, 1988 at 7:30 p.m.

NAME Artie B. Rhodes DATE _Dec 20.71988

PLEASE 1016 Southern Drive
PRINT ADDRESS

CITY/TOWN__ Bel Air STATE 14, ZIP CODE_21014

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

We feel modifying Alternate 1 by using Bynum Option 4 Alternate 3 to

connect to present Conowingo Rd should be used. Traffic exiting into

Conowingo Rd could be controlled by a traffic light which nrobably would

only have to be used to serve eveninc commuters -balance of dav being on

blinker control. If this is rejecte?, we feel Alternate 3 is the only ‘

acceptable choice. This would solve the traffic nroblem, be the most

ecoiomical and have least impact on pronerty. We feel Alternate 2 should

definitely be disregarded. It would create a very dangerous traffic

condition being so near C. Milton Wright School. Option 2 should never

be considered. The increased traffic on 543, Leeswood R4 and the high

school would create a deplorable traffic condition and be dangerous to

children walking to school and also to traffic entering and exiting
the school as well as Leeswood Road. e feel the extra traffic that will

be generated by the 95/543 interchange, alternate plan 2 is accepted plus

all the new developments using 543 will create an intolerable situation.

We strongly recomment mcdifying Alternate 1 by using Bynum OQOption 4

or possibly Bynum Option 5 into present Conowing Rd would suffice and

O;/&,o@/( gg/,

(] Please add my/our name(s) to the Mailing List.* %«% < )é%‘, oo .

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

save millions of dollars.

*Parsons who have received a copy of this brochure through the mail are aiready
on the project Mailing List. . '
V-32
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Richard H. Tfainor

Maryland Department of Transportation Socroer
1 ‘ni ; al Kassoff
State nghway A.dmlnlstratlon Administrator

March 14, 1989

Re: Contract No. H 873-101-471 N
US 1/MD 23 - Hickory Bypass
PDMS No. 122040

Mr. Artie B. Rhodes
1016 Southern Drive
Bel Air, Maryland 21014

Dear Mr. Rhodes

Thank you for your.December 20, 1988 comments regarding the

US 1/MD 23 Extended (Hickory Bypass) study that was the subject of
the December 1lst public hearing.

I acknowledge your prefernce for the No-Build Alternate;
however, since this alternate would result in increased congestion
and accidents as traffic volumes increase, we do not consider it a
desirable alternative.

The Bynum Option 4 connection was developed as an alternative
access route (other than Granary Road) into the Bynum area. Since
full controls of access would be required at the proposed U.S.
1/U.S. 1 Relocated intersection, a new connection to Conowingo

Road at this location would not be compatible.

I can appreciate your concerns regarding the additional
impacts associated with Alternate 2 that result from the proposed
extension of Route 23. Alternate 3 would be preferable from that
respect; however, it does not provide the east-west roadway
improvement that will most safely handle projected traffic
volumes. As a follow-up to the hearing, we are studying modifi-
cations to Alternate 3 that will provide safer traffic service,

and to Alternate 2 that would reduce the impacts of this alter-
nate.

My telephone number is {301) 333-1191

Teletypewriter tfor Impalred Hearing or Speech
383-7555 Baitimore Metro - 565-04<* N~ Matrg - 1-800-492-5062 Statewide Toll Free
707 North Calvert V-33 e, Maryland 21203-0717



Mr. Artie B. Rhodes
Page Two

Thank you for sharing your comments with us. You will be
notified when an alternative has been approved for this
project. 1If you have any additional comments or questions you can
contact me or the project engineer, Mr. Lorenzo Bryant at (301)
333-1191 or toll free at 1-800-548-5026.

Very truly yours,

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

Catherine Pecora
Project Manager

LHE/CP/ih

cc: Mr. C. Robert Olsen

V-34
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Contract No. H 873-101-470
PDMS No. 122040
. . US 1/MD23 - Hickory Bypass
LOCATION/DESIGN PUBLIC HEARING
Thursday, December 1, 1988 at 7:30 p.m.

NAME olyndame s Chrll v DATE //ﬁi/X*?
PLEASE ,onpess /0/0 Leeswood KA

PRINT
cirvitown_Le / Air sTaTE__MD ZIP CODE_=(0 /L

I/We wish to comment or inquire about the following aspects of this project:
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3 Please add my/our name(s) to the Mailing List.*

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

*Parsons who have received a copy of this brochure through the mail are already
on the project Mailing List.
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Richard H. Trainor

: S H"A S Maryland Department of ransportation ot
4 State Highway Administration Administrator

March 14, 1989

Re: Contract No. H 873-101-471 N
US 1/MD 23 - Hickory Bypass
PDMS No. 122040

Mr. and Mrs. James Chrismer
1010 Leeswood Road
Bel Air, Maryland 21014

Dear Mr. and Mrs. Chrismer:

Thank you for your January 4th comments regarding the US 1/MD
23 Extended (Hickory Bypass) study that was the subject of the
December l1lst public hearing.

I can appreciate your concerns regarding the additional
impacts associated with Alternate 2 that would result from the
proposed extension of Route 23. Alternate 3 would be preferable
from that respect; however, it does not provide the east-west
roadway improvement that will most safely handle projected
traffic volumes. We are considering modifications to improve
traffic service associated with Alternate 3 and to reduce impacts
associated with Alternate 2.

The improvements which you have requested may provide safer
traffic flow and will be further analyzed by our district office.
These, however, are interim improvements. The improvements which
we have proposed are necessary to provide long term traffic
safety since the existing roadways in Hickory will not handle
projected traffic volumes efficiently nor safely.

My telephone number is (301) 333-1191

Teletypewriter for lmpalred Hearing or Speech
383-~7555 Baitimore Metro - 565-0°~" T * nro - 1-800-492-5062 Statewide Toll Free
707 North Calvert V-36 ore, Maryland 21203-0717
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Mr. and Mrs. James Chrismer
Page Two

Thank you for sharing your comments with us. You will be
notified when an alternative has been approved for this
project. If you have any additional c¢omments or questions you
can contact me or the project engineer, Mr. Lorenzo Bryant, at
{301) 333-1191 or toll free at 1-800-548-5026.

Very truly yours,
Louis H. Ege, Jr.

Deputy Director
Project Development Division

by: /. 7 4 i
Catherine PecorXa
Project Manager

LHE/CP/ih

cc: Mr. C. Robert Olsen

v-37
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NAME ?/C’///‘?fp W’f/;’»e/l/zf( DATE /'/‘ﬂ?-?‘c%j
PLEASE \popess_/A/4 LAKoL RoaD
CITYITOWN SDEEST H/LL state 72 zIP cope. /039

I/We wish to comment or inquire about the foilowing aspects -of this project:
Z FWoR _UTENATE X, BInam doriv's 4 Aud §, NorTHE
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=] Please add my/our name(s) to the Mailing List.*

{1 Please delete my/our namel(s) from the Mailing List.

*Persons who have received a copy of this brochure through the mall are already
on the project Mailing List. V-38
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Richard H. Trainor

4

S H A Malylandﬂepamnent0f7ianspanatmn o
| A State Highway Administration Administrator

March 16, 1989

Re: Contract No. H 873-101-471 N
US 1/MD 23 - Hickory Bypass
PDMS No. 122040

Mr. Richard W. Garner
1414 Kahoe Road
Forest Hill, MD 21050

Dear Mr. Garner:

Thank you for your November 22, 1988 comments and questions
regarding the US 1/MD 23 Extended (Hickory Bypass) study that was
presented at the December 1st public hearing.

In answer to your first question, Bynum Road will be closed
at US 1 Bus. {(Conowingo Road). A cul-de-sac (turnaround area)
would be built at this location; however, the remainder of the

. roadway between the cul-de-sac and the existing MD 23 connection
: would remain as it exists today.

In answer to your second question, Bynum Option 4 would
. provide an alternative route for traffic to the Bynum area other
than existing Route 1. With this option, access to Bynum Road
from northbound US 1 Relocated would be made by turning left at

the US 1 Relocated/Bynum Option 4 intersection. A separate left
turn lane would be provided.

Thank you again for sharing your comments with us. Your name
has been placed on the mailing list so that you will be notified
when an alternative has been approved for this project. If you
have any additional comments or questions you can contact me or

the project engineer, Mr. Lorenzo Bryant, at (301) 333-1191 or
toll free at 1-800-548-5026.

Very truly yours,

Louis H. Ege, Jr.
Deputy Director
Project Development D1v151on

by: 77Cj;9a7 fjéézzzz;////

Catherlne Pecora
Project Manager

LHE/CP/ih
' cc: Mr. C. Robert Olsen

My telephone number is (301) 333-1191

Teletypewriter for impaired Hearing or Speech
383-7555 Baltimore Metro - 565-0. V-39 tro - 1-800-492-5062 Statewlde Toll Free
707 North Caivert = sre, Maryland 21203-0717
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JOHN R. CICERO

) ATTORNEY AT LAW

920 EROVIDENCE ROAD, SUITE 306 - TOWSON, MARYLAND 21204
301-828-8282

December 6, 1988

Maryland Department of Transportation
State Highway Administration

P.0. Box 717

Baltimore, Maryland 21203

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

RE: Bynum Ridge Associates, owners of the
Greater Harford Industrial Center,
Comments to H 873-101-470 PDMS No. 122040
U.S. Route 1/Maryland Route 23 Hickory Bypass

Dear Mr. Pedersen:
This is with further reference to the above captioned contract.

