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SUMMARY SHEET

Federal Highway Administration - Administrative Action

(x) Negative Declaration

( ) Draft (x) Final

Contact Personnel

The following personnel can be contacted for additional
information concerning this project:

Federal Highway Administration

Mr. Edward Terry, Jr., District Engineer
Federal Highway Administration

711 West 40th Street

Suite 220

Baltimore, Maryland 21211

Telephone: 301-962-4010
Office Hours: 7:45 a.m. to 4:15 p.m.

State Highway Administration

Mr. Earle S. Freedman

Assistant Chief Engineer for Bridge Development
Maryland Department of Transportation

State Highway Administration

300 West Preston Street

Baltimore, Maryland 21201

Telephone: 301-383-4303
Office Hours: 8:15 a.m. to 4:15 p.m.

Description of Proposed Action

The proposed action involves the closing of the Amtrak Railroad
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grade crossing at Bel Air Avenue in Aberdeen, Harford County,
and the replacement of the at-grade crossing with a grade-separated
structure over the railroad.

All but one of the various alternates studied began at-grade on U, S.
Route 40 or Bel Air Avenue, and proceeded easterly over or under

the Amtrak railroad to its terminus on Bel Air Avenue or Route 22.
One alternate involves the modification of the ramps of the intersection
of U.S. Route 40 and the Northern Thruway. The project length varies
from 840 to 7995 linear feet.

Summary of Environmental Impacts

The proposed project, due to its limited scope, will not have a
significant impact on the quality of the human environment.

The proposed crossing will remove an existing safety hazard and

will allow safe, convenient and economical movements for vehicular
and pedestrian traffic across the high-speed railroad tracks. In the
absence of ecologically sensitive areas, the existing ecosystem is
likely to remain unaffected by the proposed improvement. No historic
or archaeological sites are known to be within the project area. The
visual intrusion of the overpass structure and approach roadways may
possibly be considered to detract from the area, but due consideration
will be given to the architectural treatment of the bridge and retaining
walls so as not to detract from the area. Alternate IV, which consists
of the modification of the ramps at the interchange of U.S. Route 40
and the Northern Thruway (MD Route 22), will not appreciably change
the aesthetics of the area.

 Social and economic effects due to the acquisition of property will be

negligible. No commercial or residential buildings will be acquired
and therefore no individuals or businesses will be displaced.

Summary of Alternatives

Alternate I
Beginning on the south side of U.S. Route 40 opposite Plater Street

and bending left, the alignment proceeds northeasterly, then easterly
under the Amtrak rail lines and continues along Aberdeen Proving

- i1 -



Ground Road to Bel Air Avenue. The underpass will be located
approximately 800 feet south of the existing crossing. The project
extends for a distance of 1860 feet or 0. 35 miles.

Alternate II

Beginning at Old Post Road, the alignment proceeds northwesterly
along Norman Avenue, curving to the right along the Aberdeen Proving
Ground Road, then bending to the left in a northerly direction, beneath
the Amtrak rail lines, then bending to the right, parallel with U.S.
Route 40 to its terminus with existing Bel Air Avenue approximately
150 feet southeast of U.S. Route 40. The underpass will be located
approximately 750 feet south of the existing crossing. The project
extends for a distance of 3410 feet or 0. 65 miles.

Alternate III

This plan is similar to Alternate II, except that the alignment passes
over the Amtrak rail lines instead of beneath it. The overpass will
be located approximately 750 feet south of the existing crossing. The
project extends for a distance of 3410 feet or 0. 65 miles.

Alternate IV

This alternate involves the barricading of the existing Bel Air Avenue
crossing and the modification of the ramps at the intersection of U.S.
Route 40 and the Northern Thruway (MD Route 22). The structure on
Route 22, crossing Route 40, will be widened to accommodate a standby
lane. A pedestrian overpass will be included with this alternate in the
area of the existing crossing on Bel Air Avenue. The project extends
for a distance of 840 feet or 0. 16 miles.

Alternate V

Beginning at the intersection of Chesapeake Road and Route 22, the
alignment proceeds in a westerly direction through the lands of the
Aberdeen Proving Grounds and intersects the Aberdeen Proving

Grounds Road approximately 125 feet south of the present Proving
Grounds gate. It then proceeds northwesterly along the Aberdeen
Proving Grounds Road and curves to the right following the roads
present alignment. It then bends to the left in a northerly direction,
passes over or under the Amtrak rail lines, and bends to the right,
parallel with U.S. Route 40 to its terminus with existing Bel Air Avenue
approximately 150 feet southeast of U.S. Route 40. The grade-separated
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structure will be located approximately 750 feet south of the existing
crossing. The project extends for a distance of 7995 feet or 1.51
miles.

Alternate VI

This plan is similar to Alternate I except that the alignment passes
over the Amtrak rail lines instead of beneath it. The overpass will
be located approximately 800 feet south of the existing crossing. The
project extends for a distance of 1860 feet or 0. 35 miles.

No-Build Alternative

A no-build alternative, which includes the elimination of the railroad
at-grade crossing at Bel Air Avenue, would deny direct vehicular access
to downtown Aberdeen for a section of the community located east of the
railroad. Circuitous access for the aforementioned area could be
obtained via the MD Route 22 interchange at U.S. Route 40 and Rogers
Street; and the MD Route 22 at-grade intersections at Old Post Road

and Mt. Royal Avenue.

A no-build plan would have a detrimental impact on pedestrian traffic
between the residential area south of the tracks and the business area
to the north., For this reason, a pedestrian overpass would be provided
in the area of the present crossing.

Selected Alternate

Alternate V, overpass, along with Alternate IV has been selected for
the replacement of the Bel Air Avenue grade crossing. Also included
will be a pedestrian overpass in the area of the existing at-grade cros-
sing.

Alternate V relocates the crossing by means of an overpass approxi-
mately 800 feet south of the existing at-grade crossing and relocates
traffic onto a portion of the Aberdeen Proving Ground Road. Alternate
IV would provide easier access to the Aberdeen area by modifying the
ramps at the intersection of U.S. Route 40 and MD Route 22, thereby
providing all the possible turning movements.

-1iv -
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A, PROJECT DESCRIPTION

INTRODUCTION

The purpose of this Final Negative Declaration is to present the
environmental effects of the selected alternate developed for the elimin-
ation of the high-speed railroad grade crossing at Bel Air Avenue.

Bel Air Avenue, Maryland Route 132, services the center of the Town of
Aberdeen in Harford County. Figuratively, Bel Air Avenue acts as the chord
through Aberdeen to the arc of MD Route 22 which bypasses the town to the
north and east, Bel Air Avenue begins to the northwest at the interchange of
MD Route 22 with Interstate Route 95 and terminates once again on Route 22

at the Aberdeen Proving Grounds to the southeast, a total distance of 2. 8%
miles (See Plate IV). The proposed project will eliminate an existing at-grade
crossing of Bel Air Avenue with Amtrak's high-speed train service.

PROJECT PURPOSE AND OBJECTIVE

Section 205 (a), Highway Safety Act of 1970, provides for a demonstration
project for the elimination of all public ground-level, rail-highway crossings
along the route of Amtrak's '""Metroliner' high-speed train service in the
northeast corridor between Washington, D. C. and Boston, Massachusetts.

One of these, Bel Air Avenue in Aberdeen, Harford County, presently crosses
three mainline tracks of the Amtrak Railroad. The United States Congress has
made the elimination of this grade crossing mandatory.

Congestion and unsafe conditions are prevalent at the existing crossing and, in
order to improve traffic flow and safety, it is proposed to close and replace

the present facility. It is further proposed to include in the project a pedestrian
overpass for the more than 500 pedestrians per day who cross the railroad
tracks on Bel Air Avenue. The project is scheduled to have an "advertise bid"
date of November 1979, and a ''start of construction' date of February, 1980.

The overall goal in the development of the preliminary engineering study was



to determine and evaluate feasible alternative alignments for the proposed
relocation, to include a no-build alternative, and to select the best alternate

based on engineering, social, economic and environmental considerations, in
addition to public input.

PROJECT DEVELOPMENT

The installation of the high-speed train service in the Northeast Corridor
prompted the State Highway Administration to examine the exposure to the
public of the railroad's operations in Harford County. The types of hazards
to the public were defined as falling primarily into three categories:

(1) Highway grade crossings
(2) Pedestrian crossings

(3) Miscellaneous trespassing

Only the highway grade crossings and pedestrian crossings were studied.

Highway Grade Crossing at Bel Air Avenue

An evaluation of highway grade crossings was made in a recent statewide
study by the State Highway Administration in which conditions at the crossings
were compared on the basis of a '"hazard index." The study concluded that the
grade crossing at Bel Air Avenue had the highest "hazard index' in the state.

Various accidents have occurred at the intersection in the past few years, one
involving a fatality., Discussion to eliminate this crossing has been ongoing

for forty years, and now must be implemented due to the passage of the Federal

Aid Highway Safety Act of 1970 in which the United States Congress has made
the closing mandatory.

In order to eliminate the safety hazard at Bel Air Avenue, the State Highway
Administration examined two possibilities. The first solution would call for
the closing of Bel Air Avenue and re-routing the traffic over MD Route 22 and
U.S. Route 40. The second solution would involve closing the existing grade
crossing and the construction of a grade-separated structure and approaches.

Coordination

In the latter part of 1973, the State Highway Administration, in conformance
with the Project Notification and Review System (established by the Bureau of
Budget Circular A-95 to facilitate the coordination of State, regional, local



planning and development), notified the State Clearinghouse of its intention
to submit an application for Federal assistance to perform preliminary
engineering studies for this project.

At the request of the State Highway Administration, the State Clearinghouse
notified State and County agencies of this project and solicited comments
from officials. All responses were favorable and are included in Appendix
A of this report.

DESIGN CRITERIA

The geometric design requirements for the relocated crossing are responsive
to traffic needs, provide safe efficient service, and are consistent with the
existing land use pattern for the urban community. The geometric design
standards are in substantial conformity with the 1973 AASHO edition of "A
Policy of Design of Urban Highways and Arterial Streets."

The following design criteria will be adhered to:

Design Speed - 30 miles 'per hour
Grades - Max 5. 0%; Min 0.5%
Horizontal Curvature - 350 feet minimum
Stopping Sight Distance | - 200 feet minimum
Right-of-Way - 50 feet, or as required

_ Traffic Data

Based on 1976 ADT volumes of 8,400 vehicles on Bel Air Avenue, it is
estimated that the ADT for 2001 will be 7, 100 for Alternate V, and the traffic
on Route 22 would be 21, 280 vehicles per day. A schematic diagram is
incorporated in Appendix B which shows the present and anticipated traffic
volumes for this alternate. Geographic and land use patterns indicate that
there will not be any significant increase in generated or development traffic
and, based on the projected traffic volumes, a two-lane roadway will be
adequate.

Since Alternate V does not approximate the existing Bel Air Avenue alignment,

some displacement of north-south traffic on Bel Air Avenue from its original
direct route will occur. Traffic flow and circulation, to some extent, will

-3 -
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therefore be affected, but the magnitude of estimated traffic volumes is not
expected to cause any special problems. To improve traffic flow, circulation
and capacity, it is proposed to provide adequate channelization at the inter-
section of Maryland Route 22, Chesapeake Road and Relocated Aberdeen Road
(See Plate IX).

Typical Sections (See Plates VII and VIII)

On Alternate V, it is proposed to provide relocated Bel Air Avenue and Aberdeen
Road with a 26-foot-wide pavement section, flanked by a curb and a 5-foot
sidewalk on one side and a 10-foot-wide shoulder on the other. Relocated
Aberdeen Road will be 24-feet-wide with a 10-foot wide shoulder on each side.
Retaining walls have been used to retain the high fill. For the purposes of a
cost estimate, the roadway section was assumed to consist of 4.5 inches of
bituminous concrete surface course and 8 inches of densely graded, stabilized
aggregate base course over 6 inches of subbase. The shoulder section was
assumed to consist of 6-inches of dense-grade stabilized aggregate base course
topped with a double surface treatment.

Guard rail will be provided, where necessary, on high fills.

GENERAL BENEFITS TO STATE, REGION AND COMMUNITIES

Transportation is vital to the public and business alike. The development of a
transportation system that provides safe, efficient and economical means of
travel is a primary goal of state, regional and local agencies. The existing
grade crossing at Bel Air Avenue has been identified as a definite safety hazard,
particularly with the inception of high~speed train service in the Northeast
Corridor. The proposed project will eliminate this dangerous grade crossing
and replace it with a grade-separated structure and related approach roadways.

The facility will provide safer and easier access to the downtown Aberdeen
Business District for a section of the community located east of the tracks.
Access to the Aberdeen Proving Grounds will be improved although direct access
now exists via Routes 22 and 715. Access via U.S. Route 40 to the Harford
Memorial Hospital in Havre De Grace, four miles east of Aberdeen, will remain
unaffected along with the services of the police and fire departments. The
transportation of school children in the area will also be unaffected, as indicated
in a letter from the Harford County Board of Education and included in Appendix
J.
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- ENVIRONMENTAL FEATURES

Terrain

The project area lies within the physiographic division of the state known

as the '""Coastal Plain - the Western Shore.'" The coastal plain portion of
this part of Harford County is underlain by a series of southeasterly-dipping,
relatively unconsolidated sediment formations of interstratified gravels and
sands belonging to the Cretaceous and Quaternary Age. The ground above,
which has not been developed or built-up, consists of drained soils, mostly
silty sands.

Vegetation

The long, humid, periodically hot summers and mild, moist winters of
eastern Maryland, together with a fairly uniform distribution of 40 to 44
inches of annual precipitation, produce a variety of vegetative cover types

in the study area. The higher ground areas are covered by coniferous and
deciduous woodlands, predominantly stands of oak-hickory species, with
lesser stands of other species including pine, tulip, poplar, and maple. The
low areas toward the streams have marsh vegetation cover types on somewhat
wet ground. Areas cleared of vegetation are extensively used for agriculture
and as pastures, while the developed land is covered by residential homes,
commercial establishments and roadways.

Listed below are principal tree species which are typical for the general area

of the project (per ""Forest Vegetation in Maryland, "' published by the Maryland
Yy ary

Department of State Planning).

Common Name Botanical Name
Ash, Red Fraxinus Pennsylvanica
Ash, White Fraxinus Americana
Chestnut . Castanea Dentata

Gum, Black Nyssa Sylvatica

Gum, Red Liquidambar Styraciflua
Hickories Hicoria Rafinesque
Hickory, Shagbark Hicoria Ovata

Larch Larix, decidua

Maple, Red Acer Rubrum

QOak, Black Quercus Velutina

Oak, Blackjack Quercus Marilandica
QOak, Chestnut Quercus Montana

Oak, Post Quercus Stellata



Common Name Botanical Name
QOak, Red Quercus Borealis

Qak, Scarlet Quercus Coccinea

QOak, White Quercus Alba

Pine, Loblolly Pinus Taeda

Pine, Pitch Pinus Rigida

Pine, Shortleaf Pinus Echinata

Pine, Virginia Pinus Virginiana
Poplar, Yellow Liriodendron Tulipifera

Wildlife

Although there is some native wildlife in the project area, the Maryland
Wildlife Administration, Department of Natural Resources, Annapolis,
indicated that there are no rare or endangered wildlife species present.

Wild waterfowl are found eastward, toward the river banks and marshy flats.
With rural and forested areas opening up for human habitation, wildlife has
found refuge in more secluded regions, particularly within the protected area
of the Aberdeen Proving Ground. Hunting is prohibited in this area.

Aquatic Life

No streams are directly affected by the project. With proper roadway
drainage, consideration of high-water elevations, as well as good construction
practices, no difficulties should be encountered by aquatic life in Swan Creek
or Romney Creek by runoff from the project.

Drainage Conditions

The entire area is drained by tributaries of Swan Creek and Romney Creek
which flow into the Chesapeake Bay. No unusual problems are evident within
the limits of the project. However, due to the flat topography and built-up
condition of the area, it is proposed to provide a closed storm sewer system

to collect surface runoff. The topography indicates that the region is relatively
flat and low, with an average elevation of about 70 feet above mean sea level.

Geomorphological Conditions

North of Existing Grade Crossing

Topography: The terrain varies from level to moderately sloping. The
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entire area is within the Western Shore Division of the Coastal Plain
Physiographic Province with elevations ranging from approximately
40 to 100 feet above sea level.

Existing Slopes: Generally, existing slopes are within a range of 0 to
15 percent.

Groundwater Conditions: Depths given are to a seasonally high water
table, usually occurring in early spring. Depth varies from 0 to 6 feet
throughout the contract area.

Major water problems may be encountered in floodplains of perennial
and intermittent streams. Provisions will be incorporated in the design
of the project for effective drainage control of surface and subsurface
water. Such controls will include, but not be limited to vertical grade
adjustments, pipe and shoulder drains, pervious drainage media, spring
controls, and well and drainage field adjustments or relocations.

Rock Conditions: Depths to rock are undetermined but are very great
within the Coastal Plain Physiographic Province. The unconsolidated
sedimentary materials are composed predominantly of gravelly sands
and, in many places, considerable organic matter.

Power equipment should be sufficient to meet excavation needs.

Soil Conditions: Soil characteristics do not apply for cut and fill land
due to prior severe disturbance or alteration by machines. Identification
by soil series is not possible.

Soil Textures: Silty sands are predominant throughout the contract
area.

Sus ceptibility to Frost Action: Potential is high throughout the
contract area.

Water Erosion Hazard: Potential is moderate throughout the
contract area.

Wind Erosion Hazard: Potential is low to moderate throughout
the contract area.

Drainage :

Surface - Drainage is fair to very poor throughout the contract
area.

Subsurface - Drainage is fair to very poor throughout the
contract area.
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South of Existing Grade Crossing

Topography: The terrain varies from level to moderately sloping.

The entire area is within the Western Shore Division of the Coastal
Plain Phsiographic Province with elevations ranging from approximately
20 to 60 feet above mean sea level.

Existing Slopes: Generally, existing slopes are within a range of 0 to 15
percent,

Groundwater Conditions: Depths given are to a seasonally high water
table, usually occurring in early spring. Depth varies 0 to 6 feet
throughout the contract area.

Major water problems may be encountered in floodplains of perennial
and intermittent streams.

Provisions will be incorporated in the design of the project for effective
drainage control of surface and subsurface water. Such controls will
include, but not be limited to vertical grade adjustments, pipe and shoulder
drains, pervious drainage media, spring controls, and well and drainage
field adjustments or relocations.

Rock Conditions: Depths to rock are undetermined but are very great
within the Coastal Plain Physiographic Province. The unconsolidated
sedimentary materials are composed predominantly of gravelly sands
and, in many places, considerable organic matter. Power equipment
should be sufficient to meet excavation needs.