On April 21, 1987 you wrote me acknowledging receipt of the
preliminary site development plan of the Greater Harford Industrial
Center and requested that we keep you advised of changes as they
occurred to the development, especially those pertaining to the
Bynum area.

Since my last letter to you dated April 2, 1987, Bynum Ridge
Associates, owners anddevelopers of the project, have completed the
installation of sewer and water lines, asphalt paving and concrete
curbs to the road net inside their Center, specifically Robin Circle
and Granary Road. A Certificate of Completion was signed by Harford
County inspectors on November 15 and final inspection has been
scheduled for December 8, 1988. 1In addition, the storm water
management facilities required by the State and County environmental
protection people have also been completed and approved. We have
also recently completed construction of a 35,000 square foot building
on Lot #3 known as 343 Granary Road. We are hopeful that one of our
expanding tenants, with whom we are presently negotiating, will shortly
occupy this entire building.

At present there are some 250-300 people employed in this Center
with more to come.
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December 6, 1988

Maryland Department of Transportation
State Highway Administration
Attn,: Mr. Neil J. Pederson

RE: Contract H 873-101-470 PDMS No. 122040
U.S. Route 1/Maryland Route 23 Hickory Bypass Page 2

On December 1, 1988, I appeared at the C. Milton Wright
High School Public Hearing on the Combined Location/Design
U.S. Route 1/MD Route 23 Extended Hickory Bypass Project.
I informally made known prior to the meeting our concerns
involving Bynum Option 5 to Ms. Catherine Pecora and
Mr. Chris Larson. The purpose of this letter is to formalize
the problem as we see it caused by the deletion of a part of
the curve of Route 23 around the northeast boundaries of our
property and the extension of 23 thereat to a T-type inter-
section at MD, Rte. 23 Ext.

Bynum Option 5 will deny Bynum Ridge Associates the most
valuable frontage along the curve at Route 23 as it presently
exists and will further deny the high visibility which the
present configuration affords. This will cause a diminution
in the value of these road frontage parcels.

We were unable to determine at the hearing from your maps
or from your people what the size and depth of the triangle
to be formed by the T intersection will be, whether the State
of Maryland owns it and whether there is any present plan to
develop this triangle or even if it is susceptible of being
developed. We, therefore, request that you as soon as
practicable furnish us with the above details concerning the
triangle in question. :

We stand ready, willing and able to cooperate with your
agency to see if our concerns can be favorably resolved for
all interested parties. Your cooperation as always is
appreciated.

Very truly yours,

—

@—fﬂ/ (A

JRC/ds Jefin R. Cicero

cc: Mr. Frank F, Favazza, Jr.
Mr. Bernard C. Ruck
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Richard H. Tr‘ainor

. Maryland Department of Transportation :’:“'(a’:so .
State Highway Administration Administrator .

December 22, 1988

Mr. John R. Cicero, Attorney at Law
920 Providence Road, Suite 306
Towson, Maryland 21204

Dear Mr. Cicero:

Thank you for your December 6th letter concerning the
proposed Bynum Option 5 of the US 1/MD 23 (Hickory Bypass) study
that was presented at the December 1lst public hearing.

Both Bynum Options 4 and 5 were developed to provide alter-
native routes for traffic other than existing US 1, between the
proposed US 1 relocation and MD 23 extension. The deletion of
the existing curve in MD 23, as proposed under both options, is
expected to reduce the speed of vehicles traveling into the Bynum
area and thereby improve safety. .

The existing triangular parcel fronting MD 23 is approxi-
mately 1.82 acres. It would be reduced to .65 acre with Bynum
Option 5. The land is zoned commercial and is privately owned.
Access controls do not exist on this existing portion of MD 23 and
would not exist on the proposed connection. To date, we are not
aware of any plans to develop this parcel since no requests for
access or building permits have been forwarded to, or approved by,
Harford County or the State Highway Administration.

It is unfortunate that road relocations which generally
improve safety will often reduce access. While this could have an
effect on your business, there is no direct impact that we could
estimate. Therefore, an estimate of this effect would be specula-
tive and we could not provide compensation on that basis. I
understand your concern regarding the deletion of this roadway
and will consider your position when making a recommendation to
the State Highway Administrator regarding the Bynum Options.

My telephone number is (301) 333-1110

Teletypew "7 alred Hearing or Speech
383-7555 Baltimore Metro - 565-0 V=42 tro - 1-800-492-5062 Statewlde Toll Free
707 North Calvert St., Baitimore., Maryland 21203-0717
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Mr. John R. Cicero
Page Two

Please continue to forward any comments or inquiries you may
have concerning the subject property and/or any other aspect of
the Hickory Bypass study. If you would like to discuss this,
please call me or the project manager, Catherine Pecora. Ms.
Pecora's telephone number is (301) 333-1191.

Very truly yours,
Neil J. Pedersen, Director

Office of Planning and
Preliminary Engineering

NJP/ih

cc: Mr. C. Robert Olsen
Mr. Robert Tresselt
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Mr. C. Robert Olsen

District Engineer - District #4
State Highway Administration
2323 West Joppa Road
Brooklandville, MD 21022

Dear Mr. Olsen:

We, the officers and members of the Board of Directors of the Leeswood
Community Association, are writing to you concerning the proposals under
consideration for extension and changes for U.S. Route 1/Maryland Route 23 Extended
Hickory Bypass. We represent the 77 families living in the Leeswood subdivision.

A number of our members and residents attended the public hearing on December
1, 1988 and have studied carefully the various proposals.

It is our position that Alternate 3 is the only acceptable choice, if your
administration dismisses Alternate 1. Our reasons for this position are:

(1) This alternate solves the traffic- problems caused by the
termination of Route 1/Maryland 23 bypass at business Route 1.

(2) This alternate has tae least impact on the number. of
residences, commercial, industrial, and agricultural properties
affected.

(3) This alternate will minimize the cost of total construction to
both state and federal taxpayers, as your graph on page 15 of
the booklet clearly indicates.

We find that Alternate 2 is totally unacceptable for the following reasons:

(1) It will create very hazardous traffic conditions for residents
of Leeswoods and for students and faculty connected with C.
Milton Wright High School.

(2) It will have a greater impact on many more families and
agricultural area.

(3) It will be much more costly to all taxpayers.

We are vehemently opposed to Alternate 2, Option 1, because:
(1) This option will create a very dangerous situation for children

walking to and from C. Milton Wright High School, from
Leeswoods and surrounding developments.
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Mr. C. Robert Olsen
December 14, 1988
Page Two

(2) This option will have a much greater environmental impact by
the cutting of trees, destruction of small wildlife, and plant
material and the destruction of a natural barrier and area of
beauty which was one of the primary reasons that induced us to
build our homes here.

We have already experienced and witnessed accidents at the intersection of
Leeswood Road and MD Route 543. The greatly increased traffic flow and the speed
of vehicles, combined with a large number of young inexperienced drivers entering
and exiting C. Milton Wright will inevitably create a dangerous situation.

We understand and appreciate the difficult decisions which you and your staff
are being forced to make. We urge you to give our stated positions careful
consideration in your deliberations. We need a realistic long-range plan to try to
preserve as much of the rural atmosphere remaining as possible, while responding to
the traffic needs of the county. We believe that Alternate 3 accomplishes this
goal.

Very truly yours,

ko AT A ' A Zﬁ[% 6‘\%;&)1/
b R iaesle

Helen Abbruscato : ’ Charlotte B. Harlan.
President

ML it

S. Michael Everett
Vice President

D RN N, 2
._,./,.,, L /} 4'/f{ é—&-.-;--———‘\'\/\- o’ m z M E:

Eugene Szarowicz, Jr. Debbie Everett

Board of Directors

Secretary

ﬁ‘? .Ej R @'n . /E.
Millie Beck
Treasurer

cc Senator Catherine I. Riley
Delegate William H. Cox, Jr.
Delegate Barbara Kreamer
Delegate Eileen Rehrmann

T .

-~ P ’ s 7
PN //(}l /ol /'.)"‘é-wcm
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Richard H. Trainor

Maryland Department of Transportation e
State H/.ghway Adml'n/'stl’atl'on Administrator

& -JAN 03 1983

Leeswood Community Association

c/o Ms. Charlotte B. Harlan, President
905 Leeswood Road

Bel Air, MD 21014

Dear Ms. Harlan:

Thank you for your December 14th letter to Mr. Robert Olsen
regarding the U.S. Route 1/MD. Route 23 Extended (Hickory Bypass)
study. Since this project is in the project planning phase, Mr.
Olsen has asked me to answer this letter on his behalf.

I can appreciate your concerns regarding the additional
impacts and costs associated with Alternate 2 that result from
the proposed extension of Route 23. Alternate 3 would be
preferable from that respect; however, it does not provide the
improved east-west travel that will most safely handle projected
- traffic volumes. As a follow-up to the hearing, we are studying
improvements to Alternate 3 that will provide safer traffic
service, as well as studying modifications to Alternate 2 that
would reduce the impacts of this alternate. '

We will be evaluating these studies in light of your
comments. Thank you for your input. Your names have been placed
on the mailing list so that you will be notified when an
alternative has been approved for this project. If you have any
additional comments or guestions you can call the Project:
Manager, Ms. Catherine Pecora, at (301)333-1191 or toll free at
1-800-548-5026. :

Very truly yours,
Neil J. Pedersen

Office of Planning and
Preliminary Engineering

NJP:kn

cc: Senator Catherine I. Riley
Delegate William H. Cox
Delegate Barbara Kreamer
Delegate Eileen Rehrmann

My telephone number is (301) 333-1110

Teletypewriter for impalred Hearing or Speech
383-7555 Baitimore Metro - 565-0451 V-46 ~ 1-800-492-5062 Statewide Toll Free
707 North Calvert St Maryiand 21203-0717
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Fountain Green Community Association, Inc

BEL AIR. MARYLAND 21014

November 28, 1988

Mr. Neil J. Pedersen, Director

Office of Planning and Preliminaty Engineering
State Highway Administration

P. 0. Box 717

Baltimore, Maryland 21203-0717

Re: Speaker's List: Public Hearing
12/1/88 MD 23

Dear Mr. Pedersen:

I write you at this time for the dual purpose of requesting
my name be placed on the list of speakers as well as memorializing
the position of the community I represent on the issue of MD 23
to 543 extension.

As President of this organization, I represent the communi-
ties of 650 - 700 homes known as Fountain Green Heights, Greenridge
I, and Greenridge II (Prindle and Redfield).

' ' We, as a community, strongly and urgently oppose the specific
aspect of the plan which provides for''the extension of MD 23 from
~west of US 1 to MD 543."

We intend to fight the approval and construction of this
extension for the following reasons:

1. Most importantly, there simply is no real and present need
for the extension. The traffic does not demand it. It 1is
simply an artificial, planning idea for some abstractly-con-
ceived convenience. The current reality is - it will hurt
the Fountain Green area.

2. With the nearly completed I95 interchange on 543, it may serve
to make 543 into a Bel Air beltway thereby severely and inalter-
ably inpacting the residential-agricultural character of Rt. 543.

3. It will increase the traffic-related noise, air pollution and
trash along the corridor thus extending unchecked urban sprawl.

4. Rt. 543 (even with the slated changes) cannot handle the in-
creased traffic with safety. The road simply is not capable
to serve this purpose and will not be so for years, moreover,
we as a community, intend over the years to secure the basic,

o RECEIVED
NOV 29 1988

BLios., o
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residential character of 543 (except for the current con-
venience stores at a few major intersections - 22, 136, 1).

5. For all of the above reasons, planning or constructing it
at this time is a waste of taxpayer's money when viewed from
the perspective of the many, current and pressing road problems
which are crying out for attention.

Please include the above comments in the "Public Hearing
Transcript" and place my name in line to speak at the hearing on
these issues so vital to the future of our community.

Very truly your

- Lf,//&'/ N L

- James R. O'Brien, President
1610 Cass Drive :
Bel Air, Maryland 21014
Phone: (301) 879-7521

I

~.
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Richard H. Trainor

A Maryiand Department of Transportation e ot
) State Highway Administration Administrator

January 5, 1989

Mr. James R. O'Brien, President

Fountain Green Communlty Association., Inc.
1610 Cass Drive

Bel Air, Maryland 21014

Dear Mr. O'Brien:

Thank you for your comments regarding the US 1/MD 23
Extended (Hickory Bypass) study that was the subject of the
=7 December 1lst public hearing.

A principal function of the State Highway Administration is
to plan for highway facilities that meet the long term needs of
the state and counties. The extension of MD 23 would improve
travel in Harford County. Consideration of social, economic, and
environmental impacts is a vital element of the project process.

In your recent letter, you noted problems associated with
extending MD 23. As a follow-up to the hearing, we are studying
the feasibility of modifying our proposal to minimize impacts.

: One of the modifications being considered is a reduced typical

. roadway section east of the proposed US 1 relocation. We also
continue to seriously consider the alternate which would not
extend MD 23 east of US 1 Relocated to be a viable alternate.

Thank you for sharing YOur comments with us. Your name has
been placed on the mailing list to receive project status
information. Please let me know if you have any additional
comments or questions, or feel free to contact the project
manager, Catherine Pecora at (301) 333-1191.

Very truly yours,
Neil J. Pedersen, Director

Office of Planning and
Preliminary Engineering

NJP/ih
cc: Mr. C. Robert Olsen
Mr. William G. Carroll

Mr. Philip Earles
Ms. Cynthia D. Simpson

My telephdne number is (301)

Teletypewritar tnr Impaired Hearing or Speech
383-7555 Baltlmore Metro - 565-04 V-49 ro - 1-800-492-5062 Statewide Toli Free
707 North Calvert S., _ . re, Maryland 21203-0717
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Richard H. Trainor
‘ Maryland Department of Transportation Z’:;’:a';so .
é State Highway Administration Administrator
January 5, 1989 , .
/

Mr. and Mrs. Hayes Gardiner
1201 Conowingo Road
Bel Air, MD 21014

Dear Mr. and Mrs. Gardiner:

Thank you for your November 20th letter exXpressing your
concerns about the impact of the proposed Hickory Bypass project
to your property.

_ Throughout the course of this study we have investigated a
number of alternatives to avoid or reduce impacts to your
property. Over the next few months, we will be re-evaluating

. these proposals in light of your comments. We appreciate the
'significance . of "the Vineyards" and will attempt to meet the
needs of the project with the least possible impact to your
property.

Thank you again for expressing your feelings to us. If you
wish to discuss this with Ms. Pecora she can be reached at (301)
333-1191, or toll-free at 1-800-548-5026.

Very truly yours,

Wg P odparu
Neil J. Pedersen, Director

Office of Planning and
Preliminary Engineering

NJP/ih

cc: Senator Catherine Riley
Senator William Amoss
Mr. John W. Schafer
Mr. Habern Freeman, Jr.
Mr. Rodney Little
Mr. Christopher Weeks
Ms. Catherine Pecora
Ms. Cynthia Simpson

My telephone number is (301)

Teletypewri*~=- 4~- '==~afrgd. Hearing or Speech
383-7555 Baltimore Metro - 565-04 V-53 o - 1-800-492-5062 Statewide Toll Free
: 707 North Calvert .., __. ... _re, Maryland 21203-0717
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HARFORD COUNTY GOVERNMENT
DEPARTMENT OF PLANNING AND ZONING

April 26, 1989 RECEIV-ED

. MAY 16 1989

Mr. Hal Kassoff, Administrator

State Highway Administration DIRECTOR, OFFICE OF

707 North Calvert Street PLANNING & PRELIMIKARY ENGINEERING

Baltimore, MD 21203~0717

RE: CONTRACT NO. H 873-101-470 N
US 1/MD 23 - HICKORY BYPASS
PDMS NO. 122040

Dear Mr. Kassoff:

For several years, Harford County and the Town of Bel Air
have recognized the need for the Hickory Bypass and the need for
east/west traffic flow north of Bel Air. Land use and zoning
decisions for more than a decade have centered around the future
construction of the Hickory Bypass and the extension of Maryland
23. Therefore, we do not support the Value Engineering Team
recommendation not to construct the extension of Maryland 23.

We reiterate our comments which are outlined in our January
12, 1989 letter to Mr. Neil Pedersen and our September 18, 1987
letter to Ms. Catherine Pecora in which Harford County supports
the extension of Maryland 23. Harford,; County will retain the
portion of Maryland 23 from US 1 relocated to Maryland 543
(Alternate 2) in our Major Road Plan.

We support your Office of Planning and Preliminary
Engineering’s recommendation of Alternate 3 as the preferred
option. Hopefully, you will proceed with the timely construction
of Alternate 3, which includes Maryland 23.extended.

céunty Executive

HF:JAS/1lms

CC: William G. Carroll, Director of Planning
Stoney Fraley, P&Z ’
PR Jim Smedley, P&Z
e Tom Smith, DPW
Jerry Wheeler, DPW
ORI NP Philip J. Raub, Town of Bel Air
b William N. McFaul, Town of Bel Air

220 SOUTH MAIN STREET / BEL AIR. MARYLAND 21014-3865
(301)838  Y_-54 ~ (301) 879-2000
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June 2, 1389 FERNG

The Honorable Habern Freeman
Harford County Executive

Harford County Government Building
220 South Main Street

Bel Air, Maryland 21014-3865

Dear County Executive Freeman:

Thank you for your April 26th letter supporting the project planning team’s
recommendation for Alternate 3 for the US 1/MD 23 Hickory Bypass study and your
support for retaining MD 23 Extended between US 1 Relocated and MD 543 on the
Harford County Major Road Plan. We also note your support of retaining MD 23
Extended west of US 1 Relocated as part of the selected alternate.