Soil Conditions: Soil characteristics do not apply for cut and fill land
due to prior severe disturbance or alteration by machines. Identification
by soil series is not possible.

Soil Textures: Silty sands are predominant throughout the contract
area.

Susceptibility to Frost Action: Potential is high throughout the contract
area.

Water Erosion Hazard: Potential is moderate throughout the contract
area,

Wind Erosion Hazard: Potential is low to moderate throughout the
contract area,

Drainage:
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Surface - Drainage is good throughout the contract area.
Subsurface - Drainage is good throughout the contract area.
The terrain and its soils should not present any unusual problems for
construction and maintenance. With proper roadway and structural foundation
design, positive roadway drainage, consideration of high-water elevations, as

well as good construction practices, no difficulties should be encountered.

A Soils Map (Plate VI) for the project area is included in this report.

SOCIAL AND ECONOMIC FACTORS

Demographic Conditions

The Aberdeen area is part of the southeastern region of Harford County,
designated as Election District No. 2 from information obtained from the
Harford County Planning Commission. The population of the district increased
by 78.5 percent between 1950 and 1960 and by 18. 7 percent between 1960 and
1970, The 1976 population was 30, 311, a density of 481 persons per square
mile.

An inventory of pertinent social and economic factors for Minor Civil Division

(Election District) No. 2 in Harford County, is included in Tables 1 through 8
of Appendix C.

PUBLIC FACILITIES AND SERVICES

Contact through meetings and correspondence with local officials, government
agencies, as well as public and private utilities yielded information regarding

the character of the study area. To check and confirm these data, the site was
inspected on several occasions. A listing of the communities and public agencies,
public facilities and services affected by the project is attached as Appendix D.

Because of their important bearing and impact on the proposed project, certain

public facilities and services are discussed separately under the following
headings:

ABERDEEN PROVING GROUND MILITARY RESERVATION

The easterly extension of Bel Air Avenue terminates near the entrance to the
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Aberdeen Proving Ground Military Reservation (See Plate II). Alternate V
begins at this point and continues south through the lands of the Aberdeen
Proving Grounds and intersects the Proving Grounds Road near the present
gate. This alignment will require the relocation of the gate and control
building. The agency stated that the alignment is not currently reflected in
their present planning, but further analysis may show that it can be made
compatible with proposed adjacent land use. (See Appendix E). Alternate
IV will have little or no effect on the installation, and none of the alternates
will have an adverse impact on the operation of the facilities.

THE MARYLANDER CLUB

The Marylander Club is located on the Aberdeen Proving Grounds Road
adjacent to Alternate V. The club, originally known as the Civilian Welfare
Recreational Facility, is a military facility used by the Aberdeen Proving
Grounds civilian employees.

The recreational area consists of a baseball field, picnic tables, fireplaces,
playground, basketball courts, snack bar and club house. Various events
are held here during the summer months, such as clambakes, crabbakes etc.
The facility supports itself to a certain extent and is also aided by non-appro-
priated federal funds.

It is intended to widen the Aberdeen Proving Grounds Road on the southerly

side, thereby not requiring any lands of the recreational facility., Access to
the facility will not be affected since access can be obtained via Ryland Avenue.

LAND USE PLANNING

Scope and Status

The planning process for the study area is assigned to the Maryland
Department of State Planning and the Harford County Planning and Zoning
Commission. The planning for this area is included in the Department of
Planning's ''State Development Plan, " which provides a coordinated program
to guide the future development of the entire state. One of the major elements
in the State's plan is the "Land Use Plan" which describes the general pattern
for the development of land-related facilities and recommends policies for

the management of the State's natural resources. In preparing the '"Land Use
Plan, " the Department of Planning has recently compiled a series of statewide
land use inventories. A '"Land Use Map'' for the study area has been prepared
using the 1973 Land Use Classification Scheme (See Plate V). The land use
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map shows the immediate project area to be predominantly single unit and
multi-unit residential of medium to high density, small commercial estab-
lishments, and military facilities.

The alignments chosen will not adversely affect the existing land use patterns

in the Aberdeen area. Input received from the Aberdeen Proving Grounds in-
dicate that the alignment of Alternate V is not reflected in their present planning
but could be made compatible with the proposed adjacent land use.

Existing Bel Air Avenue and MD Route 22 are the main east-west highways
in the project area, and the General Pulaski Highway (U.S. Route 40) is the
major north-south highway. Bel Air Avenue connects with U.S. Route 22 at
the west and terminates at the military reservation at the east.
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BASIS FOR NEGATIVE DECLARATION



B. BASIS FOR NEGATIVE DECLARATION

The high-speed railroad grade crossing elimination project at Bel Air
Avenue has been classified as a ""major' action. A Negative Declaration
has been prepared in accordance with the requirements of Federal Aid
Highway Program Manual, Transmittal 107, Volume 7, Chapter 7, Section
2, Paragraph 12. Independent studies and consultation with various State
agencies have shown that the project, if implemented, will not have a sig-
nificant impact upon the quality of the human environment.
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C. PROBABLE IMPACT ON THE ENVIRONMENT

IMPACT ON NATURAL ENVIRONMENT

One of the environmental considerations in the immediate project area is

the possible impact of the relocated crossing on the natural and environmental
resources. The physical modifications to the present land pattern in this
residential and commercial area may be altered to some extent, and to a
somewhat lesser extent, indirectly affect the present human community.
Without the presence of ecologically sensitive areas, the impact will generally
cause no adverse effects on ecological relationships.

Field visits were undertaken on several occasions to gain an understanding of
the natural systems functioning within the immediate project area. Of particular
interest in the environmental assessment was the natural vegetation - trees and
undergrowth, as well as communities and habitats of terrestrial and aquatic life.
During these field inspections, the pattern of natural land drainage was also
studied in the immediate vicinity of the project site.

There is very little vegetation on the westerly portion of Alternate V, and in

the vicinity of Alternate IV since the character of the area is basically residential
or commercial. There is some vegetation in the form of crop land on the east-
erly portion of Alternate V, which is a portion of the lands of the Aberdeen
Proving Grounds. There are rows of Larch and Maple trees lining the streets

in the residential area in Alternate V which will be affected due to the widening

in these areas; however the area will be landscaped upon completion of the project.
The presence of fauna in the immediate project area would be generally found in
the protected areas of the Aberdeen Proving Grounds. There are no streams in
the immediate area of the project; therefore there will be no impact on aquatic
life,

SUMMARY OF CONSULTATIONS WITH PUBLIC AND GOVERNMENTAL AGENCIES

Appropriate State agencies were also contacted in order to determine the effect
of the proposed action on the natural resources of the project area. The follow-
ing listing is a summary of comments from these agencies:

1, Water Resources Administration, Department of Natural Resources,
Annapolis: In a letter dated March 19, 1975 (Appendix H), this agency
indicated that the stream systems within the study area which are
affected by the proposed action are not governed by the Natural
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Resources Code, Titles 8 and 9. Also, according to the agency, no
wetlands within the study area are governed by the Natural Resources
Code.

With respect to effective erosion and siltation control measures, the
agency indicated that sedimental control provisions will be reviewed
during the design phase in accordance with standard administrative
procedures.

2. Maryland Wildlife Administration, Department of Natural Resources,
Annapolis: According to this agency, there will be no adverse effect on
wildlife habitat in the study area, and no known valuable or rare species
are likely to be jeopardized by the proposed project.

3. Maryland Forest Service, Department of Natural Resources,
Annapolis: The agency indicated that the project will not affect sites
under their jurisdiction. The agency will therefore not be involved in
the environmental assessment of the proposed grade elimination.

4. Maryland Fisheries Administration, Department of Natural

Resources, Annapolis: According to the agency, no fish habitat will
be affected in the study area.

RELOCATION OF INDIVIDUALS AND FAMILIES IMPACTS

The community affected by Alternates IV and V is primarily a residential area
of low-to-middle income levels., Land use is mixed residential and commercial.
No families will be displaced, and no minority groups will be affected (See
Appendix F). No businesses, non-profit organizations or farms will be affected
and there will be no functional replacement. The following is a statement
regarding compliance with the Civil Rights Act of 1974.

"It is the policy of the Maryland State Highway Administration

to insure 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,
religion, national origin, physical or mental handicap in all
State Highway program projects funded in whole or in part by
the Federal Highway Administration. The State Highway Admin-
istration will not discriminate in highway planning, highway
design, highway construction, the acquisition of Right-of-Way
or the provision of relocation advisory assistance. This policy
has been incorporated into all levels of the highway planning
process in order that proper consideration be given to the social,
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economic, and environmental effects of all highway projects.
Alleged discrimination actions should be addressed to the
State Highway Administration for investigation. '

A summary of the Relocation Assistance Program of the State Highway

Administration of Maryland can be found in Appendix G.

SOCIAL AND ECONOMIC IMPACTS

The community of Aberdeen is bisected by the high-speed line of the

Amtrak Railroad. Both segments of Aberdeen are connected by the at-grade
railroad crossing on Bel Air Avenue. The Aberdeen Proving Grounds is
located in the vicinity of the project, but its operation is not affected by the
Bel Air Avenue crossing since it has direct access via Maryland Routes 715
and 22, Since no other major employment centers are located in the area, a
good portion of the traffic crossing the tracks is generated by local residents.
Bus service is not available in the community, therefore residents must rely
on automobile transportation for local trips. The State Highway Administration
undertook a pedestrian count at Bel Air Avenue, which showed that over 500
pedestrians per day use the tracks., This is mainly due to the fact that there
is a predominantly residential area east of the tracks and a predominantly
commercial area to the west. As a result of the large number of pedestrians
using the crossing, a separate pedestrian overpass has been included in the
project in the area of the existing crossing.

The completion of the proposed project will not have any significant effect on
access to any facilities or activities in the Aberdeen area. Any increased
travel time incurred would probably be offset bythe elimination of waiting time
encountered by the movement of trains through the grade crossing.

The replacement of the existing at-grade crossing will have little or no impact

on local or regional growth. The proposed alignment will require the acquisition
of right-of-way in order to satisy design and safety requirements. The resultant
loss of property will have some impact on the area. Land values immediately
adjacent to the improvements may possibly be subject to an initial decrease.
However, with the elimination of the delays in crossing the tracks resulting from
this project, an eventual increase in land values in the general area of the project
should make itself felt after the first period of adjustment.

The project will not have an adverse impact on public facilities and services.
Access across the tracks will be provided during construction and access to all
public roads will be available, thereby allowing social activities, community and
educational services to function undisturbed. Furthermore, the proposed
improvement will provide fast and direct access for safety equipment, safety
personnel and others who may be concerned with the general health and welfare
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of the community.

Relocation of public and private utilities, such as sanitary sewers, telephone
cables, gas mains, electric lines, etc., will be made with minimal inconven-
ience to the public. Utilities will be installed at their new or temporary
locations prior to curtailing existing services.

AIR QUALITY IMPACTS

To determine the potential air quality impact of the proposed construction,
an analysis of worst-case microscale carbon monoxide concentrations was
made for each of the seven alternates. This analysis allows comparison of
the predicted concentrations adjacent to the roadway to the State and Federal
Ambient Air Quality Standards. The maximum predicted total one-hour
concentration with any alternate is 17. 3 mg/ m3, the maximum eight-hour

5

concentration 7.8 mg/m3, both well below the AAQS of 40 mg/m? and 10 mg/m3.

A mesoscale or regional impact analysis was not conducted as a part of this

“study due to the very localized nature of the project. However, the low traffic

volumes, short length of the project, and the similarity of traffic volumes
among alternates would indicate no adverse effect on regional air quality.

The project is located in the Metropolitan Baltimore Intrastate Air Quality
Control Region, a non-attainment area for photochemical oxidants and carbon
monoxide. Based upon the microscale analysis indicating that there are no

violations of the AAQS's and the lack of potential for regional air quality impact,

the project is consistent with the State Implementation Plan.

A detailed description of the analysis and the results are available in the
technical Air Quality Analysis prepared by the Administration. A letter from
the Department of Health and Mental Hygiene, Environmental Health Adminis-
tration is located in Appendix H.

NOISE IMPACTS

Impacts from traffic noise at sensitive receptors in the project area will be
varied in both degree and scope depending on the alternate considered. A
summary of the impacts is given below.

No. of Noise No. of Violations Range of Noise Level
Alternate Sensitive Areas of Design Noise Levels Increases (or decreases)
I 4 0 -3dBA to -5dBA
II 12 0 -11dBA to +7dBA
111 12 0 -11dBA to +7dBA
v 0 - -
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No. of Noise No. of Violations Range of Noise Level
‘ Alternate Sensitive Areas of Design Noise Levels Increases (or decreases)
A% 10 0 -10dBA to +3dBA
Vi 4 0 -3dBA to -7TdBA
Close 13 0 -10dBA to +3dBA

Two factors, in general, account for the minor or negligible noise impacts;
1) relocation of traffic routes (i.e. road alignments) further away from
sensitive receptors, and 2) low projected traffic volumes. No violations
of Federal design noise levels will occur with any of the alternates under
study. The charts on pages 19 and 20 indicate design year noise level. See
Alternate maps for location of noise sensitive areas.

Noise Sensitive Areas
High Speed Railroad Grade Crossing Elimination
Bel Air Avenue (MD 132)
Aberdeen, Maryland

Noise Sensitive
Area Description

1 Aberdeen Village. Three story multi-family brick
apartment buildings located south of Bel Air Avenue
(MD 132) and east of the Amtrak Railroad, southeast
of the existing railroad grade crossing.

2 North side of Mitchell Avenue. Closest dwelling to
proposed project alignments is 21 Mitchell Avenue.
Single story, single family, frame residences, located
south of the existing railroad grade crossing.

3 South side of Mitchell Avenue. Closest dwelling to
project alignments is 26 Mitchell Avenue. Single story,
single family, frame residences, located south of the
existing railroad grade crossing.

4 &5 North and south sides of Raymond Avenue, respectively.
Closest residences to project alignments are 29 and 32
Raymond Avenue, respectively. Single story, single
family, frame residences, located south of the existing
railroad crossing.

6 Three (3) single family, single story, frame residences
located on Green Avenue and Smith Avenue, south of
. existing railroad crossing.
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. Noise Sensitive
Area Description

7 Several single family, single story, frame residences
located along the north side of Aberdeen Proving Ground
Road from Old Post Road to Engle Avenue.

8 Several single family residences located along north
side of Aberdeen Proving Ground Road from Darlington
Avenue to east of Swan Street.

9 Two (2) single family residences and a playground
located along north side of Aberdeen Proving Ground
Road from east of Swan Street to Liberty Street.

10 Marylander Restaurant and recreational area located
along north side of Aberdeen Proving Ground Road.

11 Numerous single family residences located along the
west side of Old Post Road at the side-street intersections
with Smith, Green, Raymond and Mitchell Avenue.

12 Several single family residences located along east side
of Old Post Road at side-street intersections of Norman
and Green Avenues.

13 Bible Baptist Church. Brick and frame church located
on north side of Mitchell Avenue, west of Old Post Road.

14 Two (2) single family, single story, frame residences
located east of the intersection of Old Post Road and Grove
Street.

15 Grove Presbyterian Church. Stone church located on the
southeast corner of the intersection of Bel Air Avenue
and Old Post Road.

16 Aberdeen Village. Numerous two story brick and frame

townhouse units located on the southwest corner of the
intersection of Old Post Road and Bel Air Avenue.
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WATER QUALITY IMPACTS

The immediate project site is considerably developed. There are no streams
or well defined drainage basins within the project area. Some erosion and
siltation control measures will be required for urban storm water runoff. The
Water Resources Administration, Department of Natural Resources, Annapolis,
in a letter dated March 19, 1975, (Appendix I) indicated sediment control
provisions will be reviewed during the design stage in accordance with standard
administrative procedures.

Improvements in storm sewers will result in a more efficient drainage system.
The long-range environmental impact of these improvements will be beneficial
to the community. As mentioned earlier, sound construction methods will
contribute to the control of erosion and siltation during the construction phase
of the project.

CONSTRUCTION IMPACTS

The specific impact of the construction of the proposed grade-separafed
crossing on its environment can be divided into two categories:

1. Construction
2. Maintenance and Operation of the Facility

1. Construction Phase

This phase of the project is associated with construction activities that
result in temporary and unavoidable adverse effects. To mitigate these
effects, the State Highway Administration has incorporated in its standard
specifications for highway contracts certain clauses relating to the follow-
ing considerations:

a., Erosion and Sediment Control and Stream Pollution

In order to provide protection from pollution during construction, the
Maryland State Highway Administration adopted an Erosion and Sediment
Control Program. This program was endorsed by the Maryland Depart-
ment of Natural Resources on September 3, 1970 (in accordance with
Chapter 245 of the Acts of the 1970 Maryland General Assembly).

Every effort was made during the study phase to integrate the highway
alignment with the surrounding topography. During this phase, contact
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was maintained with the Department of Natural Resources and the
Bureau of Soils and Foundations.

During the design phase, items for erosion and sediment control
will be included in the construction plans and specifications.

The construction of permanent drainage facilities, permanent ground
cover and other contract work, which will contribute to the control

of siltation will be accomplished as soon as possible. Initial seeding
will be provided for areas which will be subject to exposure for extended
periods of time,

Adequate supervision of construction will ensure that the design methods
for controlling pollution will be performed in proper sequence and
application. The contractor will be prevented from discharging chem-
icals, fuels, lubricants, raw sewage or other harmful waste into natural
or man-made watercourses.

Air and Noise -Pollution

In order to control air pollution during the construction phase of site
clearing, the contractor will be prohibited from the open burning of
demolished structures, debris and plant life. Dust caused by grading
operations will be controlled with the use of sprayers. Proper precau-
tions will be taken to minimize air and noise pollution from the con-
tractor's construction equipment.

Landscaping

In restoring the landscape due consideration will be given to retaining
the pastoral character of the area by conserving the natural surroundings
with planting of indigenous species of saplings and bushes in an informal
pattern. Sites outside the construction limits used for borrow pits or
waste areas will be properly graded and landscaped.

Maintenance of Traffic

Care will be exercised during the construction of the proposed facility
in maintaining access to all adjoining residences and business estab-
lishments. Where necessary, proper detours, guards, signing and
other safety precautions will be used to ensure the least obstruction
and inconvenience to local traffic. The construction of the bridge over
the tracks will be coordinated with the Amtrak Railroad so as not to
interfere with their operations.
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2. Maintenance of Facility

The proper maintenance of a highway facility after construction is an
important factor in the consideration of long-term environmental effects.
Normal application of ice control chemicals during winter maintenance
periods, as well as accidental dumping and improper storage, can result

in serious environmental problems. Control of application rates and proper
storage methods for de-icing salts will minimize the contamination of sur-
face and subsurface runoff water.