We expect to reach our conclusions regarding a selected alternate within the
next several weeks. We will certainly take your position into account.

o Lo .
Meanwhile, if you or your staff have any additional comments regarding the
Hickory bypass project, please feel free to contact me or Neil Pedersen. Neil can be
reached at 333-1110. :

Sincerely,
ORIGINAL SIGNED 8Y:
HAL KASSOFF

Hal Kassoff
Administrator

HK/t

cc:  Harford County Senators (w/incoming)
Harford County Delegates (w/incoming)
Mr. Neil J. Pedersen ’
Mr. Robert Qlsen

bee:  Mr. Louis H. Ege, Jr.

Prepared by Neil Pedersen
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MARYLAND NEVE) 2oV . Wiliam Donald Schacler
HISTORICAL ML Govemor
.ilq-lf.'jl.llllil.liilllw.\“\'\ , o ’ Jacqueline H. Rogers

=S By I F a3 ik Secretary, DHCD

May 3, 1988

Envirormental Management

Maryland Department of Transportation
State Highway Administration

P. 0. Box 717

707 North Calvert Street

Baltimore, Maryland 212030-0717

RE: Contract No. H 873-101-470°
U.S. Route 1 Relocated
(Hickory) from U.S. Route 1
(Business) and Maryland
Route 543
PIMS No. 122040

Dear Ms. Simpson:

Thank you for your letter of February 10, 1988 concerning the subject project,
ard the corrected copy supplied by Rita Suffness in March. Our office concurs with
the following determinations of effect (excepting those with asterisks):

Alt 3 Alt 2 (01) Alt 2 (02)
Bussey Stone House - 3 NE NE NE
Grafton-Klein House - 6 QRE CNAE " CNAE
Southhampton (HA 1092) - 10 NE NE NE
Vineyard (HA 417-20) - 11 NE ADV* ADV*
Kahoe House (HA 1537) - 12 - NE NE NE
St. Ignatuis Church (HA 41) - 13 NE NE NE
Preston's Choice - 14 NE NE NE

In the opinion of our office, Alternate 2 Option 1 would have severe adverse effects
on the Vineyard property, while Alternate 2 Ooption 2 would have adverse effects

capable of mitigation.

Department of Housing Jund Community Development
Shaw House, 21 State Circle, Annapolis, Maryland 21401 (301) 9744450, 757-9000 -
Temporary Address: Amold Village Professional Center, 1517 Ritchie Highway, Amoald, Maryland 21012
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Ms. Cynthia Simpson, Chief
May 3, 1988
Page 2

We thank you for your continued cooperation. If you have any questions, please
contact Dr. Al Inckenbach at 757-9000.

Sincerely,

Y i

J. Rodney Little
Director
State Historic Preservation Officer

JRL/AHL/mmc
cc: Mr. Paul Wettlaufer
Ms. Rita Suffness
Ms. Sallie Van Rensselaer

Mr Charles Montgamery
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Council On
Historic
Preservation

The Old Post Office Building
1100 Pennsylvania Avenue, NW, #809
Washington, DC 20004

MAY 18 989

Mr. A.P. Barrows

Division Administrator

Federal Highway Administration
The Rotunda

Suite 220

711 West 40th Street
Baltimore, MD 21211-2187

REF: Relocation of U.S. 1/Rt. 23 Extended
Hickory Bypass, Harford County, Maryland

Dear Mr. Barrows:

The Council has received your determination that the referenced
project would have no adverse effect upon the Grafton-Klein
House, a property eligible for inclusion in the National

'Register of Historic Places. Based upon the material which

accompanied your determination, including the conditional
concurrence of the Maryland State Historic Preservation Officer,
we see no reason to raise an objection provided that the

landscaping plan is prepared and implemented in consultation with
the Maryland SHPO. :

If you have any questions, please contact Ronald D. Anzalone at
(202) 786-0505, an FTS number. Thank you for your cooperation.

Eastern Office
Project Review
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#'° %, UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY
9 % REGION It

)3

4
‘, 841 Chestnut Building o
Y ,.mé"‘f Philadeiphia, Pennsylvania 19107 JUN U9 1989

Cynthia D. Simpson, Chief
Environmental Management

Project Development Division (Room 503)
State Highway Administration

707 North Calvert Street

Baltimore, Maryland 21202

Re: US 1 Relocated from U.S. 1 Business to
US 1 north of Hickory and MD 23 Extended from
US 1 to MD 543 (89-02-264)

Dear Ms. Simpson:

In accordance with the National Environmental Policy Act
(NEPA) and Section 309 of the Clean Air Act, EPA has reviewed
the Draft Air Quality Analysis for the above referenced
project. The maximum predicted carbon monoxide (CO) ambient
air quality impacts are well below the CO National Ambient Air
Quality Standards (NAAQS) for all of the alternatives. There
is no mention, however, of the use of models specifically
designed for intersections.

Since the highest CO concentrations usually occur close
to intersections, major intersections, particularly those with
poor 1levels of service, should be modeled, or sufficient
justification given as to why this is not necessary.

Thank you for including EPA in the early coordination of
this report. We apologize for the delay in our response.
Should you have any questions, or if we can be of further
assistance, please contact Larry Budney (215-597-0545) or
Denise Rigney (215-597-7336).

Sincerely,

My —
effrey M. Alper, Chief

Federal Agency Compliance Section

cc: Larry Budney; EPA
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SHA Response to EPA Ietter (6/9/89) — Air Quality
1. The air quality analysis conducted for this project is in accordance with

Federal regulations and instructions. Based on discussions with FHWA, an

intersection analysis is not needed for this project.
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DEPARTMENT OF THE ENVIRONMENT
2500 Broening Highway, Baltimore, Maryland 21224

Area Code 301 - 631- 3245

Willlam Donald Schaefer Martin W. Waish, Jr.
Governor Secretary

February 27, 1989

Ms. Cynthia D. Simpson, Chief
Environmental Management

Project Development Division

707 North Calvert Street, Room 310
Baltimore, Maryland 21202

RE: Contract No. H 873-101-470
US 1 Relocated from
US 1 Business to US 1
north of Hickory and
MD 23 Extended from US 1
to MD 543
PDMS No. 122040

Dear Ms. Simpson:

I have reviewed the air impact analysis performed for the proposed
relocation of U.S. Route | North of Hickory and MD 23 Extended from
US 1 to MD 543 and concur with its conclusions,

The proposed project is consistent with the transportation control
portion of the State Implementation Plan for the Metropo'itan Baltimore
Intrastate Air Quality Control Region. Furthermore, adherence with the
provisions of COMAR 26.11.06.03D will ensure that the impact from the
construction phase of this project will be minimal.

Thank you for the opportunity to review this analysis.

Sincerely,

i @
7 P ,{,L.fx;:\
Mario Jorquera

Program Administrator
Air Management Administration

MJ: jd
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Maryland Department of Natural Resour'&ﬁ‘i,, AR

R 53 & VY ERSA IO &
Water Resources Administration '
Tawes State Office Building , J:}H C) e
Annapolis, Maryland 21401 J 1R ¢y
Telephone: _(301) 974-2265
William Donald Schaefer Torrey C. Brown, M.D.
Governor . Secretary

Catherine P. Stevenson
Director

January 23, 1989

Mr. Louis H. Ege, Jr.

Deputy Director

Project Development Division
State Highway Administration
707 North Calvert Street
Baltimore, MD 21202

Re: WRA File No. 88-PP-0136
SHA No. H-873-101-470
Evaluation for US Route 1
MD Route 23 Extended
Hickory Bypass - US 1 Business to
US 1 North of Hickory

’ Dear Mr. Ege:

Your submission of the Environmental Assessment and section 4(f) evaluation for the
above referenced project has received the necessary review. From our review we have compiled
the following list of comments:

1. There is a discrepancy in the text as to whether or not parkland will be impacted.
Statements on pages S-3 and S-4 provide conflicting information. This issue
should be resolved.

2. The Water Resources Administration prefers alternate 3 since it will require fewer
stream crossings and wetland aquatic resource impacts that would constitute
cumulative impacts to the Bynum Run watershed.

3. Page S-6: The project will impact riparian habitats of interior dwelling woodland
bird species within a registered Maryland Ornithological Society (MOS) bird
sanctuary in Harford County.

4. The EA 4(f) document has no surface water quality information data and does not
describe the physical/chemical characteristics of the aquatic resources of each
stream crossing to be impacted by the proposed build alternate.

DNR TTY for Deaf: 301-974-3683
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Mr. Louis H. Ege, Jr.
January 23, 1989
Page Two

5. Page IV-5: Soil boring analysis should be conducted and reviewed before pre-
permxt coordination to determine if on-site infiltration stormwater management
practices are feasible.

6. Page IV-6: Further studies should be conducted to decrease the impacts to the
irreplaceable mature forested wetland. These wetlands are vital to coldwater
fxshery management. They stabilize water quality functions and hydrologlcal
interactions of stream flow dynamics and they provide excellent aquatic resources
habitats.

7. Page IV-6: Reference is made to impacts to 4 acres of young maple and sweet
gum woodlands that are between 5 and 10 -years old. Are these woodlands within
a wetland?