The employment of regular maintenance techniques to avoid soil erosion,
dust, and sediment control, as well as utilization of landscaping, will
mitigate the adverse environmental effects associated with a highway
facility.

HISTORICAL AND ARCHEOLOGICAL SITES IMPACT

In a letter dated February 28, 1975 (Appendix J), the Maryland Historical
Trust, Annapolis, indicated that there are no historical or archeological sites
within the project area. The unearthing of any archeological or paleontological
remains during construction of the proposed action is not anticipated. However,
if such remains are uncovered, the contractor will halt construction activities
in the area until a determination is made as to their archeological significance.

A Section 4 (f) Statement is not required for this project since the action does

not require the acquisition of publicly-owned lands in parks, recreation areas,
wildlife refuges or historic sites of national, state or local significance.

VISUAL EFFECT

A grade separation structure is not as aesthetically pleasing as an at-grade
roadway; however, as it is the intent of this project to eliminate the railroad
grade crossing, due consideration will be given to the architectural treatment
of the bridge and retaining walls so as not to detract from the visual quality of
the area. Alternate IV, which will consist of the modification of the ramps at
the interchange of U.S. 40 and the Northern Thruway (MD Route 22) will not
appreciably change the aesthetics of the area. All precautions will be taken to
preserve existing trees, and the area will be landscaped in the vicinity of the
project.
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D. ALTERNATIVES

ALIGNMENT DEVELOPMENT

At the inception of the project, numerous alternatives were studied which
would involve connecting Bel Air Avenue from north of U.S. Route 40 to

south of the Amtrak Railroad. All these plans involved an overpass at U. S.
Route 40 in downtown Aberdeen. None of these schemes were pursued further
because all resulted in excessive property damage. Still other alternatives
were developed south of U.S. Route 40 beginning at grade with U.S. Route 40 or
Bel Air Avenue and terminating at various locations on Old Post Road. All of
these alternatives involved an overpass at the Amtrak rail lines. These
alternates were presented at a public hearing held on July 26, 1976 and were
again rejected due to the excessive property damage and disruption to the
community.

The officials of the town of Aberdeen suggested an alignment which passed
through the Aberdeen Proving Grounds and had a more southerly crossing

over the Amtrak rail lines. The Planning Commission also suggested that

this alignment be proposed in conjunction with the modification to the Route

22 and Route 40 interchange which would allow for all the possible turning
movements. Those alignments were considered and modified to locate the
grade crossing in closer proximity to the existing crossing which was warranted
following the appraisals of an origin and destination study.

Guidelines for the selection of the various study lines provided for minimized
right-of-way acquisition, adequate design features to ensure safety and comfort
to vehicular and pedestrian traffic, as well as due consideration of aesthetics.
Included among socio-economic considerations were the effects of additional

cost and travel time, the effects on residences caused by disruption and displace-
ment, conformance with community goals and aspirations, and the impact on
established environmental patterns.

COMPARISON OF ALTERNATIVES

The alternatives selected for presentation were evaluated on the basis of their
ability to meet project objectives. Alternates I and VI had identical reverse
curve alignments with Alternate I incorporating an underpass and Alternate VI
an overpass. This alignment required the acquisition of four (4) commercial
buildings and required the installation of a new traffic signal at U.S. Route 40
and Plater Street. Alternate I eliminated much of the parking area near the
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‘ commercial buildings east of Route 40, but Alternate VI utilized a viaduct
to provide additional space beneath the overpass. Alternates II and III also
had identical reverse curve alignments with Alternate II incorporating an
underpass and Alternate III an overpass. These alignments did not require
the acquisition of any commercial or residential buildings. A portion of Old
Post Road would be widened from Norman Avenue to existing Bel Air Avenue.
Alternate V would provide for additional turning movements at the intersection
of Route 40 and Route 22, There would be no commercial or residential
building affected by this alignment. Alternate V considers both an overpass
and underpass at the Amtrak railroad. This alignment required the widening
of the Proving Ground Road and construction of a new portion of roadway across
the Aberdeen Proving Grounds. This alignment would not require the acquisi-
tion.of any commercial or residential buildings, but it would require the relocation
of the gate house of the entrance to the Aberdeen Proving Grounds on the Proving '
Ground Road. With an increase in traffic, signals would be necessary at Old
Post Road intersection (Alternates II and III), and the Route 22 intersection
(Alternate V) within 12 - 13 years. Alternates I and VI would result in increased
left-turn movements on U.S. Route 40.

The alternative plans were also compared on the basis of construction costs,
right-of-way costs, and the displacement of families through acquisition of
properties. The following table shows a comparison of project length, construc-
tion costs, right-of-way costs, and acquisition:

Alter- Length Construction R.O. W, Total Bldgs. to be Acq.
nate Ft. Cost ($) Cost ($) Cost ($) Resid. Comm.
I 1,860 5, 324,500% 692, 000 6, 016, 500+ 0 4
II 3,410 5,296, 200% 342, 000 5, 6838, 200 0 0
III | 3,410 3,669,420 342, 000 4,011,420 0 0
IV ‘ 840 940, 800 1, 000 941, 800 0 0
V overpass 7,995 3,906, 220 494, 000 4,400, 220 0 0
V underpass 7,995 5, 485, 300 494, 000 5, 879, 300 0 0
VI 1, 860 | 3,726, 700 692, 000 4,418, 700 0 4

No-build - 218, 000 - 218, 000 0 0

*Does not include annual maintenance and operation cost
of pumps ($2160 per year)
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RIGHT-OF-WAY REQUIREMENTS

Though the width of right-of-way for the grade-separated crossing will be
influenced by traffic requirements, land use, topography, and costs of land
acquisition, it will generally be determined by design requirements. Final
acquisition, however, will be approached with realistic and mindful analysis
of affected properties. With regard to R.O. W. takings, care was exercised
in selecting the various alignments so as to minimize acquisition and damage
to residential and commercial properties. Relatively steep grades (5%) were
used to reduce the impacts of the approach roadways. Retained fill sections
are proposed to reduce the roadway width.

The following table indicates the right-of-way zoning and the acquisition area
(in acres) required for the alternatives considered:

UNIMPROVED PROPERTY AFFECTED IMPROVED PROPERTY
AFFECTED
. Total
Alternate  Zoning Acres Zoning Units Costs
I M-2, B-3 & Mil. 2.5 M-2, B-3 4 $692, 000
I M-2, B-3, R-2&Mil. 2.4 - None 342,000
III M-2, B-3, R-2& Mil. 2.4 - None 342,000
*IV M-1 0.1 - None 1, 000
*V M-2, B-3 & Mil. ~ 11.3 - None 494, 000
VI M-2, B-3 & Mil. 2.5 M-2 & B-3 4 692, 000
R-2, R-3 - Residential
B-3 - General Business
M-1 - Limited Industrial
M-2 - Light Industrial
Mil. - Military

ate
R

Selected Alternates
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OVERPASS AND UNDERPASS STRUCTURES

The overpass and underpass structures considered in the proposed alternates
are in accordance with the standards of the Bureau of Bridge Design of the

State Highway Administration and conform to the current AASHTO and AREA
specifications. The railroad overpass superstructure for Alternate VI was
proposed as a multi-span structure with stub abutments, welded plate girder
spans and a composite reinforced concrete dec. The superstructure for
Alternates III and V was proposed as a single-span structure with full height
abutments, welded plate girder spans and a composite reinforced concrete deck.
Because this bridge will cross electrified lines of the railroad, it is proposed
that the stringers be constructed of weathering steel to eliminate repainting

and associated maintenance. The superstructure for Alternates I, Il and V was
proposed as a single-span structure with full height abutments, multi-girder
span and a combined asphalt and aggregate deck. Construction of an underpass
would have required the construction of a temporary bridge to carry the railroad
over the proposed structure site while the permanent structure is being built
beneath it.

The required horizontal and vertical clearances for the railroad overpass and
underpass are in accordance with those specified by the Amtrak Railroad.
Provision has been made for future track centers of 14 feet, with a minimum
lateral clearance of 18'-6'"" from the centerline of the outer tracks. For the
railroad and pedestrian overpass, a minimum vertical clearance of 24'-3" has
been set from the top of rail to the underside of the structure. The minimum
vertical clearance on the underpass has been set at 16'-9" from the roadway
to the underside of the structure.

The modifications to the existing electrification facilities are similar for all

the overpass alternatives. Existing structures and transmission wires will be
raised to provide the required vertical clearance. The existing catenary will
be temporarily lowered to allow for the construction of the new overhead bridge.
Subsequently, the catenary will be raised and regraded to provide for proper
pantograph contact and current collection. Finally, a bonding and grounding of
the existing catenary structures, as well as of the new overhead bridge and
barrier will be required.

PEDESTRIAN CROSSING FACILITY

From the inception of the project, local officials have voiced strong opposition
at closing the grade crossing as it would hinder pedestrians from shopping in
the downtown business district. The State Highway Administration undertook

a pedestrian count at Bel Air Avenue which showed that over 500 pedestrians
per day use the crossing. A separate facility for pedestrians has been included

- 27 -



Wl

in all the alternates.

Two alternatives were considered in providing access for pedestrians across
the railroad tracks at Bel Air Avenue. The first alternative involved the
renovation and modification of the existing railroad pedestrian subway under-
pass, 200 feet west of the grade crossing. Using flat grades on ramps
(preferably 8. 33% max,) is recommended to accommodate the physically
handicapped and the elderly. This would require the replacement of the steps
at both ends of the tunnel with ramp structures. A TV monitoring system
would also be required to ensure public safety through the underpass. It is
estimated that this modified pedestrian underpass would cost $275, 000.

The second alternative would involve a pedestrian overpass at the Bel Air
Avenue crossing. The pedestrian overpass, shown on the plans, has the
same configuration for all the alternates. To prevent pedestrians from using
the at-grade crossing, it will be necessary to provide fencing on both sides of
the structure. The total cost of the pedestrian overpass is estimated at
$218,000. This has been recommended and is included in the construction
estimate.

DESCRIPTION OF SELECTED ALTERNATES

The recommended alignment for the proposed grade crossing elimination
would be a combination of two alternates, Alternate IV and Alternate V.
Alternate IV (See Plates X and XI) involves the barricading of the existing
Bel Air Avenue crossing and the modification of the ramps at the intersection
of U.S. Route 40 and the Northern Thruway (MD Route 22). It will provide
for the widening of the off ramp of Route 22, on the southerly side of Route
40, thus allowing for an additional lane which will be utilized as an on ramp
for traffic moving from Route 40 to southbound Route 22. The addition of this
lane will eliminate left turn movements for eastbound traffic on Route 40.

The modification will also allow northbound traffic on Route 22 to make a left
turn onto Ramp D, which is an extension of Rogers Street, and thereby gain
access to the Aberdeen area. The structure on Route 22, crossing Route 40,
will be widened to accommodate a standby lane to facilitate this movement.
Right-of-way acquisition will be limited to a small portion of a commercial
property adjacent to the widened ramp. The project extends for a distance of
840 feet or 0, 16 miles.

Alternate V (See Plates XII and XIII) begins at the intersection of Chesapeake
Road and Route 22, the alignment proceeds in a westerly direction through

the lands of the Aberdeen Proving Grounds and intersects the Aberdeen Proving
Grounds Road approximately 125 feet south of the present Proving Grounds gate.
It then proceeds northwesterly along the Aberdeen Proving Grounds Road and
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curves to the right following the roads present alignment. It then bends to
the left in a northerly direction, passes over the Amtrak rail lines, and bends
to the right, parallel with U.S. Route 40 to its terminus with existing Bel Air
Avenue approximately 150 feet southeast of U.S. Route 40. This alignment
requires the relocation of the gate and gate house on the Aberdeen Proving
Grounds Road to a point south of its present location. It also necessitates
the dead-ending of Greene Avenue at its intersection with the Aberdeen Proving
Ground Road. This plan requires the acquisition of right-of-way across the
Aberdeen Proving Grounds for the new section of roadway. It also requires
minor acquisition of property along the southerly and westerly side of the
Aberdeen Proving Ground Road for the improvements in these areas. The
project extends for a distance of 7995 feet or 1.51 miles.

A pedestrian overpass will be included with these alternates in the area of the
existing crossing on Bel Air Avenue.

JUSTIFICATION OF SELECTED ALTERNATIVE

A combination of Alternates IV and V along with a pedestrian overpass at the
location of the existing crossing is recommended for the replacement of the
- Bel Air Avenue grade crossing.

This combination of alternates were endorsed by the officials of the Town of
Aberdeen and the Aberdeen Planning Commission. Alternate V was considered
least disruptive to the community since it did not require re-routing traffic
through the residential area to the east of the tracks, and also utilized the
existing signalization at the intersection of U.S. Route 40 and Bel Air Avenue.
Alternate IV will provide additional turning movements at the interchange of
U.S. Route 40 and MD Route 22, thereby allowing Route 22 to be utilized more
fully by local residents as access to and from the Aberdeen area.
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E. PUBLIC HEARING

Preliminary planning work for the grade crossing elimination was completed

and various alignments were presented at a Combined Location and Design
Public Hearing held on July 26, 1976, at the Hillsdale Elementary School,

810 Edmund Street, Aberdeen, Harford County, Maryland. The Public Hearing
was conducted by the State Highway Administration, Maryland Department of
Transportation, in accordance with the Maryland Department of Transportation's
Action Plan and pursuant to Article 41 - Section 208E of the Annotated Code of
Maryland (1974 Supplement). The following input obtained at the Public Hearing
as well as from responses received after the Hearing has been made a part of
the official records of the project.

The general public expressed views relating to'the social, economic and
environmental aspects of the alternative alignments. Local residents were
concerned with the impact of the various alternatives on their individual homes
as well as the possible disruption of established community patterns.

The officials of the Town of Aberdeen were not thoroughly convinced that the
existing grade crossing need be eliminated, but presented with the possibility

of having the crossing closed and no improvements made, the officials felt they
should try to provide somw input into obtaining the least objectionable alignment.
One of the alignments they suggested was one which begins near the thruway
then moves onto government land and crosses the Old Proving Ground Boulevard
in the vicinity of the Marylander Club, then swings around the Aberdeen Well
Field and crosses the railroad and Route 7 and terminates with a full interchange
on Route 40. The Planning Commission then presented a proposal to provide
for a left turning movement into the downtown area at the Rogers Street inter-
change for traffic moving west on Route 22 and wishing to exit onto Route 40.

In response to the towns suggestions, Alternate V has been added to provide a
more southerly route, but it has been modified to intersect the Proving Grounds
Road and follows the roads alignment before crossing the railroad and
terminating at Bel Air Avenue. Alternate IV has also been added to accommodate
the towns' suggestion to modify the Route 22 and Route 40 interchange to provide
for two additional turning movements.
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A resident suggested that a major road be built on the easterly side of the
tracks from the Susquehanna River to the Bush River with connections to the

westerly side of the tracks. At Bel Air Avenue this connection could be in
the form of an underpass at the existing crossing which would be aesthetically
more acceptable than an overpass.

Since the scope of this report is merely the replacement of the grade crossing
at Bel Air Avenue, attention was directed to this aspect of the proposal.
Alternates I, II and V consider the possibility of an underpass, but not at the
location of the existing crossing since it would be impossible to have a
connection with Route 40 and still maintain acceptable grades.

A resident also questioned why the reports state that there is no significant
impact on the environment. An overpass has to have some environmental
impacts as far as aesthetics are concerned.

There would be no significant impact to air pollution, water pollution or
sedimentation. An overpass, although considered as a negative impact
aesthetically, has the advantage of having a positive impact on the health and
welfare of the community because there is no question that the proposed over-
pass on relocated Bel Air Avenue makes the road much safer, and there is less
chance of any loss of life or damage to property.

The Grove Street Presbyterian Church expressed concern over the project
since it would affect accessibility to the church and thereby affect the church's
growth and stability. The church officials also stated that no state or local °
officials had directly contacted them with reference to the project. They
emphasized their strong support for an underpass rather than an overpass
since they feel it would have, in their opinion, ''far less negative impact on
property values than an overpass'.

. In response to the Church's area of concern about lack of official contact, the
State Highway Administration has offered to set up a meeting with the Church
representatives and the Town Commissioners to discuss the project. However,
it was also pointed out that the various public meetings and hearings which have
been held on this project are the methods normally used to receive input from
concerned individuals and groups.

A resident suggested that we consider an alternate which would begin at the
intersection of Bel Air Avenue and Route 40 and then continue north and cross
the tracks approximately 200 feet north of the existing crossing and then bend
south and tie into existing Bel Air Avenue. He claims since a natural bank
exists on the Northwest side of the tracks, it would greatly reduce the cost of
the project.

An on-site inspection was performed by an engineer from the Maryland
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Department of Transportation and the following was noted. A bank does
exist on the Northwest side of the tracks, but the height above the tracks

is only 5 1/2 feet which would mean the overpass would have to be much
higher. The grades encountered on the proposed alignment would be
approximately 20% which is excessive, and the horizontal alignment would
include a curve whose radius is 100 feet which is far below the requirements
for proper design.

As a result of the input received from the initial Public Hearing, several
alternates were dropped from further consideration.

Alternate C was retained and considered again both as an overpass (Alternate
VI) or as an underpass (Alternate I). The no-build alternate which was iden-
tified as Alternate E was retained and under this particular project the '"'nobuild"
consisted of barricading the existing crossing, with only a pedestrian facility
being provided.

Alternate F was retained and considered again both as an overpass (Alternate
III) or as an underpass (Alternate II).

Two new alternates were added. These were Alternate IV which was the
modification to the existing interchange at Maryland 22 and U.S. Route 40
which would provide for two new traffic movements. The other alternate was
Alternate V which included the option of an underpass or overpass at the
railroad tracks and followed Aberdeen Proving Ground Road to the vicinity of
the Proving Grounds gate, at which point the new roadway would proceed
through the Aberdeen Proving Grounds property and connect to Maryland
Route 22, where it intersects with Chesapeake Road. All of the alternates

presented include a pedestrian overpass at Bel Air Avenue and the Amtrak
Railroad.

These alternates were presented at a Combined Location and Design Public
Hearing held on November 30, 1978, at the Hillsdale Elementary School, 810
Edmund Street, Aberdeen, Harford County, Maryland. This Public Hearing
was also conducted by the State Highway Administration, Maryland Department
of Transportation, in accordance with the Maryland Department of Transporta-
tion's Action Plan and pursuant to Article 41 - Section 208E of the Annotated
Code of Maryland (1974 Supplement). The following input obtained at the Public
Hearing as well as from responses received after the Hearing, has been made
a part of the official records of the project. Several letters following this Pub-
lic Hearing summary also contain detailed responses to comments expressed
~during the hearing process.

The majority of input received was again from local residents basically

concerned with the impact of the various alignments on their homes, as well
as the possible disruption of the community as a whole.
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The Commissioners of Aberdeen supported the combination of Alternates IV
and V (overpass). They felt that either alternate alone would not accomplish
the desired results and would merely add to the congestion that already exists
on Route 40 in Aberdeen.

Mr. Benjamin Burns spoke on behalf of his mother, Matilda Burns, who lives
at 30 Raymond Avenue. He felt that the crossing should be located at the south
end of town in the vicinity of Old Philadelphia Road. He also felt an underpass
was impractical from a maintenance standpoint, and that Alternates IIl and V
would allow debris to be thrown from the overpass onto the properties below.
He stated that if any of the six (6) alternates had to be chosen, he would favor
a combination of Alternates IV and VI,

In response to Mr. Burns' statements, a more southerly crossing has been
previously studied and rejected due to the findings of an origin and destination
study conducted by the state which supported the need for a crossing in the
vicinity of existing Bel Air Avenue (See Appendix N). It was also noted that
we can prevent objects from falling or being thrown from the overpass by the
installation of protective fencing specifically designed for this purpose.

Ms. BarbaraKreamer, a Harford County Councilwoman elect, favored the
adoption of a combination of Alternates IV and V (overpass). She suggested
that consideration be given to extending the pedestrian overpass over Route 40
to provide safer access to the downtown area. '

. The possibility of extending the overpass was studied and several alternates
were considered. All alternates involved the acquisition of property in the
downtown area, and the disruption to the business community did not justify
further consideration of this proposal.

Mr. Robert Carn, a representative of the Grove Street Church, indicated that
the church was in favor of insuring stabilization and maintenance of the integrity
of the neighborhood east of Route 40. They felt the interest in Aberdeen would
best be served by adopting the combination of Alternates IV and V (underpass).
An underpass would detract less from the neighborhood, would reduce the noise
pollution, eliminate the possibility of thrown objects from the overpass, and
would not provide walls which could be defaced.

Due consideration would be given to the architectural treatment of the bridge
and retaining walls for the overpass, and predicted noise levels are within the
acceptable limits for the overpass alignments.

Mr. Joseph Linzmeier noted there is little difference between Alternates III

and V, but he felt with Alternate V, some people would attempt to use Norman
Avenue as access to the overpass and possibly cause some traffic congestion.
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Mr. Raymond Warfield, a member of the Board of Commissioners, made a
comment pertaining to the intersection at Routes 22 and 40 being a complete
interchange with all possible movements. It was noted that all movements
would be possible with the widening of Ramp C, and with the installation of
signals at Ramp D and Route 22.
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JERRY A. NOLEN HARRY S. WYRE b ;
PRESIDENT 2

CLERK AND TREASURER
PAYMOND H. WARFIELD 272-2222

WILLIAM B. HAUSE

JOHN S. LANDBECK. JR
RONALD KUPFERMAN

ATTORNEY
THOMAS W. BURNS

THE COMMISSIONERS OF ABERDEEN <
P.O. BOX 70 '
ABERDEEN, MARYLAND 21001 27 November 1978

Mr. Harry J. Pistel

District Engineer

State Highway Administration

2323 W. Joppa Road

Brooklandville, Maryland 21022

) RE: High-Speed Railroad Grade Crossing
Elimination _
Bel Air Avenue, Aberdeen, Maryland

Dear Mr. Pistel:

The Commissioners of Aberdeen hereby officially inform all interested parties,
concerning the referenced project, that the Commissioners of Aberdeen support alternate
#IV and alternmate-#V(overpass) as presented at the combined location and design
information meeting held on November 16, 1978. The Commissioners on several occasions
prior to the November 16, 1978, meeting made known the Towns support for a combination
of the two (2) above mentioned alternates as a package. In our opinion the combination
of the two (2) alternates is the best solution to provide for the movement of vehicular

and pedestrian traffic thru Aberdeen and to provide adequate access and egress to the
dowvntown section of Aberdeen.

The Commissioners and most of the residents of Aberdeen feel that either
alternate IV or alternate V(overpass) alone would not accomplish the desired results
but probably would add to the congestion that already exists in Rt. 40-Bel Air
Avenue Downtown Section of Town. In our discussions and review of the proposed alternate
with the Aberdeen Fire Department, Aberdeen Police Department and Aberdeen Public Works
Department they all pointed out to the Commissioners the desirability of having
alternate IV and alternate V(overpass) constructed in order that the very essential
services provided by there departments can be accomplished with the minimal amount of
delay in responding to the needs of the residents of the areas of Town that will
be affected by the closing of the high speed railroad crossing at E. Bel Air Avenue.

We are looking forward to attending the’ combined location and design public

hearing on November 30, 1978 and ask that this letter be made a part of the official
record of this public hearing.

Please contact me or the Director of Public Works at any time if you have any
questions or desire additional information.

Very truly yours, .

THE COMMISSIONERS OF ABERDEEN

P

cc: Commissioners of Aberdeen é;ﬁgY A. NOLEN
Planning Commission _Pfesident
Director of Public Works

- e



. ‘ § Ma/ylandﬂepartmentof7iansportatmn T oy Y triemann
% . M.S. Caitriger
‘ ? State Hugnway Acmumsuanon o i Ademmetraterss
”7f;:§£._ oo .. -January 2, 1979 -
— g Tt SubjeCE{ T Contradt No."H 665-001-482
T E.A.P. Now RR I8 (19)

. High Speed Railroad Grade _
IR ... Crossing Elimination at
< . .- . . .Bel Air Avenue (Md. 132)

Mr. Benjamxn Burns
:.22 Prospect. Mill-~ ‘Road "~ ¢
--Bell Alr,: Ma:ylandl-.21Q14'

Dear’ Mr BurnS"

. Im nepl; to yonr’verbal comments which were made at the Combined Loca-
. ~t10n and .Design .Public ‘Hearing held. on November 30, 1978 for the subject -
- project,.- please oe advised as’ follows : '
-uYoux:suggesa;on'that.theaoverpass should be located at the south end
of town-is somewhat similar' ta the suggested alignments which the Town
. Commissioners offered at the July 26, 1976 Combined Location and Design
T . .: Pubiic ‘Hearing.-As avresult.of these ‘suggestions and at the specific re~
( quest of. the Town's planner, an origin and destination traffic survey was
-conducted to -determine the best location for the replacement structure.
- Our traffic-engineers reviewed®this survey amd concluded that a structure
‘near Bel Air -Avenwve would be the best location since it would be closest

- to the major area of generation and would be the least llkely to inconven~ -
-ience  those .persons.living.east of the railroad tracks.

- Many:caunts-have-been taken to- determine the flow of traffic in this
area. - Besides the Origin &.Destination Study, Turning Movement Counts,
Classified-Counts, and Portable Hoses, counts have been conducted at num
erous locations to properly analyze the travel condztions. -

- Presently, 8400'dallyrtrips are made across the Penn Central Railroad
at Bel Air ‘Avenue. ~ Of these trips 147 or 1150 are bound for or coming from
the north on U.S.. Route 40, 49% or 4100 of these trips are bound for or
- coming from the south-on U.S.. Route 40. ‘The remaining 37% or 3150 of these
trips are bound: for .or.coming from the west on Maryland Route 132.

""A detailed breakdown of the traffic patterns is available for vour
review if vou so desire. . However, a simple explanation might serve to
answer vour concerns. The historic trend. the local erowth patterns., the

~

~My-teleohone numbe s 383-4303

.+ . .. < L. .Consultant: -Porter-and Ripa.,
g _— - Assoeiates, Ine. - -
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i
Mr..BenJamxn Burns
Page 2
‘ . January 2, 1979

RN e

e

TTEETY Ty BhTca et oas

flans, the Ste;ewlde grgygg;gaces are all consxdered in our L o

projections./.The projections to the year 200l om this project are some ~ ~. 1.

of the lowght-growth predictions in the entire state. Less than 1.25% a L
i fase is-.less. than the statewide average (6% a year)... It is also—— "

the~6 5% a- year—average. of Harford: ‘County. . Ihe proleetion of ..

. ‘County growth

5, would over: the de51gn.of this facility for the forecast.period. Other
e B -*th.checks~have been made of population figures for- the'xneorporated
L .. Aberdeen's population growth .is slightly-wmder-2%'a "
:f~year. (Harfotdveeunty s~overall -growth-is-4%- awyear)-wif—youfnoticed“'j,“,u
..+ om our- traffic. forecasts, the residential area east. of .the.tracks shows o

.. virtually no growth. However, there:.is a slight increase in trips: to*and.,n.i
. from APG,. Attached are several sketches which roughly illustrate the = . . .. ...
_.volume of.vehicles-under several of the-alternates. Please feel free to'Qa;_ngm_”'

ask.any other questions about: the~traff1c,patterns that: you have concerns
about. - - :

To: address your concern about the three: homes which Veeuld-becomefvl
- bombing-targets' under the Alternate III alignment, preventative measures

can be taken to mitigate. this possibility by providing protective feneing
which is- Speciflcally designed for this purpose.
{ I Your~reference-to-an Yearlier meeting when Plan IV wa3?suggested"fahd
' it was stated at this meeting that if there was an emergency onm the east
- side of the tracks that emergency vehicles might not be able to respond
if there was an accident on the Route 22 bridge which had both lanes
‘blocked, was probably the meeting which was held by the Town Commissioners
on October 10, 1977. From perusal of this transcript the statement was
- made by -one of the Town Commissioners and we agree that. the cnances of this
- pccurring would be very slim.

-Your comments and. suggestions have been studied and evaluated and I
. hope we have satisfactorily addressed your concerns. If you have any fur-
ther questions, please do not hesitate to comtact us.

Very truly yours

—
EST:NFK:vt Earle S. Freedman
i e e i e— - — ——ASSd stant -Chief Engineer
Attachment Bridee Development

er: Mr. I. C. Huches

o o e ittt s ettt s+ s s



. Maryland Department of Tiansportawon -~ R i ‘""'"‘"\g}Q, .
State Highm;.ﬁidn;umsltrnion :' S o L Ram ','. '
. - 7; .,...

. .- January 2, 1979

Subjéct: Contract No. H 665-001-482
- F.&.P. No. RR_18(19) . . ._ __
High Speed Railroad Grade
- Crossing Elimination at
.. - Bel Air Avenue (Md. 132)
.. Lonsultant:. Porter and Ripa

_ et e L T pegoeiates, Inc
«» Msy. Barbara Kreamer . - - . ¢ ' ool w i

©..°70L Beards Hilk Road - .. .. . . ..
hiAbgrdeen,iﬁa;ylanﬁQQZIOOIT?}J,ﬂh,mJiii;ﬁ wT

. .. e B a1 i =

~— e b

e FEER I G -

. +:Dear Ms..Kreamer: :

:;vuInwreﬁly.to:yotr’vérbalrcomments”andureéommendations which'were.made
.-at the: November 3@}31978.Pgblic.ﬁearing.for.the;subject project, please be
"~ . advised: as-follows: " S

.LﬂXoux,suggéétionWCQ}gxtend-:he.proposedrpedestrian overpass over U. S.
Rte.. 40 has. been: transmitted to the consultant assigned to this project and
-three different. methods of providing this service have consequently been
.studied@mﬁﬂouévér;.because-of property damage, and disruption to the down-
. town business area, ‘the. feasibility of implementing any of the three methods
' . seems impractical., ' Also, the cost would be approximately triple the cost of
- - the pedestrian-overpass which spans only the railroad track. '

:Since this project is intended to eliminate the grade crossing at the
railroad tracks, there are certain limitations which apply. Solutions to
problems other than those directly coanected to the elimination of the

- crossing at-the railroad are therefore not a part of this "Demonstration
Project” and would have to be handled as an entirely different itez.

" Thank you: for vour interest in this project and if we can be of further
. assistance, please do not hesitate to contact us.

Verv truly vours

Z=

/
ESF:NFK:vt Earle S. Freedman -
Assistant ‘Chief Engineer
cc: Mr. H. J. Pistel Bridge Develcpment
e e+ et e MMT——L-—C-—HBE—{-% ..... e e o e L e

. ’ My {BieNNTE AU™MDe o Te e,

ve V. ameman



-~ Marnyi

and Depanment of Transportation parmann . memarn \Q/\

ind M. S. Cattrider
State Highway Agminmistration o - Admintstrato
- : =
o = ’ . < .
Y SO S A -December-26, 1978 . . T, e
T e . ) TS
) : & Subject: Contract No. H 665-001-482
F.A.P. No. RR 18(19)
T - . -:High Speed Railroad Grade

~..Crossing Elimination at
o : .. ..Bel. Air- Avenue (Md. 132)
L. .. Consultant: Porter and Ripa
. Asgociates, Inc.

" Mr. Robert. Carn™ ™"
- 818 Lorine Court
'.AAberdeen, Maryland 21001

Lo

. - /Dear Mr. Carn:;_:A

...

. -mInareply~toryour-verba; comments which were made as a representative
- from Grove. Church.at the: Combined Location and Design Public. Hearing held
on November 30, 1978 ‘for the subject project, please be advised as follows:

1.

‘Although -an underpass would have- a slight advantage from an
aesthetic viewpoint, we believe that the many negative as-
pects of an underpass in other areas such as maintenance
problems involving flooding. high construction costs, pro-
longed construction time, etc., outweigh the importance of

-aesthetics, ‘especially since the main structure is located
~.in the immediate area of the railroad tracks.

"There would be no significant increase in noise pollution

as a result of overpass construction rather than underpass

-construction and no violation of Federal design noise levels

would occur with any of the alternates which were presentec

..at the November 30th Public. Hearing.

Preventative measures can be taken to minimize the danger of
falling (or thrown) objects from an overpass by the use of
fencing specificallv designed for this purpose.

The defacement of walls of an elevated structure is @ possi= ~~ ~~ -

bility and this can occur on the walls of an underpass also.

IC3-L30
My. telephone nUMDE & — -

PO Box 717/ 300 West Preston Street Baltimore, Maryiand 212032
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s - Mr. Robeét_parn REaI ' ' CL o K&fb'
T Page 2 - : S , - N

®. December 126, 1976~~~

-

- i "
| —
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. !
o .

- although it wonld only be visable to_those using the wmder= i
...pass .facility. Preventative measures in this area can be T
. taken by landscaping measures which could counter and/or hide
. - .. any possible defacement of the walls of an elevated structure.

-I;awgﬁi§WEfaﬁprééiéte#§0u151nterest“1n‘this project: as aﬁrepreseﬁtative~éf Tl
... Grove. Chureh-and:hope-the above information addresses your areas of con-
. CeIM. s e e .

>

0w Very truly yours, | _ e

~Earle S. Freedman
.. Assistant Chief Engineer -
Bridge Development

'“““ESP:NFK:vt-*"“ffﬁ*§~{

‘ec:  Mr. I. C.. Hughes

. - Mr. H. J. Pistel
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* MaiylandDepartmentamenspartatmn o e K temann

Secretary

M. S. Caitrider - -

State Highway Acmunustratlon : . e - Administrator

January 24, 1979

- Subject: Contract No., H 665-001-482 .
e . » s F.A,P. No. RR=-18(19)
TS . High Speed Railroad Grade
- . Crossing Elimination at

Bel: Air Ave, (Md. 132)

Consultant: Porter and Ripa
Assoc., Inc.

Mr. Joseph Linzmeier
. 222 South Park Street
Aberdeen, Maryland 21001

Dear Mr, Linzmeier:

- In reply to your verbal comments which were made at the Combined
Location and Design- Public Hearing held on November 30, 1978, for the
subject project, please be advised as follows:

Both Alternate III and Alternate V will result in additional traffic
on that portion of Norman Avenue between Aberdeen Proving Ground Road and
0ld Post Road, Because of its orientation toward East Bel Air Avenue,
Alternate III will likely add more traffic to this block of Norman Avenue -
than Alternate V,. As you mentioned in your comments at the Public Hearing,

Alternate V is designed to encourage use of Aberdeen PrOV1ng Ground Road
as access .to the Proving Grounds. o _ . .

Because -it offers no 31gn1f1canc saV1ngs in trevel time or distance, -
it is not expected that Norman Avenue between 01d Post Road and Darlington

Avenue will recelve add1t10na1 trafflc under elther of the above mentioned
Alternates. ) - o . o : o -

Gulde signing will be erected under any of the chosen Alternates in
order to provide proper guidance and avoid addltlonal traffic reaching
residential streets through confu51on,'etc. Although not expected, if :
additiona’l usage occurs.on Norman Avenue between -Darlington Avenue and o -
0ld Post Road, it would most likely come from the Notth as traffic is led

- into Norman Avenue from- the new overpass. In-the event ‘that this. unllkely

My teleohd\e.n.umbe} s __383-4303




STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION

.

‘Mr. Joseph Linzmeier

January 24, 1979

;
¢

Page 2 — . . - . -

;FA i . o
sitidtion occurs, it could probably be remedied through the de31gnat10n
of Norman Avenue as one=way Northbound or Westbound between Darlington
Avenue and 0ld Post Road, '

g

I hope that the above information satisfactorily addresses your
comments and if I can be of further assistance please contact me.

Very truly yours,

57

Earle S. Freedman .
Assistant Chief Engineer
Bridge Development

ESF/NFK/mb -

cc: Mr, I. C. Hughes
Mr. H. J. Pistel
Mr, D. A. Wiles A



STATE HICHWAY ADMINISTRATION - /\\

QUESTION AND/OR RECOMMENDATION FORM

. INFORMATIONAL MEETING LOCATION/DESIGN PUBLIC HEARING //>
November 16, 1978 November 30, 1978 / 4\ Ve
r» /7/7
Harford County AR
Contract No. H 665-000-482 P ofc 4 (?
Bel Air Ave. (Md. 132) “i, 5
High Speed Railroad Grade e 7.
) Crossing Elimination '-~,,,L
In order to provide a method by which comments or inquiries of aﬂf
involved or individual nature can be answered satisfactorily, pleagé
submit the following information:
NAME /g, o. 4 Dics (.S Hilfecsie
PLEASE " : .
PRINT ADDRESS .55 C: 1€ €€, /‘) L el .
Hberedeen Mo 2IP CODE_R/C G/
COUNTY _ Aarfercl
I/We wish to comment or inquire about the following aspects of this
project.
/- /vé-ﬂ"ufwwtpcq/@/ _/—Z_z'-n—z( /_/L Abcre CEA vre O e gl R '»//'u;fi,efc/c; Al Oy v
e ,._,,/;o{.(.(. Al C{.</ \-fv(—"v(, _f"b/(,(f“f’) /L ’Z’lz’v'\»LL’n-i RV cloeqg 8 iy e foAn? e (el Sde'L—; .
7 ) — 7
2. (idenal o LTI Tl dridccads, & decrmgiie Conide  lotlaeds ool
‘ Z
. 7
/(,./,L;A; L Kr/"u"y:LZ'LAL(., . /*4~»(.@2 /,‘/)L:Z—:x’,// -
77 7 7 -
. . . ‘j " .
7. éL,/Kuﬂ‘ OOl AN LA (Z&guLuJ~ /LT, (/ 2ot /%&<»(
/
(PRI il L« “//Z fo \_/-/ L»"/‘—e'(— ﬁ \—L@/., v& //f/{-%,// L) /\j /( (7 L dals ‘/‘//) ’ef /
L/ < -
/L( tpcﬁ//” Ry d_,c__(_LJ/'/\,LL-(L,L] (A o2 (4 Lzt /C /7 vy f 1.{‘/40

/
r,'L_//Za:/L'C{t/ (Lns (Lt (_,.LQ,,)/—{,'L,qu EL ek .
A

. [ ] I am currently on the Mailing List.
< Add my name to the Mailing List.