8. Page IV-6: This pro,uect will adversely 1mpact many species of terrestrial wildlife
mcludmg forest interior dwelling bird species (see page VI-5 and VI-6). Since this
project may impact approxnmately 40 acres of species specific niches within the
Bynum Run watershed, we question the MDSHA statement. The subject project
would not have a srgm&eant adverse nmpact to the study area aquatic and
terrestrial ecosystems.

9, Page IV-7 and 8: What are the functional values of the various wetlands proposed
to be impacted and what methodology and criteria were considered to assign the
low, medium and high value determinations on these wetlands (see table 5).

10. Page IV-10: The discussion of loss of finfish and aquatic habitat is grossly
inadequate. The specific impacts to each stream/aquatic habitat should be
included. We are not aware of any "special coordination" conducted by SHA, DNR
and USFWS to minimize impacts to aquatic life from the construction of this
roadway.

11. Appendices IV: The appendix contains no finfish species list (see page V-19).
The appendices should include detailed tables of flora and fauna impacted by this
project including macroinvertebrates, amphibians, reptiles and mammals of the
study area.

12. As required by Natural Resources Article, Section 5-103, any trees deforested on
State-owned land must be replaced by a minimum 1:1 acre/ratio basis and the plan
must be approved by DNR.

If you have any questions or comments, please do not hesitate to contact me at (301)
974-2265.

Very truly yours,

Mechot U sl

Michele A. Huffman
Project Engineer
Waterway Permits Division

MAH:das
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SHA Response to MD DNR Ietter (1/23/89)

This property is owned by the State Highway Administration and is leased

to Harford County. It is not considered a 4(f) resoure.

The State Highway Administration selected Alternate 3 because it serves
comunity traffic needs and avoids the NRE historic property, the

Vineyards, as well as decreases impacts to streams and forested wetlands.

Inpacts to riparian habitats is acknowledged in the EA. p IV-6. This
administration contacted Ms. Michele Huffman of Water Resources
Administration (DNR) and the Maryland Ornithological Society (MOS) which
did not result in any documentation or clear identification on the
alleged sanctuary. Contact with MOS revealed that the Society is
operative from a private residence with designated areas privately owned

and monitored by residents. No regulations or policies were available.

All existing information has been gathered and presented in this

document.
Soil boring analysis will be conducted, as is the current practice, prior
to pre-permit coordination reviewed to determine if on-site infiltration

stormwater management practices are feasible during design studies.

As part of the permit process, aligrments will be refined during design

to decrease further wetland impacts if possible.
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11.

12.

Tz

The 4 acres of yourng red maple and sweet gum referred to on p IV-6 are
not in a wetland. The soils show neither evidence of mottling or

gleying, nor is this area in a floodplain.

Alternate 3 would require 19 acres of woodland from an area which
consists of approximately 295 or more acres of woodland. In relationship

to the overall acreage, we do no consider this a substantial impact.

The functional values of the wetlands are described on p. III-25 where
the characteristics of each wetland are detailed. The Relative Wetland
Quality Based on Wetland Functions Checklist developed and adapted by SHA
was used to rank the wetland values as low, medium, or high. See page

ITI1-25.

We regret the error indicating that "special coordination"™ had been
conducted with the DNR Tidewater Administration Fisheries Division and
The US Fish and Wildlife Service. Standard coordination has been
undertaken to identify aquatic species and threatened or endangered

species.
Please reference the letter dated July 11, 1986 from the Depart:ment of

Natural Resources, Tidewater Administration which provides a species list

of the Bynum River area.

Coordination will be undertaken with the Department of Natural Resources

during the design phases.
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TORREY C. BROWN, M.D.
SECRETARY

RE: Contract No. H 873-191
Dear Ms. Simpson: .

Bynum Run was Surveyed as part of
Survey of the Bush River Basin,

July 1985. ;rpe attached species
that studJdERaeins,

the Cold water Fisheries
Federal Aid Project F-36-R,

list was developed during
tion and water quality in

Sincerely,

/2ﬁgiumfrg?ﬁ24}24él

Larry .Lubbers
Environmental Review
LL:kcj
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JOHN R. GRIFFIN
DEPUTY SECRETARY
STATE OF MARYLAND
DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES
TIDEWATER ADMINISTRATION
TAWES STATE OFFICE BUILDING —
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Ms. Cynthia D. Simpson, Chief - i
Environmental Management == -
- State Highway Administration
P.O. Box 717
707 North Calvert Street
Baltimore, Maryalnd 21203-0717
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Table X-2. Fish Species Collected in the Bush River Basin, 1974 through.l984.

(New species collected in 1980 through 1984 study designated by *.) 0

(yprinidae _

Blacknose dace - Rhinichthys atratulus (Hermann)

Longnose dace Rhinichthys cataractae (Valenciennes)

Rosyside dace Clinostomus funduloides Girard

Cutlips minnow Exoglossum maxillingua (Lesueur)

Creek chub Semotilus atromaculatus (Mitchill)

River chub Nocomis .micropogon (Cope)

Fallfish Semotilus corporalis (Mitchill)

Common shiner - Notropis cornutus (Mitchill)

Bluntnose minnow Pimephales notatus (Rafinesque)

Satinfin shiner B Notropis analostanus (Girard)

Spottail shiner Notropis hudsonius (Clinton)

Swallowtail shiner Notropis procne (Cope)
Centrarchidae

Smallmouth bass Micropterus dolomieui Lacepede

Redbreast sunfish Lepomis auritis (Linnaeus)

Bluegill sunfish Lepomis macrochirus Rafinesque
Percidae

Tessellated darter Etheostoma olmstedi Storer

Fantail darter Etheostoma flabellare Rafinesque
Catostomidac

Northern hogsucker Hypentelium nipricans (Lesuecur)

White sucker Catostomus commersoni (Lacepede)
Ictaluridae

Margined madtom Noturus insignis (Richarson)
Cottidae

Mottled sculpi Cottus bairdi Girard
Anguillidac ’

American eel Anpguilla rostrata (Lesueur)

X-3
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DEPARTMENT OF THE ENVIRONMENT = ?’:g
2500 Broening Highway, Baitimore, Maryland 21224 . e c‘—’n

Area Code 301 - 631- 3609

Willlam Donald Schaefer

Martin W. Walsh, Ji.¢3
Governor

Secretary %

December 28, 1988

Mr. Louis H. Ege, Jr.

Deputy Director

Project Development Division
State Highway Administration
707 North Calvert Street
Baltimore, Maryland 21202

RE: Contract No. 873-101-470, US I Business to US I,
MD 23 Extended, Harford County

Dear Mr. Ege:

The above-referenced Environment Assessment has been
reviewed by the Department of the Environment (MDE). We are
providing the following comments: '

1. Impacts to the Bynum Run watershed, a Class III natural
trout stream, should be minimized to the greatest extent
possible.

2. Alternative 3 is preferred because it requires fewer
stream crossings and less wetland filling. Additionally,
alternative 3 creates less impervious surface and generates less
runoff.

3. Road crossings should be designed to convey baseflows,
retain valuable fish habitat and provide for fish passage.

4. Stormwater management facilities draining to Class III
waters must be designed to prevent thermal elevation. The use of
permanent wet ponds is discouraged. Application of dual
strategies should be investigated. Removal of pollutants from
the first 1/2" of runoff by infiltration of this runoff in upland
areas followed by use of detention ponds for volume control is
preferred.
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Mr. Louis H. Ege, Jr.
Page 2

5. The filling of wetlands must be offset with appropriate
mitigation in the form of wetland creation.

a) Emergent and scrub/shrub wetlands should be created at a
1l:1 ratio; forested wetlands should be created at a 2:1 ratio.

b) Streamside forested areas are critical to maintenance of
low temperatures in trout streams. Mitigation sites for forested
wetlands should be located in close proximity to Bynum Run and
its atffected tributaries.

€) Stream rehabilitation may be considered for mitigation
it appropriate sites or adequate acreage cannot be located.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on this
Environmental Assessment. If you have any questions concerning
these comments, please call me or Andrew Der of my staff at
(301) 631-3609.

Sincerely,

Nl

Ms. JoAnn S. Watson, Head
Standards, Regulation and Policy

Development Section .’
Division of Standards & Certification

JSW:sh

cc: Andrew Der
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SHA R nse to land De t of the Frivirorment letter (12/28/89

1. Impacts to the Bymum Run watershed will be minimized. Appropriate
permits would be obtained from the Department of Natural Resources and

the Department of the Enviromment.

2. This Administration has selected Alternate 3 which has the least amount

of impacts to the Bynum Run Watershed.

3. Methods of minimizing impacts to stream and wetlands would be determined

during the final design phase in coordination with appropriate agencies!

4. Sediment and erosion control measures and stormwater management
techniques approved by the Department of the Enviromment would be

implemented to minimize water quality impacts.

5. These elements will be incorporated as feasible as part of the mitigation
plan to be developed during the final design phase of the project. It is
the policy of the State Highway Administration to replace wetlands on a

1:1 basis.
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DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY DF'VEL(\{E:JE ,-.,

BALTIMORE DISTRICT. CORPS OF ENGINEERS YT
h o '\
P.O. BOX 1715 e

Dec 7 2 40 PH '8

EPLY TO ATTENTION OF: December 6 1 1988

Planning Division

Mr. Louis H. Ege, Jr.