SHA 61.3-9-35
(Rev. 4/17/78)
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Maryland Department of Transportation boeraary O

M. S. Cattrider ° /\/7

State Highway Administration Administrator

~ December 12, 1978 ~

Subject: Contract No., H 665-001~482
F.A,P. No. RR 18(19)
High Speed Railroad Grade Crossing
Elimination at Bel Air Avenue
Md, 132) -

Consultant: Porter & Ripa Assoc.,Inc.

Mr. and Mrs. U,S. Allegro
33 Greene Avenue
Aberdeen, Maryland

21001

Dear Mr, and Mrs., Allegro:

Your comments on the subject project contained in our "Question
and/or Recommendation Form" have been received and the following informa-
tion addresses these comments in the same sequence as you presented on
the form.

1. Alternates II and III do result in a traffic increase on
residential streets. However, both these plans require
improvements to 0ld Post Road and Norman Avenue, which
would enable these streets to handle the increase in traffic,

2, Alternates II,III & V indicate a turning circle which does
take a small portion of your property (approximately 410
square feet from the existing 10,250 square feet),

3. Your suggestion for consideration of a plan "concurrent with
Aberdeen Proving Ground Road crossing the track and Pulaski
Highway at Warren Street" has previously been studied along
with many other possible alternates, The reasons for not
considering this particular alternate are: ‘

a) This_alighméﬁf_&bés_hotm5;6§idé direct access to Pulaski
Highway.

b) It would also be necessary to continue the structure over
the Aberdeen Proving Gound Road near the tracks and 01d

My teleohone number s (301)383-4303

BA Dae T4 ! 9nn Miaae Dinptom Cironmt B al vamen Vlaoilmnnd Nannn



Mr. and Mrs, U.S. Allegro
Page 2 ) .
December 11, 1978

Post Road before coming back down to grade again at the
intersection of Darlington Avenue and the Aberdeen Proving
Ground Road.

c) This alternate would require the acquisition of several
homes. ‘

d) This alignment is considered '"mon-directional® which
essentially means that it does not provide the best
ingress and egress to the area east of the railroad
tracks,

I hope the above information satisfies your concerns and if you
have any further questions, please contact me at your earliest convenience,

Very truly yours,

Py

Earle S, Freedman
Asst, Chief Engineer
Bridge Development

ESF:NK:bl
cc: Mr, Harry Pistel-
Dist, #4 Engineer




STATE HICHWAY ADMINISTRATION - /J<

QUESTION AND/OR RECOMMENDATION. FORM ' -

.“ INFORMATIONAL MEETING LOCATION/DESIGN PUBLIC HEARING
November 16, 1978 " November 30, 1978

Harford County
Contract No. H 665-000-482
Bel Air Ave. (Md. 132)
High Speed Railroad Grade
Crossing Elimination

In order to provide a method by which comments or inquiries of an
involved or individual nature can be answered satisfactorily, please
submit the following information:

NAME Larry O. PATTERSON ]
§{;§§§E ADDRESS 422 PARADISE ROAD |
AperpesN | MARYLAND 21p CODE 2.1 OOl

county HARFORD

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

THE MODIEICATION OF Tue ROVTE 40/ROUTE 22

INTERCHANGE (Ag'.‘IST PLUS EASTBOUND 40 To NorTHEROUND
22 MOVEMENT ) SHOULD BE INCLUDED N THIS CONTRACT
REGARDLESS OF THE TYPE OF STRUCTVRE CHOSENM TO REPLACE

THE BEL AR AVE. CROSSING, THERE 15 MERIT TO SPECIFEYING IN
THE CONTRACT THAT THE INTERCHANGE MODIFICATION BE

CONSTRUCTED BEFORE THE MAIN STRUCTURE OVER THE RAILROAD ,
SINCE THIS WOULD SIGNIFICANTLY REDWE THE AMDUNT OF
TRAEEIC. USING THE BEL AIR AVE. CROSSING.

ALT. XL PROVIDES THE pREST METHOD OF

CROSSING THE RAILKRDAD 2

. [ ] I am currently on the Mailing List.
[><¢ Add my name to the Mailing List.

SHA 61.3-9-35
(Rev. 4/17/78)
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STATE HICHWAY ADMINISTRATION - ' /l/‘

QUESTION AND/OR RECOMMENDATION FORM

. INFORMATIONAL MEETING LOCATION/DESIGN PUBLIC HEARING
November 16, 1978 November 30, 1978

Harford County
Contract No. H 665-000-482
Bel Air Ave. (Md. 132)
High Speed Railroad Grade
Crossing Elimination

In order to provide a method by which comments or inquiries of an
involved or individual nature can be answered satlsfactorily, please
submit the following information:

NAME JAmes  A. /3La¢/<weu.

PLEASE o

PRINT ADDRESS /L2 Mirche L Auve. _
_Rherdeen, MARysgd ZIP CODE_Q/ L0/
COUNTY /fﬂ;’er‘c&fecf

I/We wish to comment esm=—inewsse about the following aspects of this
project. .

] Recemmend That Plaw- Qrreanvsre i (Cu'§r4ﬁ45§> e pdcpred.

-+

o Fudrhed  RecCrrmmend Thar Th's DLA he sdensded T frickude

)Qaﬂ}g/af;d'es Aleny Cheh  Side orp The PAmiRkARx_ Rr/Llckd IRACKS

Worhow Rbeddeess Toaww Limms 7S. JWirh TRA/MmZ /‘?eﬁcl;/ﬂ/; specds
_ . . (’/77'/9‘“/";90;)}“ s
9] 7;_3 . 138 MPFH . B d@ﬁﬁtlmemr LUS LU_-..d KResue™~ s s e g

Cesrs iw Lives o RRCLEATY c‘/é);»m?e,o Since The Sote WAIVET: TS

CE _This ppeTecT papesps 7o bs Fop Zhe jwiérect oFf Public
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Maryland Department of Transportation - | Hermann K. Intemann /ﬁ

$Secrerary
N M. S. Caltrider
State Highway Administration . Administrator
< -
4 -
-

January 29, 1979.

Yo

Subject: Contract No, H 665-001-482
F.A.P. No. RR 18 (19) - =
. High Speed Railroad Grade '

Crossing Elimination at
Bel Air Avenue (Md. 132)

Consultant: Porter and Ripa
Associates, Inc.

E ]
-

Mr. James A, Blackwell

42 Mitchell Avenue

Aberdeen, Maryland
21001

Dear Mr. Blackwell:

Your comments contained in our "Question and/or Recommendation

Form" on the subject project have been received and the following infor-
mation addresses your concerns: o '

Reference is made to vour recommendation that the plans. for
Alternate V (Overpass) include barricades along each side of the rail-
road tracks within the Aberdeen town limits. ' As part of the usual design
for -structures over railroads, a "crash wall" protecting the piers which
support the structure is provided on each side of the railroad tracks.

_ ~ The detailed evaluation of this feature cannot be provided under -
this project since its purpose is solely to eliminate the grade crossing.
and prevent train/vehicle accidents. However by copy of your letter and

_this letter to AMTRAK we are requesting that they provide an answer to
your inquiry. ' o : '

. Thank you for your comments and if I can be.of further assistance .
to you, please contact me. : '

Very truly yours

Earle S. Freedman

ESF:NFK:bl ° . Assistant-Chief Engineer-
cc: Mr, H.J. Pistel ' . Bridge Development .
, Mr. I.C., Hughes - o S
.~ . Mr. W.P. Houwen (Amtrak) .

My telephone numper 5° 383-4303

~ P.O.Box 717 / 300 West Preston Street, Baltimore, Maryiand 21203
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Mr. Irvin C. Hughes
Assistant Chief Engineer
Highway Development

. State Highway Administratien
201 West Preston Street : B
Baltimore, MD 21201 :

Dear Mr. Hughes:

We have been advised of the Combined Location and Design Public
Hearing scheduled for Thursday, November ‘30, 1978 with respect to
the High Speed Railroad Grade Crossing Elimination at Bel Air Avenue,
Aberdeer., Maryland and the proposed alternate schemes for construc-

tion of this project, following is Amtrak's position with regardcs
to same: '

It is my understanding that the State Highway Administration
will be presenting alternate proposals for Overhead and Undergrade
Crossing of Amtrak's Main Line at this location. Amtrak does not
recommend construction of an Undergrade crossing. There are several
specific reasons for our position in this matter: : ’

1. The construction of an Undergrade crossing will cause
considerable interference and potential interruption of train service
during such construction. Further, there are no conveniently located
crossovers in the immediate vicinity of the proposed construction
which assist in minimizing interruption to railroad traffic.

2. The construction of an Undergrade crossing will require
.construction methods which are both difficult and costly because of
the need for a temporary structure to accommodate uninterrupted rail :
service. Included in such cost is the removal of temporary structures.

3. Because of the temporary construction and Amtrak's inability
to interrupt railroad traffic except for very limited periods of time
usually between 11:00 P.M. and 5:00 A.M. the construction time for

an undergrade crossing will be considerably longer than for construc-
‘tion of an overhead crossing.

. 4. We understand that an undergrade structure at this location
will require permanent installation of pumps in order to handle storm

. water runcffs. Because of the potential for failure either mechanically

or by freezing, we must point out the real possibility of interruption
of highway traffic.




Mr. I. C.Jﬁughes . : - \
Page Two : -

%
-

- This portion of railroad is a part of Amtrak's High Speed
Northeast Corridor Rail Operation. Amtrak operates 60 passenger
trains daily in each direction at a maximum authorized speed of 110
miles per hour. Further, in 1981 we expect the authorized speeds
to be increased to 120 miles per hour. 1In addition Consolidated

Rail Corp. operates approximately 20 freight trains daily in each
direction at a maximum authorized speed of 50 miles per hour.

The site of the project is located on a half mile.long curve
and the railroad serves several industrial sidings as well as the
* track to Aberdeen Proving Grounds in this same.area.

There are two generally acceptable methods of construction an
undergrade cressing which can be considered.

First, the construction of a run-around track, which permits
construction of the underpass structure with minimal interference of
railroad traffic. Upon completion of the underpass structure, tracks
would be reinstalled in the original alignment. Because of the
.speed and density of traffic in the area we: would ‘require a run-
around track of approximately one mile in length. Approximate cost
of such track, not including land, is $700,000. This cost would
include temporary electrification, signalling, etc.

The second acceptable method for underpass construction would
be a so called "roll-in" and/or "lift-in" method. In this construc-
tion method it is necessary to construct and install temporary traffic
carrying bridges for each track, one track at a time to permit
construction of the underpass structure. When this has been completed
the track would be removed ore track at a time. and the new track
structure rolled-in or lifted-in. The reason that one track at a
time must be handled rather than all three tracks simultaneously is
that the railroad can not permit total interruption of service on
more than one track at a time. The limited amount of time one track
can be out of service is between 11:00 P.M. and 5:00 A.M.. The
approximate cost of 2 temporary structure to permit construction of
the undergrade crossing by this method is $550,000.

Neither of the above described methods and costs include any

costs related to the actual construction for the grade separation
structure itself.

The difficulties described above would be virtually eliminated
if an overhead crossing would be constructed. The interference of
railroad operation is minimal and primarily during night time hours.
The contractor can carry out most construction with out interference
e« of railroad operation. Total construction time would be considerably
shortened and cost reduced in proportion. We estimate the approximate
. cost for railroad forces for the construction of an overhead structure

~at $180,000 which includes flagmen, electric clearance men, electric
- traction and communication and signal adjustments.

Ak



Page Three

Mr. I. C. Hughes . : (%ﬂb/

As you are well aware, Amtrak offers complete cooperation in
this and all other projects in the State of Maryland. We are most
anxious that this construction be started and completed as quickly
as possible, since as stated above we will be increasing the speed
‘through this area in the future. Our objections to an undergrade

crossing are based on extensive experience with this type of construc-

If there are ény further questions please advise.

Very truly yours,

AMas U
W. P. Houwen, P.E.

Director of Engineering-NECIP



R : ' March 11,1378
. ' -._2:
Deqt of Transportation Secretary
Mr: Herman K. Intermann’

.
-

Please have & competantuengineer of
your department make on site evoluation of
this sketch, Iam not an engineer but feel it
worthy of consierstion,know before hand will
necessuate cutting Federal red tape.

There has been talk,of.overhead bridge
in town for fifty years acd numerous plans
submitted of douthfull value. The sketch if
fezeable could be built for 1/3 cost of prior
plansand greatly promate the traffic flow in
sberdeen and benefit the Stae of Maryland.

Surely speciications of a secondary
road could be modified from a super six lane
Lighway. Would suggest the entire bridge and
‘remps De built on reenforced concrete piling
similar to bridge et Elkton,over the tracks.

There is nothing gained for an engineer
to sit in his office &nd declare a tmee foot

patural bank does not exist on Notthwest side
of .tracks,have alook see.

v

bhT oT Hy cﬁ€€§4le
133 ¥t. Royal ave
Aberdeen M4, 21001
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4+ Plan XYZ for “ri _ing :i.G€. Tracxs. ~

TC: Town Commissioners of Aberdeen ' <z‘<
Disadvantsxes-

1- S.R.C. will say its unworkable. It will work with certain
modifications, declaring project a. secondary bypass not

subject to super hrighway specifications. The engineers
designing L.A. interchanges conv1nce there is nothing
impossible.

Advantages -

two thirds cheaper than prior plans.

10' naturel embankment on N.W. side of tracks 200*' from
crossing, reduciné necessery grade.

rollow traffic pattern in town for past 100 years.
Leave intact route 40 insérsection | ’
One lane N.W. off ramp le:ding into three lanes.

Necessitate the removal of 1 rental property 33 E. Bel Air
Ave with a slice off rear end 29 E. Bel Air Ave.

Requiring only stop sign on East Bel AirAve at proposed
intersection and small island dividing entrance to N.W.

ramp. .

Bridge and remp to be built on reinforced concrete piling,
sizilar to one at Elkton, M&. over tracks.

Have ‘considered necessary 3)' above railroad rails in
constructing the bridge.

10' neatural embanxment on N.W. side should reduce the
ramp gradeone third.

FPlease evaluate this end if it has merit forward to State Roads
Comriscion. v
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Sutiect: Grade Crossing Elimination at

Bel Air Ave. and Amtrak Railroad

Mr. John C. Mitchell

Mé@&ﬂ%ﬁ@

Aberdeen, Maryland - 21001 ' APR 3 1678
Dear Mr. Mitchell: W mmm

In response to your March 11, 1878 correspondence to me on the subject pro-
ject, please.be advised that your request for an on-site- evaluation of your
suggestion for the location of the structure over the railrcad as shown on

your sketch, has been made on March 22, 1976. The following is the engineer's
report following the on-site inspection.

A natural benk does exist on the Xorthwest side of the tracks and although °
it is ten foot high from the toe of its slope to the top of the bank, it is

only five and one half feet above the railroad tracks which is the controll-
ing feature for underclearznce needs.

Urnfortunately, one of the most prohibitive aspects of your plan is the ex-
cessive grade, approximately 20%Z, which would be required to get from Bel Air
Ave. near the gas station on the XNorthwest side of the tracks to the structure
over the tracks, the maximum allowable grade being only from 6% to 8%.

Also, the radius for the curve on the approach roadway alignment as shown on

your plan would provide only a 100 foot radius which is far below the re-
qulrements for proper design.

In addition to the design aspects mentioned above, your alignment would
necessitate the taking of three residential buildings, four garages and would
result in the reduction in the size of the lots of several other properties.

Your interest in this project is cor—endable and I hope you will attend the
Informational Xeeting and Public Rearing for this project, which are tenta-
tively scheduled for July of this year.

bce: Mr. I.C. Hughes P Sincerely, .
M E T P /5] HERMANN. K. INTERANN

Mr. M. S. Caltrider
Hermann K. Intemann

Secretary
HKI:éo .

- My teleshcne number is {(301) - 78"]307




February 22, 1978

Subject: Contract No. E 665~-001-482
F.A.P. Ro. RR 18(19)
High Speed Railrodd Grade Crossing
Elimination of Belair Ave.
Consultant: Porter & Ripa Assoc.

3

The Cormmissioners of Aberdeen
P.0. Box 70
Aberdeen, Ha:yland 21001

Attention: Mr. Thomés c. Wag;an
Director of Public Works

Gentlemen:

We have received copies of correspondence to you dated January 29, 1978
from Grove Presbyterian Church and an undated, unsigned letter referring

to a "Plan XYZ" on the snbject project from our District Engineet,
Mr., Harry Pistel. _ .

In response to the Church's area of concern that 'mo gtate or local of-
ficial has contacted us", we will be glad to meet with representatives

of both the Presbyterian Church and the Bible Baptiat Church to discuss
this project. . _

Since the correspondence was addresced to the Town Cammissioners, we sug-
gest that you arrange and attend along with State Highway Administration
personnel, any meetings which you believe will satisfy the Churchés concern.

However, we do wish to point out that the several public hearings and meet-
ings which have been held on this project are the methods which are normally
used to receive input from concerned individuals or groupsv We beliave we
bave shown concern and this is emphasized by our participation ¢n the meet-
ing which the Town Commissioners hald and tn the fortheoming Informational

Meeting and Combined Location and Design Hearing, which will be held this
Spring on the subject project.

In reference to the unsignad lcttar. 1f s plan showing the alignmant of
"XYZ" 4s available, we would appreciate your sending us a copy.

Please inform this office at your earliest conveniemce of your decision on

this matter. -

Vary trﬁly

o

ESP:NK:do Earle S. Preadman, Chief

cc: Mr. I, C. Eughes - Bureau of Bridge Design
Mr. P. J, Pletel

aﬁéz;997'
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RAYMOND H. WARFIELD \

THE COMMISSIONERS OF ABERDEEN
P.O. BOX 70
ABERDEEN, MARYLAND 2100t

2 -‘February 1978

Mr. Harry J. Pistel |

State Highway Administration
2323 W. Joppa Road
Brooklandville, Maryland 21022

Dear Mr. Pistel:

Enclosed for your consideration are two communications
recently received concerning the proposed Amtrak Grade
Elimination at East Bel Air Avenue in the Town of Aberdeen.

One dated January 29, 1978 from the Grove Presbyterian Church,
the other not dated or signed.

Very truly yours,

THE COMMISSIONERS OF ABERDEEN
- - el )
//./” Lot e

THOMAS C. WAGMAN
Director of Public Works

Encl.

TCW/sna

. - SMATE HIGHWAY ADRMMSTRA“G'&\’

YN



Grobe PBrestpterian Churey qq

Bugene 5. Sond, D. Hlin.
Pastor

50 East Fiel Air Apenue
Aberdeen, Marpland 21001

CHURCH OFFICE

272-0896

January 29, 1978

Comrissioners of Absrdeen
P.0., Box 70 .
Aberdeen, Marvliand 21001

Dear Friends,

As you know “rom the recent town meeting regardine the clocure
of the rallroad crossing on Zast Bel Air Avenue, Grove Church is very
interested in this matter, ;

-

Qur interest sters fror folir aress of cdncerns

1. The imvact on oroverty values of our friends and nelghbors
2. The long-range imnact on the whole town '
3. The long-range impact on our congregation as a church

. 4, The vrocess of censultation with those affected.

- The Cfficers of Grove Church feel that you are supporting the
most practical and heloful route. For this we commend you warmly.,
we had “eared a much more limited access th-n that proposed

The Officers of Grove Church reaffirm our previous request that

- vou support the ccnstructicn of an undervass rather than an overpass.

Some of us hav~ visited sites of undervasses and overpasses in nearby
comminities., 4Ye conclude that underpasses definitely have far less
nezative imnact on_ proverty values than overpasses. Since such de-
cline tends tc spread, we feel that the Town of Aberdeen could evev-
tually lose all or a sianificant portion of property tax revenues
from east of the crossine, What apoears to be more econorical now,
conld cest the Town muc» more over the loneg haul. All residential
property owners east of *he crosslnz, moreover, will be hurt,
esveclally those closest to the proposed overpass,

In reviewing the irpact statement of the State Highway Adminis-
tration, we take oxception to 1ts claim that there will be no sisni-
flcant impact on the churches east of the crossing., That mav be
true for the Firs®t Bavtist Church. For the Bible Bavtist Church and
our church, however, the statement is indefensible. All church rlan-
ners 1ist accessibilitv as one of the orime factors in a church's
arowth, stability, or decline. Bible Baptist and Grove Churches
will bnth lose accessibility by means of the proovosed route,



Comrissioners of Aterdeean--=—--- Page 2-==w=== ~January 29, 1678

In our case, veople coming to church via East Bel Alr Avenue will
no longer be able to come straight across; they will have: to g0
"out-of-thelr-way" to et here and, 1if new to the area, will exper=-
fence more difficulty in finding us. Such factors tend tc have a
slow but sure effect on a .church's viability in a given locatlion.

The Route 22 overpass coincides with a period of time when |
fewer newcomers have found thelr way to Grove. There is almost
certainly a relstionship to visibllity, acce=sibility, and traffic
patterns. We do not ‘want to hold back progress; but we do expect
awareness, concern, and sensitivity on the part ‘of all resvonsible
fo» developing and aroroving these provosals.

An avparent lack of such sensitivity is our final area of
cAncern, Franklv it tothers us that no state. or local official has
contacted us. We have had to secure all imfcrmation on our own in-
1tiative. Pastor Brown of the Bible Baptist Church says the same
1ack of contact is evident ta them. From many comments at the town
meeting, it arpsars that there has been little effort to consult
with residents of the avea. We certainlv hore the Town Commlssioners
Ald not intend these oversights and wt1]l act as soon as practical
to ‘morove its cormunication with the residents and churches
concerned. '

Before closing we wish to emphasize agaln our strong support
of an underpass. nn the provosed route.

. Sincerely, - =
i f:’:‘.’-‘.'-g,?é) P> "‘_,/ }/;"f—‘ r'{
Eggene S. So d’,fastor

R cl_;.’_. A ALere o~ ) o
!“;\\‘m’;?‘:af‘ﬂ?ﬂuj\‘ . wavne Azikins. President
AN ;1‘w Board of};rustees
iy de ~ i ALy )07 e
A ik Bettygﬁgnroe
£B ) 7E Ministry of FPlanning
COMESLTER O AL TER

Per
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. Maryland Department of Transportation ' Harmenn K. Inamarn
State Highway Administration , Bemord M. Evans

Administrator

NOV 227y

Subject: High Speed Railréad
Grade Crossing Eliminmation
. , at Bel Air Avenue

The Honorable Robert E. Bauman
Member of Congress

House of Representatives

118 Cannon Building
Washington, D.C. 20515

Dear Congressman Bauman:

Your letter to me dated November 10, 1977 requested information on
the project located in Aberdeen formally known as the "High Speed Rail-
road Grade Crossing Elimination at Bel Air Avenue'.

The State Highway Administration has attempted for many years to
close this dangerous crossing, but has met with consistent opposition.
The Highway Safety Act of 1970 has ruled that this crossing and all simi-
lar crossings along the Amtrak Railroad's Northeast Corridor be closed to
traffic. Federal funds have been provided to construct replacement facil- :

ities to provide grade separated safe crossings of the railroad tracks at
these locations.

Recently, the Town of Aberdeen held a public meeting and presented
several alternate alignments as a replacement proposal to the closure of
Bel Air Avenue. The State Highway Administration has been working with
the Town Commissioners in a coordinated attempt to provide the best possible

solution to provide a crossing which would be the "least objectionable" to
those affected by this project's construction.

‘The ramp which you questioned in your letter pertains to retaining

walls necessary to contain the approach roadways to the structure over the
railroad.

Since these walls could reduce the noise caused by train. traffic
and screen out part of the view of the railroad tracks, their construction
at this particular location would not seem to be as objectionable as might



The Homorable Robert E, Bauman (Cont'd)
Page 2

be assumed. Effective landscaping could be provided to- provxde a more
aesthetically acceptable aspect in this area.

When the State Highway Administration holds its Public Hearing this
spring, these details can be discussed and hopefully, for the safety of

all users of this crossing, an acceptablé solution will result in the
elimination of this very dangerous crossing.

I will be glad to respond to any further questions you might have
on this subject.

~

‘Very truly yours,

. .. ~ ~

N e on ‘e EVAN‘D
Bernard M. Evans
State Highway Administrator
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COMMITTIEE ON INTERIOR

Congress of the Tinited States o e st

Bouse of Representatives
- TEashington, B.C. 20515

November 10, 1977

‘\‘

Mr. Bernmard M. Evans '
Administrator - -
State Highway Administration

P.0. box 717 :

Baltimore, MD 21203

Dear Mr. Evans:

It is my understanding the State is looking into the
goss1b111ty of constructing a ramp across Bel Air Avenue
in Aberdeen to accomodate the high speed Amtrak train. I

hsv7e vTeceived correspondence from a property owner in Aber-

dazen who is greatly concerned about the effect this ramp
-7311 have on her property.

I would appreciate your apprising me of the status of

this proposal and any comments you would care to make regard-

1ng the ramp.

Your assistance in this matter is very much appreciated.

Faithfully yours,

ROBERT E. BAUMAN
Member of Congress

REB:1i

STAT... H¥Y ADX

14 NOVT77 3284

\



- Weshingtom, D.C. - 20024

November 8, 1976 s

Subject: Contrzet Mo, H 665-000~478
- ¥.A.P. Ho, RR18(19)
o High Speed AMTRAK Railroad
Grade Croasing Elimination
of Bel Air Ave. (14, 132)
Consultant: Porter and Ripa Asscc.

Dizectol of Grade Crossing Projects-AMTRAX
955 L'Eafant Plaza S.W, -

~

Desr Mr. Gordonm:

A request was recently received from AMIRAX to inform you of
the peneral situation at the subject project. This action was ne-
cessitated by Mr. John J, Marley, a constituent of Semater J, Glemm

PEnclosed for your information ¢s a copy of the Draft Nepative
Declaration which ehows the several possible alipmments for this
project. Also enclesed is a copy of em additional aligoment which
was presented at the Public Hearing as Altermate 'F',

As 2 result of the Pudblic Hearins which was held on July 26,
1976, several additional alignments have been suggested by the
Town of Atgrdeen officials and local residents. These suggestions
will be cousidered #nd {f they have merit will be considered for

inclusion at anocther Public Bearing which is tentatively scheduled for
DEXT SUNDeT. o -

We hape the enclosed information will aid you in your :eply
to Mr, Marley and we would appreciste veceiwing ccpies of any cor-
respondence from your office vhich pertains to this project.

Very truly yours,

=S 42«&1—— 11{3/%¢

Barle S. Yreedman, Chisf
, Burean of Bridge Design
Nk
BSF:NFKisam .
cec: Mr. 1. C. Hughas
Mr, H, Pistal
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October 26, 1976 A\
\
Subject: Contract No. H 665-000-478
F.A.P. Ho. RR 18 (19) .
High Speed Railroad Crade
Crossing Elimination of

Bel Afr Ave. (Md. 132)
Consukiant: Porter & Ripa Assoc.

Mr. J. A. Dixon
46 Raymond Avenue

- Aberdeen, Maryland 21001

Dear ﬂr. Dixon, -
We have received your request to be informed of the progress

being made on the subject projesttand the following information
explains the latest developments., .= .

An "Ofigin and Destination” survey was taken on September
22, 1976 to determine basically where the travelling public

~ wag coming from and what destination they intended to reach.

This information has been processed through our computers and
currently this output 48 being analyzed to determine the most
feasible location for a structure to replace the closure of
the Bel Air Avenue crossing at thg_tailroad tracks. '

- The Town of Abe?deen-officials will be informed of our
findings and our Comsultant will make additional feasibility
studies to present at a Public Hearing, which is tenatively

scheduled for the summer of next year.
o i

‘i ) )
We hope this information is satisfactory and if you have
any further guestions please do not hesitate to contact us.

- Very truly yours,

== = ‘e /2¢/7

-

LT S s Tl s G o it

Earle S. Freedman, Chief
Bureau of Bridge Design

N K ] '

ESF:NK:bl :

ec: Mr. I.C. Hughes

S



MARYLAND .
DEPARTMENT OF STATE PLANNING e e
‘301 WEST PRESTON STREET © o PRt ’.‘ T
MARVIN MANDEL . BALTIMORE, MARYLAND 21201 o o VLADIMHR A. WAHS
eovunon e TELEPHONE: 301-283-2481 . SECARTARY ©F 3TATE LA
Octob cc Northam B. Friese
. ctober 20, 1976 F. J. Gottemoell=r
lir. hobert J. Hajzyk David Herring
Director, Office of Planning Hal Kassoff
and Preliminsry Engineering . ) Larry J. Saben
Department of Transportation, SHA . verry L. White
300 West Preston Street - ae Anthony W. Brajevic
Baltimore, Maryland 21203 ; .. John T. Neukam
e ' ' ' - Eugene T. Camponesc
SUB.J’EC'I":’ }ROJH!T NOTTFICATION AND REVIFA: William F. Lins, Jr
R - Earle S. Frcedman
" Applicant: State Highway Administration - Robert Schleigh
pa "Project: Federal Aid Program - High Speed Bzil Demonstration "
. . Funds: FEVA 83,094,000 State $381,000

S:ate Clearinghouse Control Number: 77-09—28h
State Clearinghouse Contact: Varren D. Hodges (383-2467)
Dear Mr. Hajzyks ' |

 The State Clesrinshouse has reviewed the above project. In accordance with the proce:

established bty the Office ‘of Management and Zudiet Circular A-95, the S'ate Clearingh
received connents from the following: The sepax trr.ont of Ecoroziec and Cozumariiv Devel
ment,-The Environmental Moalth Administriicc. The Deguriment of Hature! Roscurces, a
our 37~if advised thot the project is not incensistent with plans, prozrums, or objec

" As 2 resu’t of the review, it has been deternr’-'zéa that the proposed prz=ject is not |

inconsisteat witlh State plans, programs, end cbhjectives as of this d:te, -

In consonanee with OMB Circular A~95, a copy of this letter must be.inclusd with yéu
formal application. The comments contained herein are valid for a period cf twb year
f*c:\ the date of tkis letter,  If apnlica.tion for funding is not ~uomtted v:.thln thi

the ‘corments. If you have any questions, please contact the Sta te. Clca.rmghousc mfwx‘b
named above. . _ .

Sincerely,
\chol.“._,.. WS 53 .
_ : imir Wahbe
cc: TLowell Frederick . .
Donald lloren
Henxry Silbermann . ' :
R. K. Barnes .

Carl Richards



Marytand Department of Transportation - L Serdlay Husnes

Bernard M, Evans
State Highway Administration Administrator
0CT 111976 @75
O

Mr..John C. Mitchell > _/7/ f ‘
---139 Mt. Royal Avenue ) G -AZ?
‘Aberdeen, Maryland 21001 ' 1 1. &

. v
Subject: Conmtract H-665-000-478 &F g,

Md. Rte. 132, Bel AiruAveruesdl Desy,
High Speed Railroad Grade :-é¥'
Crossing Elimination of the

Y AMTRAK System
Dear Mr. Mitchell:

Thank you for your letter of September 25 submitting a
suggested alignment for the proposed overpass eliminating ,
the at-grade crossing of Bel Air Avenue at the AMTRAK Railroad
System. Your scheme has been reviewed by the Division of
Design for feasibility. ' e : '

There are several design items of which I am quite sure
the general public is not aware. This criteria includes
maximum allowable gradients of the highway, turning radii
for the highway, and vertical clearance beneath the proposed
highway bridge. Due to the electrified overhead wires for the
AMIRAK system, it is necessary that the underside of the bridge
be no closer than 24-1/2' above the rails of the track system.
Allowing for a depth of the bridge structure results in a 30'
distance from top of rail to roadway surface.

Our review of your proposed scheme in following the
alignment as suggested in your letter results in a 13% approach
grade between U.S. Rte. 40 and the railroad. Such a grade far
exceeds the design criteria and would be unacceptable not only -
to this office but also to the Federal Highway Administration.
6ur feasibility studies indicate that if an alignment were
established on the west side of the railroad, it would require
a distance of approximately 500'.north of Bel Air Avenue before
the required elevation could be attained bv the highway for a
proper crossing of the railroad system. This alignment on the
easterly side of the railroad would pass just north of the
interscction of Grant Avenue and Tuft Street, and require ac~
quisition of five to seven of the apartment buildings in that
vicinity. There would also be n necessity of acquiring at

Nancy: 10/13/76
For your use.

E. S. Freedman



Mr. Jolm C. Mitchell

‘Page 2 ' -

least one of the homes on Bel Air Avenus on the east side of the
railroad track in order for the aligmment to tie back into Bel Adir
Avanus. Once again, such a gchems would mot be acceptable to the
State Highway Admintstrazion.

We appraciats your iﬁzexeat in offaring suggastions to the State
ugrnyMtrauuvhichmldmlcmmmzpmnmm
and diaruption of private homes {n selecting a replacament of the

elfatnatica of tha at-grade zallroad cressing.

You may rest asgured that our Eagineers have and will eontinus
¢o look for alignments which will achisve your ond results.

Vary truly yours,
ORIGINAL SIGNED BY
aann MoEVANS
EBEE&u:n:&”k. Evans
State Highway Administrator

. Allen W. Tate

. Irvin C. Hughes

. Earle S. Freedman

. William F. Lins, Jr.

cc:

FERE



’ marvin Mandel
"<~ - Maryland Department of Transportation T
4 Office of the Seéretary Qacielary

| DER - p,//E ._
October 1, 1976 - @
| Uy g,

Honorable George B, Adams, Jr. BUR
House of Delegates HREAU Of ‘B_RID(-:F n:sm
Annapolis, Maryland 21404 : )
Subject: High-Speed Railroad Grade
Elimination
Bel Air Avenue in Aberdeen

Dear Delegate Adams:

Thank you forvyouffletter of September 13 including a copy of a
letter which was sent to State Highway Administration District Engineer
Harry J. Pistel, concerning the subject project. There are several

comments which are pertinent to this project whieh I feel are appro-
priate at this time. -

‘The State Highway Administration is currently preparing a
-vehicular origin and destination study of the existing grade crossing
- of Bel Air Avenue at the AMTRAK High Speed Railroad System. This study
will document not only where vehicles are going, but where they came
-from. At.the completion of this study, the informatien sheuld be ex-
tremely helpful in determining the location of a replacement facility.

It was recognized some time ago by the State Highway Administration
that there was a great deal of pedestrian traffic using the at-grade
crossing. A pedestrian traffic count was made which included the number
of senior citizens. Based upon this study, the Federal Highway Adminis-
tration has agreed to a pedestrian grade separation crossing of the AMTRAK
System. At a previous meeting with the Town Council, it was determined
that a pedestrian overpass was more desirable than a pedestrian underpass.
Regardless of the highway locationm, the pedestrian facility is to be placed
at the location of the existing crossing of Bel Air Avenue.

The Design Division of the State Highway Administration has informed
me that a vehicular underpass was considered in the early studies of
- facilities to replace the at-grade crossing. The railroad tracks are too
close to U.S. Route 40 to provide acceptable gradients for a vehicular
underpass. The cost of an underpass is estimated to be in excess of
§10,000,000. The cost of maintenance of traffic of the high-speed trains
alone is in excess of $1,000,000. Proper drainage of an underpass is
also difficult to obtain. For the above reasons, the underpass scheme

was not considercd a feasible alternative by the State Highway Administra-
tion engineers.



koncrable Ceorze B. Adauwe, Jp,
October 1, 1976
Paye 2

S

The State lighway Adcinistration has correspondenca fro= the
A¥TRAL magageseat stating that high-speed trains now cross the
Susquekhaona River at 70 mph; cross bueh Piver at 1C5 =ph; are travel-
iag over landfills at zecaraliy 105 mpa; and decrease spesds to
a;proxizately 80 mph for the sexiating at-grade croasings. The Fed-
aral Rasilway Administration is plamming to make isprovexsnts to the
railroad structures, as wall as the track bedding system which will
pernit these trains to travel in excess of 125 muoh. Plans sre alac
uRdervdy to continuously fence in the eatirs right of way of the
AMTEAZ high spesd system. ZAlthough this Fedaral progras will be
ocuitored cavefully by my offics {u ropreseataticn of ths State's
iatorest, the speed lixzits will rezain entirely undar Tederal eomtrol.