Deputy Director

Project Development Division

State Highway Administration

Maryland Department of Transportation
707 North Calvert Street

Baltimore, Maryland 21202

Dear Mr. Ege:

Reference the letter dated November 14, 1988, from Mr. Neil
J. Pedersen, requesting Baltimore District comments regarding
the Environmental Assessment/Section 4(f) Evaluation for the
relocation of U.S. Route 1 bypassing Hickory, and the extension
of MD Route 23 from west of existing U.S. Route 1 to MD Route
543, Harford County, Maryland. The comments provided below
address the Corps of Engineers (Corps) areas of concern,
including direct and indirect impacts to existing and/or proposed
Corps projects, flood control hazard potential, and permit
requ1rements under Section 404 of the Clean Water Act.

There are no existing or proposed Corps projects that would
be affected by the work described in the EA. Portions of the
proposed project will be located in the flood plains of several
nearby streams. Accordingly, the project EA should include
documentation of the flood plain impacts of the project. The EA
should also include documentation of compliance with Federal,
state, and local flood plaln management regulations, as well as
Executive Order 11988 which requires activities not be located in
the flood plaln unless it is the only practicable alternative.
Activities which must be located in the flood plain must
1ncorporate measures to reduce the hazard and risk associated
with floods on human health, safety and welfare and restore and
" preserve the natural and beneficial values of the flood plain.

ertain activities in the waters of the United States,
including most wetlands, require Department of the Army Permits
from the Corps of Engineers. Corps regulations (33 CFR 320
through 330 and 33 CFR 230 and 325 (Appendix B)) require full
compliance with the National Environmental Policy Act of 1969
(NEPA) during the review and evaluation of permit applications.
To the maximum extent possible the Corps will accept the
information presented in NEPA documents for evaluating permit
applications. If you have any questions or need additional
information on permits, the point of contact is Mr. Tom Filip,
Assistant Chief, Regqulatory Branch, Operatlons Division, at (301)
962-3671.
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If you have any questions on this matter, please call me or
my action officer, Mr. Robert Paee;~at (301) 962-4998.

\M"Q‘ Q,Q,...L(p\‘..\‘..--- -3 133’
Sincerely,

Unatd 1, Dekoow

James F. Johnson
Chief, Planning Division
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. SHA Response to Department of Army Ietter (12/6/89)

1. FEMA mapping does not indicate the presence of 100-year floodplains

within the study area.
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ER 88/1011

Mr. Louis H. Ege, Jr., Deputy Director
Project Development Division (Room 506)
State Highway Administration

707 North Calvert Street

Baltimore, Maryland 21202

Dear Mr. Ege:

This responds to your request for the Department of the Interior's
comments on the draft environmental/Section 4(f) statement for U.S.

Route 1 (Conowingo Road) and Maryland Route 23 Extended (Hickory
Bypass), Harford County, Maryland.

SECTION 4(f) STATEMENT COMMENTS

Of the three build alternatives discussed, two alternatives,
Alternate 2 Option 1 and Alternate 2 Option 2 traverse the historic
property known as the Vineyards and will create a situation in
which Section 4(f) is applicable. The impacts from Alternate 2
Option 1 and Alternate 2 Option 2 are defined, on page 1IV-24, as
serious adverse effects and adverse effects capable of mitigation,
respectively; whereas Alternate 3 will avoid the historic property
entirely and have no impact upon it. Additionally, Alternate 3
causes less displacement of residences, impacts the least amount
of prime farmland and wetland acreage, and is the least costly
build alternative. Pursuant to the first proviso of Section 4(f),
our evaluation concludes that Alternate 3 is a feasible and prudent
alternative to the use of an historic property.

In the event it can be shown that Alternate 3 is neither a feasible
nor prudent alternative, then our preferred alternative would be
Alternate 2 Option 2, provided that an acceptable mitigation plan
‘for impacts to the Vineyards can be developed in coordination and
consultation with the Maryland State Historic Preservation
Officer(SHPO). All evidence of coordinadtion and consultation with
the Maryland SHPO should be documented and included in the final
statement.

Although the statement indicates that construction will not impact
any known archeological sites, the discovery of any unknown sites
should be brought to the 4ttention of the SHPO and an opporftunity
provided for his examinati1on. A letter documenting concurrence with
the project planning f..r this aspect of cultural resources
management should be incorporated into the final document.
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ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT COMMENTS

Fish and Wildlife Resources

Three wetlands will be impacted by the construction of relocated
Route 1 and the extension of Route 23. The environmental assessment
noted that wetland W-1 is 2 acres in size, while wetlands W-4,
W-5, W-6, W=7, and W-11 are approximately 64 acres in size. Wetland
W-9, W-10 and W-12 encompass 5.8 acres. Two build alternates were
proposed for relocated Route 1 and extended Route 23. Construction
of either build alternate (2 or 3) will produce dramatic negative
effects on the movement, population size, genetic diversity, and
species diversity of the mammals, reptiles, and amphibians
inhabiting the 64-acre wetland. Construction of Alternate 2 will
subdivide the 64-acre wetland into five segments. Alternate 3°
subdivides the 64-acre wetland into four segments. Alternate 2 will
also separate the W-9 segment from the W-10 segment in the 5.8-acre
wetland. This bisection of the 5.8-acre wetland will also
negatively affect the attendant animal populations.

‘We are also concerned about the wetland boundaries. The State
.~ Highway Administration (SHA) only field delineated the boundaries

of the 64-acre and 5.8-acre wetlands within the proposed right-of-
way, while other boundary segments were delineated through the use
of National Wetland Inventory maps. These small scale (1:24,000)
National Wetland Inventory maps are not detailed enough to allow
for an accurate delineation of the wetlands or for the subsequent
determination of impacts from highway construction. In addition,
SHA did not undertake the delineation of the wetland boundaries
between the various segments (W-9,W-10, etc) of the 64-acre and
5.8-acre wetlands. The use of National Wetland Inventory maps and
the lack of wetland boundary delineations between segments
precludes the determination of the true 1impacts of the proposed
project alternatives. o

It is recommended that SHA field delineate, survev, and map
(1"=200"') both the 64-acre and S5.8-acre wetlands. The 64-acre
wet land should be field delineated, surveyed, and mapped from just
south and east of the existing Route 1 and west of Fountain Green
Road to a location 600 feet south of the existing right-of-way
(refer to fiqure 12 in the environmental assessment). Segment W-9
and W-10 of the 5.8-acre wetland should be field delineated,
surveyed, and mapped from just west of Fountain Green Road to 600
feet south of the proposed right-of-way (Figure 16). The same
methodology should be used to map segment 12 of the 5.8-acre
wetland from 300 feet north to 600 feet south of the proposed
right-of-way. Accurate large scale maps should provide a better
basis for selecting a preferred alternative and for modifying the
right-of-way so that impacts to fish and wildlife habitats can be
minimized.

Since both build alternatives (2 and 3) will inhibit the movement
of mammals, reptiles, and amphibians, SHA should provide corridors
for animal passage. The height, width, length, and location of each
proposed culvert should be included 1in future environmental
documents. The elevation of each road section that crosses a
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wetland should also be included. This road elevation data would
then be used to determine if the placement of high culverts is a
viable option. -

FISH AND WILDLIFE COORDINATION ACT COMMENTS

Since the impacts to the 64-acre and 5.8 -acre wetlands will be
significant, the Fish and Wildlife Service would like to wait for
further documentation before making additional comments. or taking
a position on a Section 404 permit. The Service's final position
on aﬁg Section 404 permit will depend on several factors which
include:

1. The selection of right-of-ways for Routes 1 and 23 which
will minimize the impacts to the 64 and 5.8-acre
wetlands. Accurate wetland delineations on large scale
maps will be needed to make these determinations.

2. The submission of a proposal which shows the location of
culverts for wildlife migration. Specifications on the
height, width, and length of each culvert should be
included. The culverts will have to be large enough so

that they do not become psychological barriers to
wildlife.

3. The inclusion of a compensation plan that is acceptable
to the Service.

4. The identification of a viable compensation site.

SUMMARY COMMENTS

The Department of the Interior recommends selection of

Alternate 3 since it avoids Section 4(f) resources. We would be
willing to reconsider this position upon receipt of a further
evaluation of Alternate 3, or of Alternate 2 Option 2 provided that
an acceptable mitigation plan is developed to protect and preserve
the historic site affected by the proposed project. We object at
this time to Section 4(f) approval of Alternate 2

Option 1.

As this Department has a continuing interest in this project, we
are willing to cooperate and coordinate with you on a technical
assistance basis in further project evaluation and assessment. For
matters pertaining to cultural resources, please contact the
Regional Director, National Park Service, Mid-Atlantic Region, 143
South Third Street,, Philadelphia, Pennsyivania 19106 (telephone:
FTS 597-7013, commercial 215/597-7013). For matters pertaining to
fish and wildlife resources, please contact the Field Supervisor,
Fish and Wildlife Service, 1825 Virginia street, Annapolis,
Maryland 21401 (telephone: 301/269-5448).
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We appreciate the opportunity to provide these comments.