The State Bighway Aduiqistraticn will shorcly be in toush with
the Town Couneil of Abetdeen coscaruing alternate propesals pre-
sentad by the Town Council at the July 26 combined pudblic hearing.

‘Iz accordaace with procedures emznating from the public hearing, the

Town Council will formally submit teo the State Lighway Administratiom
& schexs or schamas which they feel are appropriate and acceptable at
the Town of Aberdeen. This informetion will be used at & future

public hearing in dotermiming the apprcptia:e facility to replace the
at-grade railroad crossing.

_ Thank you for your iaterest in this project. Your testizony at
tihe forthecoming public hearing will be henaficial in the final detersm
inacion o! replacement facilities.

Sinceraly,
]s/ HARRY R. HUGHES

. Yarry R. ilughes
S«ecrutary

-

iRu/a
¢c: Mr. bernard M, tvars

bec: Mr. liugh C. Downs
Mr. Irvin C.. Mughes
Mr. Larla S. Precedman
Mr. Harry Pigtel
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APPENDIX B

COMMUNITIES, PUBLIC AGENCIES AND UTILITIES

County
County Seat
Community

Schools

Fire District

Recreation Area

Railroads

Utilities

Mass Transit

Religious Institutions

Regional Hospital
Police

Federal Agencies

Harford

Bel Air

Aberdeen

Hall's Crossroads Elementary School
Hillsdale Elementary School
Bakerfield Elementary School
Aberdeen Middle School

Aberdeen Senior High School

Aberdeen Volunteer Fire Department

Marylander Club

Main Line - Amtrak Railroad
Track of Aberdeen Proving Grounds
Military Reservation

Baltimore Electric and Gas Company
Chesapeake and Potomac Telephone Company

No local bus service
Amtrak Railroad Passenger service

Grace United Methodist Church
St. Joan of Arc Catholic Church
St. Paul's Lutheran Church
Grove Street Presbyterian Church
Bible Baptist Church

First Baptist Church of Aberdeen
Aberdeen Bible Mission

Church of Christ

Union Methodist Church

Harford Memorial Hospital, Havre de Grace

Aberdeen Police Department

Aberdeen Proving Grounds Military Reservation

Edgewood Arsenal

\
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APPENDIX C

INVENTORY OF PERTINENT SOCIAL AND ECONOMIC FACTORS
FOR MINOR CIVIL DIVISION (ELECTION DISTRICT) No. 2
HARFORD COUNTY

DISTRICT NO. 2

Year . Population*
1930 . 6, 959
1940 6, 828
1950 . | 13,021
1960 23,236
1970 27,591
1976 30, 311

Percent Change

1950-1960 78.5
Percent Change
1960-1970 18.7
Percent Change
1970-1976 9.9
Population Density 481

(Persons per Square Mile)

. o,
kS

<« Harford County Planning and Zoning Commission
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APPENDIX C

TABLE 2

AGE COMPOSITION AND MOBILITY CHARACTERISTICS*

TOTAL POPULATION

Total Population

Male:
Under 6 years
6-15 years
16-24 years
25-44 years
45-64 years
65 and over

Median age

Female:
Under 6 years
6-15 years
16-24 years
25-44 years
45-64 years
65 and over

Median age

Percent Distribution

Male:
Under 6 years
6-15 years
16-24 years
25-44 years
45-64 years
65 and over

Female:
Under 6 years
6-15 years
16-24 years
25-44 years
45-64 years
65 and over

Residence in 1965

Same House

Different House in Maryland
% Same County

Different State

Abroad

Moved, not Reported

1, 746
3, 080
4,789
3, 978
2,243

443

22,0

1,548
2, 977
2,316
3, 643
2,076

611

24.0

10,7

29.4
24.4
13.8

2.7

11.8
22.6
17.6
27,7
15.8

4.6

9, 049
6, 000

85.9
8, 298
1,932
1,522

*Maryland Department of State Planning - '"Maryland 1970 Social Indicator

Series Volume II: Age and Mobility Characteristics.

pe
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APPENDIX C <V
AGE COMPOSITION AND MOBILITY CHARACTERISTICS* \0
» WHITE POPULATION

White Population

Male:
Under 6 years 1, 402
6-15 years 2,543
16-24 years 4, 298
25-44 years 3, 322
45-64 years 2,008
65 and over 382

Median age 22.1

Female: _
Under 6 years 1, 268
6-15 years 2,418
16-24 years 1, 956
25-44 years 2, 991
45-64 years 1,892
65 and over 531
Median age 24.5

Percent Distribution

Male:
Under 6 years 10.0
6-15 years 18. 2
16-24 years 30.8
25-44 years 23.8
45-64 years 14,4
65 and over 2,7

Female:
Under 6 years 11.5
6-15 years 21.9
16-24 years 17,7
25-44 years 27.1
45-64 years 17.1
65 and over 4.8

Residence in 1965

Same House 7, 867
Different House in Maryland 4,980
% Same County 85.1
Different State 7,233
Abroad 1, 625
. Moved, not Reported 1,070

* Maryland Department of State Planning - '""Maryland 1970 Social Indicator
Series Volume II: '"Age and Mobility Characteristics'.
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APPENDIX C \‘0
AGE COMPOSITION AND MOBILITY CHARACTERISTICS*
NON-WHITE POPULATION

. Non-White Population

Male:
Under 6 years 344
6-15 years 537
16-24 years 491
25-44 years 656
45-64 years 235
65 and over 61

Median age 21.5

Female:
Under 6 years 280
6-15 years 559
16-24 years 360
25-44 years 652
45-64 years 184
65 and over 80

Median age 21.2

Percent Distribution

Male:
Under 6 years 14.8
6-15 years ' : 23.1
16-24 years 21.1
25-44 years : 28.2
45-64 years 10.1
65 and over 2.6

Female:
Under 6 years 13.2
6-15 years 26.4
16-24 years 17.0
25-44 years 30.8
45-64 years 8.7
65 and over 3.8

Residence in 1965
Same House 1,182
Different House in Maryland 1, 020
% Same County 90.0
Different State 1, 065
Abroad 307
Moved, not Reported 452

. * Maryland Department of State Planning - ""Maryland 1970 Social Indicator

Series Volume II: Age and Mobility Characteristics''.
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APPENDIX C

TABLE 5
\”‘ﬁ

LABOR FORCE AND EMPLOYMENT CHARACTERISTICS*

TOTAL POPULATION

Total Labor Force

Male
Female

Participation Rate

Male:

% 16-64 in L. F.
% 16-24 in L. F.
% 25-44 in L. F.
% 45-64 in L. F.

Female:

% 16-64 in L. F.
% 16-24 in L. F.
% 25-44 in L. F.
% 45-64 in L. F.

Occupation of Employed Persons

ats
5

Male:

Total

% Prof., Tech., etc..

% Managers & Admin. except Farm

% Clerical and Sales

% Craftsmen, Foremen & Kindred workers
% Operatives

% Laborers except Farm

% Farm Workers

% Service Workers

Female:

Total

% Prof., Tech., etc.

% Managers & Admin. except Farm

% Clerical and Sales

% Craftsmen, Foremen & Kindred workers
% Operatives

% Laborers except Farm

% Farm Workers

% Service Workers

10, 277
3,403

92.3
89.4
98.0
88.4

41.2
38.6
40.1
45.9

4, 764
21.5
10.5
11. 4

14.5

[e o2 \Vi o))
.« ®
O W

=W
o
w

N
O www

(S
O OB NWO O~

17,

Maryland Department of State Planning - Maryland 1970 Social Indicator
‘Series Volume IV: '"Labor Force and Employment Characteristics'.
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APPENDIX C

EDUCATIONAL CHARACTERISTICS*

TOTAL POPULATION

School Enrollment (Persons 3-34 years)

Nursery
Kindergarten
Elementary
High School
College

School Enrollment Rates (% of Pop. Enrolled)

% 3-4 years old
% 5-13 years old
% 14-17 years old
% 18-21 years old
% 22-34 years old

Educational Attainment (25 years and over)

Males:
Median Education
% 8 or less
% 9-11
% 12
% over 12
% 1-3 years
% 4 years
% 5 years or more

Females:
Median Education
% 8 or less
% 9-11
% 12
% over 12
% 1-3 years
% 4 years
% 5 years or more

Vocational Training
(Pop. 16-64 with less than 15 years of school)

% with Vocational Training
Males
Females

93

731
4, 953
1,881

671

12.6
94.5
86.6
14.2

7.2

12,3
22.0
17.9
30.9
29.1
10.1

9.0
10.0

12,2
21.4
22.0
36.6
20,0
10.9

7.6

1.5

44,0
25.9

TABLE 6

*Maryland Department of State Planning - Maryland 1970 Social Indicator

Series Volume I: "Educational Characteristics''.

W
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APPENDIX C

INCOME CHARACTERISTICS*

TOTAL POPULATION

Number of
Families
Unrelated Persons
Average Family Size

Family Income Source
% Wage and Salary
Self-Employed
% Farm
% Non-farm
% Social Security or Railroad Retirement
% Public Asst. /Welfare
% Other Income

Income of Families
% Under $ 4, 000
% Over $10, 000
% Over $15, 000

Median Income
Families
Unrelated Persons

Poverty Status

Below Poverty Level
Families:
Number
% of Total
% with Children under 18
Unrelated Persons:
Number
% of Total

Ratio of Family Income to the Poverty Level
% Less than .50
% .50 - .99
% 1,00 - 1,49
% 1.50 - 1,99
% 2.00 - or more

* Maryland Department of State Planning - '""Maryland 1970 Social Indicator

Series Volume III: Income Characteristics''.

6, 756
4, 827
3.6

94.3
626
2.3
7.0
10.1
2.0
36.7

9.2
46.7
19.6

9, 493
2,956

453
6.7
82.8

371
30. 4

TABLE 7

N
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APPENDIX C \

FAMILY INCOME DISTRIBUTION, 19693

Under $2, 000 224
$2, 000 to $2, 999 ‘ 131
$3, 000 to $3, 999 : 264
$4, 000 to $4, 999 329
$5, 000 to $9, 999 2,653
$10, 000 to $14, 999 1, 833
$15, 000 to $24, 999 1, 077
$25, 000 and over 245
Median Family Income | 9, 493

* Maryland Department of State Planning - ''Maryland Family Income
Characteristics 1970 Census''.
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DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY
U S ARMY ABERDEEN PROVING GROUND
ABERDEEN PROVING GROUND, MARYLAND 21005

STEAP-PE-E ‘ /0/' 24 May 1977
e fﬁf‘,.
£ - < C;) ¢ |
r . U’i&lr - ; 4:';:
Maryland Department of Transportation YL ~ry =
State Highway Administration 7
ATIN: Chief, Bureau of Bridge Design e
"P. 0. Box 717 - x%%ﬁ
300 West Preston Street )

- Baltimore, Maryland 21203

Gentlemen: -

-

Reference is made to your letter May 5, subject: "Contract
No. H 665-000-478 F.A.P. No. RR 18 (19) High Speed Railroad
Grade Crossing Elimination at Bel Air Ave. (Md. 132)".

We have reviewed the drawing attached to the referenced letter
depicting an alignment proposal offered by the Town Commission-

ers of Aberdeen and believe the following observations to be
pertinent:
2P
a. Despite the connection between Maryland Route 2% and
Aberdeen Road provided under this plan, it would appear that
a substantiai number of vehicles would still use streets in

the residentual area adjoining Aberdeen Road to obtain access
to the new crossing structure.

b. 1If the proposal were implemented, it would be necessary -
for that portion of Aberdeen Rpad between Bel Air Avenue and
the entrance to Aberdeen Proving Ground to be conveyed to the

State. There would appear to be no barrier to such a convey-
ance.

c. Implementation of this plan would require relocation of
our present fence and control buildings at the Aberdeen Road
entrance into the reservation. This relocation would require
funding from the crossing elimination project.

— d. - We would desire access from the new connector road t%no
’ our property on either side of this road. Qg, "’o,o
H . > o«
z
- TP g -§
- £
i % &

- b L C . ) ’775_1916

t+
t
|
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’e , APPENDIX D

STEAP-PE-E 24 May 1977
Maryland Department of Transportation

e. There are Government-owned water and sewer lines which
would be crossed by the proposed connector roads; necessary
rights-of-way for these utilities would be required within the
right-of-way or easement provided the State for the new roadway.

Although this proposal is not reflected in our present planning,
further analysis may show that it can be made compatible with
proposed adjacent land uses.

If additional consideration is to be given this proposal, we
would wish to discuss the matter further.

Sincere yours,

SN

R. . RAPPAPCORT
Colonel, CE

Director of Facilities Engineering
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Malyland Depamem afrm”spa,tatlan Hermann K. intemann

Secretery

M. S. Caitrider

State Highway Administration Administreter

September 21, 1973-

MEMORANDUM

TO: Mr. George L, Hester
Relocation Assistance Officer

FROM:. Réymond:h. Saffron
Relocation Assistance Officer

SUBJECT: Contract No. H 665-001-482
F.A.P. No., RR 18 (19)
High Speed Railroad Grade Crossing
Elimination at Bel Air Avenue (Md. Rte. 132)
Gen. Files 69325

In answer to your telephone request for information on
the revised alternates (I1I, IV, V and VI) of the above captioned
project, please be advised that as a result of the revising of the
alternates, there will be no relocation assistance involved on this
project, with the exception of an estimated $10,000.00 moving cost
which applies to a warehouse on Alternate VI which is apparently
teing used to store some boxed material,

1 do not have cosies of the letter of request from the
consultant or copies of the plans covering the revised alternates;

however, this information is available in the Right of Way District &
file if needed.

1 am enclosing a copy of the Right of Way Cost Estimate

for the new alternate with a $10,000,00 moving cost estimate on Alt-
ernate IV circled, :

-~ "\\) ' (. .
3y or A
PN <A N Ty SR NG NP Uy
' RAS/ehg
En,CIQ w;mw .
. . ‘;";“{. ;.’\ H e’ ] ’p '
cc: Stephen E. Maged i A i
- <
P o . SEP2219M
: | | : o . e o FINCR
=~ P, o CBCRLA -1 OVATION ASSISTARCE
LT T Wy telephone number s _ = R

OFFics ur REAL ESTATE



APPENDIX F

DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH AND MENTAL HYGIENE
ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH ADMIN{STRATION

MNEIL SOLOMON, M.D., PH.D.
SECRETARY

k4 -

. Mr. Charles R, Anderson, Chief
Bureau of Landscape Architecture
Joppa and Falls Roads
Brooklandville, Maryland 21022

- Dear Mr. Anderson:

P.O. BOX 13387

201 WEST PRESTON STREET
BALTIMORE, MARYLAND 21203
PHONE » 301-383- 3245

November 9, 1978

RE: Contract H 665-001-482
- F.A.,P. No. RR 18(19)
Bel Air Avenue High Speed
Railroad Grade Crossing
Elimination

We have reviewed the Air Quality Analysis prepared for the above
subject project and have found that it is consistent with the Programs'

plans and objec*ives.

-

Thank you for the opportunity to review this analysis.,

mz%ms?@D

G R ANDERSON

Sincerely yours,
. .." ;...-,———T-:‘
tN s e N

William K. Bonta, Chief
Division of Program Planning & Analysis
Air Quality Programs

DONALD H. NOREN
OIRECTOR



APPENDIX G

HERBERT M. SACHS

"\

STATE OF MARYLAND
N DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES
' 'WATER RESOURCES ADMINISTRATION
: TAWES STATE OFFICE BUILDING
. ANNAPOLIS, MARYLAND 2140l

March 19, 1975 -

Mr. Saul Smith, Project Engineer
Porter and Ripa Associates, Inc.
200 Madison Avenue

Morristown, N.J. 07960

SUBJ: High Speed Railroad Grade Eliminations
Ebenezer Road, Chase, Baltimore County
Contract No. Bl175-478, State Clearinghouse Control No. 72-3-121
Patapsco Avenue, Chesaco Park, Baltimore County -
Contract No. B176-478, State Clearinghouse Control No. 72-3-118
Bel Air Avenue, Aberdeen, Harford County
Contract No. H665-478, State Clearinghouse Control No. 73-8-50¢
Michaelsville-Chelsea Roads, Perryman, Harford County
Contract No. H610-478, State Clearinghouse Control No. 72-3-122

Dear Mr. Smith:

We have reviewed the 200'-scale plans for the above referenced
projects and find no wetland or stream systems within the study
areas which would be governed by the Natural Resources Ccde,
Title 8 and 9. :

However, sediment control provisions will be reviewed in the

design phase in accordance with standard administrative pro-
cedures. If you have any questions, please advise.

Very truly yours,

A, 0.4

Jeff%ey 0. Smith

JOS :k1lm
cc: Mrs. Nancy Knipple, SHA

™ YD r0Y gdespicmre
Phrxm If?} ‘\ YL
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J%f%/{é};é/ SZitoriial Tpersd
25905 Feva Powd natelty Aarplard 21404
/  (204) 2675087 |

February 28, 1975

Mr. Saul Smith

Project Engineer . :

Porter and Ripa Associates, Inc. )
200 Madison Avenue - S
Morristown, New Jersey 07960

RE: High Speed Railroad Grade Elimination L
Michaelsville-Chelsea Roads, Perrvman, Harford County
Bel Air Avenue, &berdeen, Harford County
Ebenezer Road, Chase, 3altimore County

Dear Mr. Smith: -

Thank you for your letter of February 18, 1975, inguiring

about historic or archaeological sites which may be in the
area of the railroad grade eliminations stated above. The
Maryland inventory indicates that there are none in the re-

gion covered bv your maps of the Bel Air Avenue and Ebcnezer
Road grace eliminations. :

However, the inventory does indicate two buildings of his-
torical importance which have been circled in red Oon your map
of Michaelsville-Chelsea Roads, Perryman, Earford County.

These are: Spesutia Church (HA-249) and Spesutia Vestry (HA-
250) . Spesutia Church is one of the thres parishes estzblished
by the Church of England in Maryland by order of William and
Mary in 16858. The present church is the fourth building placed
on the same foundation and built from the original brick fired
in Karford County. The brick, one-story vesiry is of one rocm,
two-bays by one, and was built in 1766. '

I hope that this will provide you with the information you
need. Please contact us again if you require more.