Slncerely,

ACTI éz;ECTOR
cc:

FHWA, Division Administrator, Baltimore

Mr. J. Rodney Little
Maryland Historical Trust
John Shaw House

21 State Circle
Annapolis, Maryland 21401
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. SHA Response to United States Department of the Interior Ietter (Rec'd 2/3/89)

1. The State Highway Administration has selected Alternate 3 which avoids

any impacts to the historic property of the Vineyards.

2. There is one archeological site that will be affected by the Selected
Alternate. Phase II studies will be undertaken before construction
activities begin. It is standard State Highway Administration procedure
to stop construction activities if an archeoiogical site is discovered
during oonstruction activities. Both the State Archeologist and the
Maryland Historical Trust would be contacted to determine the
significance of the site and what additional work would need to be

completed.

3. Alternate 3, the Selected Alternate, has less of an impact on the
forested wetlands than Alternate 2. Appropriate permits will be obtained

frém the Army Corps of Engineers and the Department of Natural Resources.

4. Wetland boundaries were field delineated and will be surveyed again with
the review agencies prior to the final design of the project. Aligmment

modifications will also be mvestlgated to minimize the wetland impacts.

5. Coordination with US Fish and Wildlife is currently underway to obtain
the supportive data and effectiveness of providing wildlife passages in
the affected forested wetland areas. The Corps of Engineers 404 Permit

will be applied for during the final design of the project.
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HARFORD COUNTY GOVERNMENT

January 12, 1989

RECEIVED

Mr. Neil Pedersen

Director, Office of Planning and JAN 17 1989
Preliminary Engineering XLLD

State Highwvay Administration DIRECTOR, CFFICE OF

707 N. Calvert Street PLANMING & PRELIVNARY ENGINEERME

Baltimore, Maryland 21203-0717

Re: SHA Contract No. H873-101-470N
U.S. Route 1l/Maryland Route 23
Extended-Hickory Bypass

Dear Mr. Pedersen:

Upon reviev of the proposed project, the following comments are
offered for your consideration:

l.

Alternative 2 is the option which Harford County supports. The
Maryland 23 extension to Maryland 543 is a vital connection in
the highway network and is supported in the Harford County 1988
Major Road Plan.

Along with Alternate 2, we support the Maryland 23 Extended,
Option 1 which has the least impact on existing residents. This
option should traverse the perimeter of the "Vineyards" historic
site in order to avoid any adverse impacts.

Harford County supports Northern Option 1 which is the shortest
and most direct link to the existing U.S. 1.

Sufficient right-of-way should be retained in order to provide
future grade separation, if needed, at the intersection of
Maryland 23 Extended and Relocated U.S. 1.

We support Bynum Option 5 and a portion of Bynum Option 4. If
Bynum 4 is to be constructed, we question the creation of a left
turn movement on northbound U.S. 1 onto old Maryland 23.

A direct connection for the Department of Public Works Hickory II
facility to the Relocated Route 1 is requested.

220 SOUTH MAIN STREET / BEL AIR. MARYLAND 21014-3865
(301) 838-6000 v-79 (301) 879-2000




Mr. Neil Pedersen
January 12, 1989
Page 2

s

Should you required any additional clarification or comments, please
do not hesitate to contact our office directly.

JS/WGC/TFS/jw

cec:

Habern Freeman
Stoney Fraley
Jim Smedley
Martha Campbell
Jerry Wheeler
Charles Goodman

Sincerely,

s '

William G, Cagpoll
Director of Planning

Thomas F. Smith
Director of Public Works
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Richard H. Trainor

Maryland Department of Transportation :a, Mersoft
State Highway Administration Administrator ®

February 6, 1989

Mr. William Carroll, Director of Planning
Mr. Thomas Smith, Director of Public Works
Harford County Government

220 South Main Street

Bel Air, Maryland 21014-3865

Dear Messrs. Carroll and Smith:

I am writing in response to your January 12th letter
commenting on the Hickory Bypass study. We appreciate your input
and will plan to discuss the issues you raised at the February
Sth Team Recommendation meeting.

If you would like to discuss any of these issues prior to ”
the February 9th meeting, please feel free zo call me. You may

also wish to call the project manager, Ms. Catherine Pecora, at
(301) 333-1191.

Very truly yours,
Mg | Yedpoun

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

NJP/1ih

cc: Mr. Hal Kassoff (w/incoming)

Mr. C. Robert Olsen " "

Harford County Senators and Delegates (w/incoming)
Aun Louis H. Ege, Jr.

Ms. Catherine Pecora

i 3

My teiephone number is (301) 333-1110

Teletypewri’ V. 81‘ irad Hearing or Speech
383-7555 Baltimore Metro - 565-04: -2 ‘0 - 1-800-492-5062 Statewide Toli Free
707 North Calvert St., Baitimore, Maryland 21203-0717
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. SHA Response to Harford County Goverrment

1. The request for access onto US 1 Relocated was discussed at the Team
Meeting held on February 9, 1989. The access will not be provided

because it would violate the rlght-of-way line of through highway that
has been established.

For additional detail regarding the remainder of the comments, please
refer to the minutes of the March 30, 1989 Recommendation Meeting.
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PR 0J E C Wiliam Donald Schacker
DEVELCPMEST oo
TR T Jacaueline H. Rogen
iR 22 U g PH ¢ ffecems DHCD

ros

March 16, 1988

Mr. Iouis H. Ege, Jr.

Deputy Director

Project Development Division
State Highway Administration
707 North Calvert Street
Baltimore, Maryland 21203-0717

RE: Contract No. H 873-101-470
U.S. Route 1
Hickory Bypass
PIMS No. 122040
Harford County, Maryland

Dear Mr. Ege:

Thank you for sending us a copy of the executive summary of the Phase I
archeological survey conducted of the above-referenced project. The sumary was
prepared by the Maryland Geological Survey and is dated Jamuary 28, 1988. This office
received its review copy from the State Highway Administration on March 3, 1988.

The executive summary presents a concise documentation of the goals, methodology,
results and recommendations of the survey. The survey identified and recorded three
prehistoric sites, two mixed prehistoric/historic sites, one historic site and four
artifact scatters. Based upon the data presented in the executive summary, this
office concurs that the following sites and all four artifact scatters are not
eligible for inclusion on the National Register of Historic Places: 18HA165, 18HAl66,
18HA168, and 18HA170. The above-referenced archeological sites and artifact scatters
are not likely to provide additional important information regarding the history or
prehistory of the area under consideration. This office does not recommend additional
archeological research of these sites or scatters.

The mixed historic/prehistoric site 18HA167 may be eligible for listing on the
National Register of Historic Places. The prehistoric component of 18HA167 may
provide important information regarding settlement patterns, site function, and
artifact chronology in this region of Maryland. If an alternate aligmment is selected
that may impact this site, Phase II archeological testing will be necessary to better
assess its eligibility for the National Register. Further consultation with this
office will be necessary to camplete the Section 106 review of this project.
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Temporary Address: Amold Village Frotesonai Center, 1517 Ritcloe Highway, Arnold, Maryland 21012
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Mr. Ilouis H. Ege, Jr.
March 16, 1988
Page 2

If you have any questions or require additional information, please contact
Ms. Beth Cole of ocur staff at (301) 974-4450. We look forward to receiving a copy of
the final report, when available.

Thank you for your continued cooperation and support.
Sincerely,

“" Richard B. Hughes
Chief Administrator,

Archeological Programs
Office of Management and Planning

REH/RJH/EJC/mmc
cc: Dr. Jody Hopkins
Mr. Tyler Bastian
Ms. Sallie Van Rensselaer

Mr. Charles Montgomery
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COASTAL
RESOURCES
INC.

MINUTES OF CORPS FIELD REVIEW
Date: November 24, 1987
Place: Hickory, Harford County, MD

Attendance: Sharon Preller, SHA
Cathy Pecora, SHA
Steve Harmon, COE
Michele Henson, DNR
Peter Knight, FWS
Nancy Kelly, CRI

\Project: U.S. Rt. 1/ MD Rt. 23 Extended, Hickory Bypass
Contract No. H 873-101-470 N

Subject: Non-tidal Wetlands Boundaries

A field review of Wetlands 1, 4, 5, 6 and 11 was
conducted. It was agreed that Wetlands 2 and 3 would not be
impacted by the highway construction, so no review of their
boundaries was needed. '

The wetland boundary for Wetland 1 was expanded to
include an area in the southwestern corner near the junction
of Md. Rt. 23 south and U.S. Rt. 1 north. Wetland 4 was
expanded to include an adjacent area to the west which is
dominated by rushes and sedges. The edges of Wetland 11 were
more clearly defined, during the field review, and reduced
in size. It was noted that this wetland needs to be added
to the 300 scale Wetland Review maps. The southern Wetland 6
boundary was revised northward about 50 ft. There was
concurrence with the Wetland 5 boundary as flagged in the

field with only minor revisions. It was noted that the
Wetland Review Maps had not been revised to reflect the
 field flagging. It was noted that the soils on the eastern

side of the river of Wetland 5 were hydric beyond the area

329 Riverview Trail Annapolis, Md. 21401 (301) 849-8490
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flagged, but that there was not a dominance of wetland
vegetation in that area, with tulip poplar and white oak
being the predominant species.