PRAIFR XD LIPA ASRERINTES S, . Sincerely,

p=lorn lamigin i gl gk '
) ) I ¢ LOgl Vo APoelnéan L
| MAR 5 IS d : George J. Andreve:
L s e Assistant Architectural
lJD:LEJCJU U 5 Historian .
GJA:sh

Encls.: maps
Glastorecal and Cutditicd Lobnritidiecete s
@(7/1(&%/;)1672-/ % CCesromes coned Cg;?a)nﬁuuu:/’y @cuc/é/wwn/

(!
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BOARD OF EDUCATION OF HARFORD COUNTY

45 EAST GORDON STREET

" BEL AIR, MARYLAND 21014
W. MILES HANNA Preudent, Whitetord 301-838-7300

CHARLES F NEALY. Vice President, Aberdeen
«o MRS. HERMAN P. GAY, Aberdeen | May 15, 1974

GEORGE R. LITCHFIELD, Edgewood

MRS, E. HENRY RICHARDSON, Havre de Grace
THOMAS SNODGRASS, Street

BENJAMIN P. TOBIN. Bel Air

APPENDIX I \\Q&

A. A. ROBERTY
Suaperintendent of Schools

ALDEN H. HALSEY
Assisant Superintendent
for Instruccion

EARL J. LIGHTCAP, JR.

Assistant Superintendernt
fur Adminiscration

-
\~.
Mr. Howard H. Bowers, Chief
Bureau of Bridge Design
Maryland Department of Transportation
P. 0. Box 717 S
300 West Preston Street
Baltimore, Maryland 21203
~ Dear Mr. Bowers:
Reference is made to your letter of May 2, 1974, regarding the
contemplated elimination of the high speed railroad grade crossing
Jocated at Stats Route 132. ' . - -
Our pupil transportation department stopped using the Penn Central
grade level crossing at State Route 132 when Route 22, which overpassed
Route 40 and both railroad tracks, was completed. The closing of that
crossing and the construction of another overpass would have little, if

any, impact upon that phase of our operation.

As you well know, there have been many pedestrian and vehicular
fatalities at that crossing over the years. The construction of the
proposed overpass and the closing of the existing grade level crossing
should certainly result in increased safety for the people who must move
about in that area.

I respectfully suggest that you sericusly consider the inciusion of
a pedestrian walkway as part of the overpass— _'ect.

. / //

yours ‘
~ U<
f—K.: Roberty " -~
-uperﬂntendent Schools S

£AR/dd

cCc: Mr. Warren D. Hodges
Mr. Howard R. Che
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Maryland Department of Transportation - Sheet_1 o

State Highway Administration

'ROADWAY ESTIMATE

"
o

Harford . _ COUNTY CONTRACT No. H 665-482

ROUTE Bel Air Avenue DESCRIPTION__ Alternate IV
TYPE IMPROVEMENT Elimination of Railroad Grade Crossing

LENG'Iﬁ 840 LF (Ramp C)

TYPICAL SECTION 2 — 18' lanes with curbing and 10 ft. shoulder (Ramp C)

Checked by:

PREPARED BY S.J.S. REBBAYRGR W.R.S. DATE 9/15/78
ESTIMATED COST
Category 1 - Pgeliminas! 00.....000000000t.ooo0000.00ooo..oo..,...noooo.lnltooo $ 461000
Category 2 - Grading 00 0 0 0000000 00000E000000 00000000000 0C00000COCOCCOCCIOGCIOIIEMIOIEECEESLIES $ l42l000
Class 1 _8,000 cy @ S$6/cy = 48,000 :
Borrow _12,000 cy @ _$5/cy = 60,000
Other , Gufc}ogaﬂ, @ $20/LF = 34,000
Category3-Drain8ge 29 00 000000000000 0000000000 00000000 0000000OCCOCCEO%QCO0O0O0CO0CEO0COC0CES $ 121240
Category 5 - Paving .cccceevececccese . Rigid Flexible $ 70,400
Surface Course 1100 tom@ S$22/ton = 24,200
Base Course 4200 sy @ _$9/sy = 37,800
N— Subbase 4200 sy @ S$2/sy = 8,400

Paving Section

Category 6 = ShoUlder c.ceceesescccescsesssecsceccccssrscsssossansssscsnscsssd 87,800
Double Surface Treatment 300 sy @ S1/sy = 300

Base Course 300 sy @ S$5/sv = 1.500

Curb & Gutter 1,140 LF @ $20/LF = 22,800

Other , conc. med. barrier & end section = 62.000

S
Category 7 - Lautﬁlbsacsa%ing?’o&r%ion & Se%imgﬁés%ontrol) cececes 1’200 ceesesses $_ 10,000

Categorya-Utilities ------- $ 0 0 00000000 0000000000000 0000 00OCCILIOELOEOOCOIOSIOIEOSOEDTOE s 2’000

si@ing & Marking 00 00 000000000000 0000000000 000000000 000000 000 25,000

RDAWAY CONSTRUCTION COST © 0 00 0000 000 0000000000000 00000600000000000000000c00 395,440

CONTINGENCIES (10Z) « e vveenseccnecsasensssonsssasseonsesssssnnsennsaonneos 39,360
ALLOWANCE FOR SMALL CONTRACT e veeoeeeecococesoocseocacsasesacennsonsennanns
TOTAL ROADWAY CONSTRUCTION COST «svveeeveeneosnsacancnssonnsennsancncennas 434,800
STRUCTURE coST . and. Pedestyian .QVerRass..covevennnnnnnnnennnnn. 506,000
'\, INTERCHANGE 00ST +.seeuseeusernsssnsstesnsennntnsentstunntnnneenenty
NEAT CONSTRUCTION « v eeoeoceeacasacoosonsnesessncosasasassensonssncsosnnsess 940,800

SHA 61.1 - 781
3/19/7u
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Sheet 2 of &6

STRUCTURES ESTIMATE

Baltimore COUNTY CONTRACT NO. H 665-482

DATE 9/13/78 ROUTE Bel Air Avenue

DESCRIPTION Alternate IV

PREPARED BY 5.J.S. CHECKED BY __ W.R.S.

ESTIMATED COST

SETUCLUTE: +. ¢ + o o o o o o o o o o
Dual Single X

Location Bel Air Avenue - Aberdeen

Type Single-span

Note: For dimensions and clearances see next page

Area 2880 S. Pe. x § 100.00 /S. Ft. $288,000
Area S. Ft. x § /S. Ft.

Maint. of Traffic. ¢« . ¢ & ¢ 4o ¢ o« o o o o o o o s s s
Removal of Existing Structure. . . . . ¢ ¢« & ¢ o ¢ o o &

Misce 118“&008. ¢ @& & o o o ¢ o e o *e o o o o * o o o L] .

Remarks:

CUIVertS..~........................s
.....""'°'$ 218,000

Others . I_’e.de.sgr}a.n .Oye.rp.a§s. .« o

CONSTRUCTION CosT. L] L] L] L] L] L] . L] L] L] L] L] L] L] L] L] L] L] L] . L] $

CONTINGENCIES- ® ¢ o o e @ & o o + & & o & o 6 o e e 9 o o o$

STRUCTURE COST. ¢ « ¢ =« o « o o o o o o o » « « TOTAL $ 506,000

ENGINEERING OVERHEAD, ETC. . . + + + « ¢ v commem $

TOTAL COST . L] L] . L] . L] . L] L] L] L] . L] . . L] L] . L] . . . .

SHA 61.1 - 783
3/19/74
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APPENDIX J Sheet __3__ of __6_
BRIDGE WIDENING \3\1?

Bel Air Avenue

Alternate IV

~ WiDTH |
'2"'0" ’l
m .
1l i
P b
+ bae o e . . - . — . — — ——— —— — e iy S W —— . —— = —— -——--1 I
|
| ]
| ]
LENGTH OF EXISTING STRUCTURE
240'-0"
—3 — T

Area = 240 x 12 = 2880 S.F.



| APPENDIX J - ' ! \a\K
Maryland Department of Transportation - Sheet_4 of 6

State Highway Administration

ROADWAY ESTIMATE

Harford _ cowny CONTRACT No,_H 665-482

roUTE Bel Air Avenue DESCRIPTION___Alternate V (Overpass)

TYPE IMPROVEMENT Elimination of Railroad Grade Crossing

LENGTH 7995 LF

TYPICAL SECTION 26 ft. pavement w/5' sidewalk and 10 ft. shoulder
S checked by: -
PREPARED BY -J.S. RURBAN <6F;__ W.R.S. DATE 9/15/78

ESTIMATED COST
Category 1 - Pgelimina!! o-----o-o-o--ooo-oo--o-onooonoo-o-o--,nnnnnooo-..o-.- $ 75,000

Category 2 ".Grading --.o....--.-.ooooo--oo-llncOOOOO---..ooo....---oo-o.---- S 251’000
Class 1 600 cvy @ _S6/cy . = S 3,600 :
Borrow 43,000 cvy @ _S$5/cvy = 215,000
Other =

Category3—Dr&inage 58 8 80 80 000 00 006060000600 060600 000600000009 0000000000880 0000880 $ 40I600

Category 5 - Paving eescscscscsssssssssRigid Flexible $ 201,950
Surface Course 5180 ton @ $15/ton = $ 77,700
Base Course 14,650 sy @ S$7/svy = 102,550

N— Subbase __ 10,850 _sv @ _s$2/sv = 21,700

Paving Section

Category 6 - Shouldet ----oo-----oooooooooooooooooooooooo--oo--ooooooooo--oons ]-86 936

Double Surface Treatment __ 12,030 sy @ _$0.70/sy =_5 8,421
Base Course 12,030 sy @ $2.50/svy = 30,075

Curb & Gutter 5350 LF @ §l3/LF = 69,550

= 42,800

o&her, s:.dewalk 5350 sy @
sy Si %, 36,090
Category 7 - Landscaping (Ero on & Sediment Control) ....... eefddeeeeeneaes $_ 8,000

Categorys-utilities esecseee S 0 0 000 0 e ss st es0css 0000 ssessesesRCsteteteeas $ 20'000
Siping &Marking ® 0 00500050 500560660500 005500995055 08958 0800809008808 00 7,000
Miscellaneous - Guard House Relocation 10,000

RDAWAY CONSTRUCTION COST 9 0000006080600 000800008000680000000000s0000cc00600s00o°0a0 800,486
80,114

CONTINGENCIES (loz) ..Olll..ll..lll..l...l.l.lll..l....lllllll..lll.ll.l....

ALIIOWANCE mR SML CONTRACI 0 800 006006700 0000800000060 0600000600000000cssse0s00

~

TOTAL ROAWAY CONSTRUCTION COST 0000000000000 060000000060008080800006000000000es0s 880,600

STRUCTURE cosT .Retaining Walls & Pedestrian Overpass....... 2,685,620
Modification of Electrification . 340,000
.\_, mm@{mxk fééllIlEl-lloooo-----o-o-oooooolol---------loo.-oc. 14

NEAT CONSTRUCTION @8 80 08 0000 8000008000600 00800000000800000000600000000s000s00c000ss 3,906,220

GHA 61,1 - 781
3/19/74
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Sheet 5 of 6

APPENDIX J

STRUCTURES ESTIMATE

Baltimore COUNTY CONTRACT NO. H 665-482

DATE 9/13/78 ROUTE Bel Air Avenue

CESCRIPTION Alternate V (Overpass)

PREPARED BY S.J.8. GHEKED BY W.R.S.

ESTIMATED COST

struc ture : L] * . L] L] L] L] L] L] . . L] L] L] L] * L] . L] . e ‘e L] L] L]
Dual Single X

Location Bel Air Avenue - Aberdeen

Type Single-span

Note: For dimensions and clearances see noxt page

Area 6027 S. Pt. x § /S. Fe. $ 361,620

Area S. Ft. x § /S. Pt.

Mainto Of Traffic. L] . . L] . L] [ . . . . . [ ] . . . . L]

Removal of Existing Structure. . . « ¢« « « o« o« o o o o @

Miscellaneous. Retaining walls (2450 long), , ., . ., 1,766,000
Modification of Electrification facilities 340,000
Remarks:

culverts . L] .. L ] L] L] L] * L] . L] L] L] L] L] L] . * * L] L] * L] . L] .$

Others P.egeos.t-rjo-ap ooYeoI.poaSoSo . . L] . . . 3 ] 3 3 ] L] Ld . 0$ 218J000

CONSTRUCTION COST. . . ° L) ° . - . L) ] . . . ) . L) L) ] . L) os

CONTI NGENCIES ° L) ° . L) ° . . L) . . . . ° . ) . . L) . L) . ° . $

STRUCTLRE COST. + « « « o « « « « « « o o « « . TOTAL $| 2,685,620

ENGINEERING OVERHEAD, ETC. « . « « « ¢ ¢ v oo & $

TOTAL COST . . . e o o o . e o . e ¢ o o o o . * o o . . .

SHA 61.1 - 783
3/19/7h
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APPENDIX J

:of A
BRIDGES Sheet 8 of 2 \ &
OVERPASS Bel Air Avenue
‘ WIDTH=41"-0" Alternate V
IO'-O"L 26'-0" lsl_ou 6{-
SHLDR. ROADWAY l ™ SIDEWALK / /\Q." .
r : / Kﬁ 33°/R_M,€.Y

vi

/

L[ .

LENGTH 80'
£ =~ Length (80') < sin ¥ (.5446)
b—24'-3" MIN. ' 3) = 147 feet
RETAINING WALL Area = 147 x 41 = 6027 S.F.
ELEVATION
UNDERPASS .//g:
v
&
169" MIN. / I/gfa /ROADWAY
1 — / / /
. lo'-o'_'J 26"0" Isl_oll/ / /E LEV
SHLOR! ROADWAY I Nl sioewaLk
WIDTH= 4t'-0"

RETAINING WALL
m*‘f

7\ N\
v

!

L
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: ' APPENDIX K
ASSESSMENT OF SIGNIFICANT ENVIRONMENTAL EFFECTS zb

The following guestions should be answered by placing \
a check in the appropriate column{(s). If desirable, the "com-
ments attached" column can be checked by itself or in combination
with an answer of "yes" or "no" to provide additional information
o0 ta overcome an affirmative presumption.

In answering the questions, the significant beneficial
and adverse, short and long term effects of the proposed action,
on-site and off-site during construction and operation should be
considered.

All questions should be answered as if the agency is
subject tc the same requirements as a private person requesting a
license or permit from the State or Federal Government.

See Page
Yes No Number
A. Land Use Considerations |

1. Will the action be within the

100 year flood plain? X 6-23
2. Will the action require a permit

for construction or alteration

within the 50 year flood plain? X 21
3. Will the action require a permit

for dredging, filling, draining

or alteration of a wetland? X 21
A. Will the action require a permit

for the construction or operation

of facilities for solid waste

disposal including dredge and

excavation spoil? X -
5. Will the action occur on slopes

exceeding 15%2 X p—
6. Will the action require a grading

plan or a sediment control permit? X 21
7. Will the action require a mining

permit for deep or surface mining? X S
2. Will the action require a permit

for drilling a gas or oil well? X -—-
9. Will the action require a permit

for airport construction? X -=-

10. Will the action require a permit
for the crossing of the Potomac
River by conduits, cables or
other like devices? X



(@

11-

12.

13.

Will the action affect the use

of a public recreation area, park,
forest, wildlife management area,
scenlc river or wildland? '

Will the action affect the use of
any natural or man-made features
that are uniqué to the county,
state or nation?

Will the action affect the use of
an archaeological or historical
site or structure?

Water Use Considerations

14.

15.

16.

17.

18.

19.

20.

21.

Will the action require a permit
for the change of the course,
current, or cross-section of a
stream or other body of water?

Will the action require the
construction, alteration or
removal of a dam, reservoir or
waterway obstruction?

Will the action change the over-
land flow of storm water or
reduce the absorption capacity of
the ground?:

Will the action require a permit
for the drilling of a water well?:

Will the action require a pernit
for water appropriation?

Will the action require a permit
for the construction and opera-
tion of facilities for treatment
or distribution of water?

Will the project require a permit
for the construction and operation
of facilities for sewage treatment
and/or land disposal,of liquid
waste derivatives?

Will the action result in any
discharge into surface or sub-
surface water?

Yes



(@

22.

Alr

23.

24.

25.

26.

27.

28.

29.

30.

If so, will the discharge affect
ambient w~ater quality parameters
and/or require a discharge permit?

Use Considerations

Will the action result in any
discharge into the air?

If so, will the discharge affect
ambient air quality parameters
or produce a disagreeable odor?

Will the action generate addi-
tional noise which differs in

character or level from present
conditions? ' o

Will the action preclude future
use of related air space?

Will the action generate any
radiological, electrical,
magnetic, or light influences?

‘Plants and Animals

Will the action cause the dis-
turbance, reduction or loss of
any rare, unique or valuable
plant or animal?

Will the action result in the
significant reduction or loss
of any fish or wildlife habitats?

Will the action require a permit
for the use of pesticides, herbi-

cides or other biological, chemi-

cal or radiological contrecl
agents?

Socio-Economic

3l.

Will the action result in a pre-
emption or division of properties
or impair their economic use?



(P

@

see Page
Number

<
(0]
0]
=
(o)

37. Will the action cause relocaticn
of activities, structures or
result in a change in the popula-
tion density or distribution? : X 15

X 2

33. Will the action alter land values?

34. Will the action affect traffic .
flow and volume? X 3

35. Will the action affecct the pro-.
duction, ecxtraction, harvest or
potential use of a scarce or
economically important resource? . X -

3. Will the action require a
license to construct a sawmill or
other plant for the manufacture
of forest products? : -—-

37.” 13 the action in accord with
federal, state, regional and local
comprchensive or functional plans-—--
including zoning? X 1

e

-

38. Will the action affect the employ-
ment opportunities for persons in
the area? : ‘ ' X 15

39. Will the action affect the ability .
nf the area to attract new sources ' X
of tax revenue? 15

40, Will the action discourage preseént
sources of tax revenue from remain-
ing in the area, or affirmatively
encourage them to relocate else-
where? X 15

41. Will the actlion affect the ability
nf the area to attract tourism? X -

Other Considerations

42. Could the action endanger the pub-
‘lic health, safety or welfare?

43, Could the action be eliminated
without deleterious effects to the
public health, safety, welfare or
the natural environment?



(® .

see Page \'l)’}

Yes NO Number

44. Will the action be of statewide
significance? X ===

45. Are there any other plans or
actions (federal, state, county
or private) that, in conjunction
with the subject action could
result in a cumulative or syner-
gistic impact on the public health,
safety, welfare or environment? R, .
46. Will the action require additional
power generation or transmission
capacity? X -—-

G. Conclusion

A7. This agency will develop a com-
plete environmental effects report ' (See Note
on the proposed action. X Below)

NOTE:

The Federal %ighway_Administration has designated Bel Air
Avenue a_"majgr action" project, requiring a Negative
Declaration with Air and Noise Studies. Therefore, the

Environmental Effects Report (EER) need not be developed
on the proposed action.