All changes in the wetland boundaries agreed to in
the field are shown on the attached maps. The areas to be
impacted are highlighted on the Wetland Review maps. The
Table has been revised as well to reflect these changes.
Impacted areas were enlarged in some cases from the original
estimates, to include possible fill areas and to be
conservative. The estimates of acreage impacted are
approximate and will be refined, when more detailed drawings
are available, for the final document.

There were discussions of alternative alignments
which could avoid or reduce impacts to certain wetlands.
Cathy Pecora indicated that she would be reviewing the
drawings to determine what alternatives may be possible.

Mitigation options were also discussed. Nancy Kelly
indicated that she would not want to see mature woodlands
destroyed in order to create wetlands. There was general
agreement on this point. An area of old field growth to the
north of the intersection of the Rt. 1 bypass and Md. Rt. 23
extended was considered as a possible location for
mitigation, since it could be regraded by removing about 4-8
ft. of material and stormwater runoff from the highway
directed into it. It is vegetated primarily with young
trees, less than 6 years old. Another option would be to
convert some of the adjacent agricultural land into
wetlands. Further study will be necessary to determine the
feasibility of such options, and to identify other options.

It will be necessary to schedule another field visit
to complete the review of wetlands in the project corridor.
This was requested as soon as possible.

Please review these minutes and call or send
comments to Nancy Kelly as soon as possible.

VI-2
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~ COASTAL
RESOURCES
INC.

MINUTES OF CORPS FIELD REVIEW

Date: January 16, 1988
.Place: "Hickory, Harford County, MD

Attendance: Sharon Preller, SHA
Lorenzo Bryant, SHA
Joe Faro, SHA, Highway Design
Steve Harmon, COE
Peter Knight, FWS
Kathi Koopon, FWS
Mike Slattery, DNR/CRD
Nancy Kelly, CRI

Project: = U.S. Rt.'l/ MD Rt. 23 Extended, Hickory Bypass
Contract No. H 873-101-470 N '

Subject: Non-tidal Wetlands Boundaries

A field review of Wetlands 7, 9, 10, and 12 was
conducted. The wetland boundaries of W-7 and W-12 were
agreed to be as shown on the plans. It was agreed that W-9
was approximately 75' wide and the plans were so adjusted.
The boundaries of W-10 were enlarged on the plans to reflect
a more accurate estimate of their width in the field.

All changes in the wetland boundaries agreed to in
the field are shown on the attached maps. The areas to be
impacted are highlighted on the Wetland Review maps. Due to
further discussions concerning the width of the highway
construction and fill, estimates of impact have been revised
to reflect a full 300' width impact for the U.S. 1 Bypass ,
and a 180' width impact for Rt. 23 Extended. These numbers
are therefore very conservative, esttmating the maximun
impact expected. The attached Table has been revised as
well to reflect these changes. The estimates of acreage

329 Riverview Traill Annapolis, Md. 21401  (304) 849-8490
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impacted are still approximate and will be refined, when
more detailed drawings are available for the final document.

There were discussions of alternative alignments
which could avoid or reduce impacts to certain wetlands.
Lorenzo Bryant presented an altenative which will avoid
impacts to some prime farmland soils to the south. It will
require crossing W-12 more directly, but the impacts to
wetlands are not expected to change.

Alternative alignments for Rt. 23 Extended near
where it joins Md. Rt. 543 were discussed. It was felt by
the environmental agencies that efforts should be made to
cross more perpendicularly to the wetland/stream system in
order to reduce the length of stream impacted. State
Highways agreed to look at those alternatives.

Please review these minutes and call or send
comments to Nancy Kelly as soon as possible.

| /oY




WETLAND F&WS

NUMBER CLASS.
W-1 PEM5C
SS
W-2 PFO1A
EM
W-3 PFO1A
W-4 PSS1A
W-5 ¥PFO1A
W-6 PFO1A

U.sS.

DOMINANT
VEGETATION

cattail
softstemmed
bulrush

sycamore

red maple
black willow
spicebush
cattail
seedbox

red maple
spicebush
highbush
blueberry
arrowwood
winterberry

black willow
red maple
Juncus sp.

1 HICKORY BYPASS/ MD. RT.

1S

TABLE 2
NON-TIDAL WETLANDS

23 EXTENDED

HYDROLOGY

softstemmed bulrush

spicebush

red maple
pin oak

Am. beech
white oak
ironwood

arrowwood
spicebush

red maple
ironwood
pin oak
Am. beech
arrowwood
spicebush

WATERSHED SOILS VALUE APPROX
IMPACT
stream Bynum's Run mottled med. 1.lac
gleyed
roadside ditch Bynum's Run low none
small swale mottled
stream/ Bynum's Run gleyed med. none
floodplain mottled
drainage Bynum's Run mottled med 2.3ac
blocked by
farm road
stream/ Bynum's Run mottled high 1.0ac
floodplain
stream/ Bynum's Run mottled high 2.5ac
floodplain



4=7

i-8

4-9

J-11

N=12

PFO1A

*POWH

PFO1A

*PFO1A

PFO1A

PFO1A

TABLE 2 (CON'T)
NON-TIDAL WETLANDS

U.S. 1 HICKORY BYPASS/ MD. RT.

red maple stream
sweet gum & banks
tulip poplar

Am. beech

outside of project area

pin oak stream/
red maple floodplain
Am. elm

arrowwood

elderberry

red maple stream/
pin oak floodplain

tulip poplar
white oak
arrowwood

red maple hummocks
pin oak

swamp sweetbells
highbush bluebery

royal fern

red maple drainage
swale

VI-6

Bynum's Run

Bynum's Run

Bynum's Run

Bynum's Run

Bynum's Run

23 EXTENDED

alluvial med.

mottled

gleyed

mottled

mottled

mottled

med.

high

med .

med.

(%

.1.1lac

none

.62ac

2.1lac

2.8ac

.09%ac
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U.S. Department of Agriculture

FARMLAND CONVERSION IMPACT RATING

‘PART | (To be completed by Federal Agency) Dﬁg}‘?f 'l‘z’z”d Ei’ag"éaém" Request
Name Of Project F | A l lved
U.S. Route 1/Maryland Route 23 Extended g(}?ra Y ;?anr Administration
Proposed Land Use County_And State
See attachment Harford County, Maryland
PART Il (To be completed by SCS) _ B2 S g oceved By SC8
Does the site contain prime, unique, statewide or local important farmland? Yes No |[Acres Irrigated | Average Farm Size
(If no, the FPPA does not apply — do not complete additional parts of this form). ¥l 0O | None 148
Major Cropls) 'Farmable Land in Govt. Jurisdiction Amount Of Farmland As Defined in FPPA
Corn, Small grains, Hay, Soybeans|Acres:151 300 %62.0 Acres: 128,100 %
_Name of Lnnd Evaluanon System Used . Name Of Local Site Assessment System Date Land Evatuation Returned By SCS
Harford” County Land Evaluation. Sys tem Use FPPA Systems " JunelQ, 1988
PART 11l (To be completed by Federal Agency) TSeE 2 1A ;"erana‘:';’e Site ':;’:;"g SE
A. Total Acres To Be Converted Directly 72.8 30.84
B. Total Acres To Be Converted Indirectly
C. Total Acres In Site 72.8 | 30.84
PART v: (To be completed by Scs) Land Evaluatlon Informatlon e . '
© A, " Total-Acres Prime And Unique Farmland " .~ - 11901 11807
. B. Total Acres Statewide'And Local Important Farmland ' 33 7 107
. C. “:Percentage Of Farmiand.In County Or Local Govt. Unit To Be Converted 0.04 0.02
D. - Percentage. Of .Farmiand In Govt. Jurisdiction With Same Or Higher Relative Value 89,2 43.3
PART V ‘{To be completed by: SCS).-Land Evaluation Criterion o
*Relative Value Of Farmland To Be Converted (Scale of O to 100 Pomts} 60 82
PART VI (To be completed by Federal Agency) Maximum
.S:te Assessment Criteria (These criteria are explained in 7 CFR 658.5(b) Points
1. Area In Nonurban Use ' 13
2. Perimeter In Nonurban Use 14
3. Percent Of Site Being Farmed ) 19
4. Protection Provided By State And Local Government 10
5. Distance From Urban Builtup Area . 5
6. Distance To Urban Support Services 10
7. Size Of Present Farm Unit Compared To Average 5
8. Creation Of Nonfarmable Farmland 3
9. Availability Of Farm Support Services 2 !
10. On-Farm investments 2
11. Effects Of Conversion On Farm Support Services 0
12. Compatibility With Existing Agricultural Use 4
TOTAL SITE ASSESSMENT POINTS 160 87
PART VIl (To be completed by Federal Agency)
Relative Value Of Farmland (From Part V) ' 100
Total Site Asse: )ssment (From Part VI above or a local 160
site assessment,
TOTAL POINTS (Total of above 2 lines) 260
Was A Local Site Assessment Used?
Site Selected: Date Of Selection Yes (I No O

Reason For Selection.

{See Instructions on reverse side) Form AD-1006 {10-83)



