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FEDERAL HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION
FINDING OF NO SIGNIFICANT IMPACT

FOR
MD ROUTE 450 INTERCHANGE AT MD ROUTE 564

PRINCE GEORGE'S COUNTY, MARYLAND

The FHWA has determined that this project will not have any
significant impact on the environment. This finding of no signi-
ficant impact is based on the Environmental Assessment and the
attached information, which summarizes the assessment and docu-
ments the selection of Alternate 2 Modified. The Environmental
Assessment has been independently evaluated by the FHWA and
determined to adequately discuss the environmental issues and
impacts of the proposed project. It provides sufficient evidence

and analysis for determining that an Environmental Impact
Statement is not required.
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MEMORANDUM OF ACTION OF ADMINISTRATOR HAL KASSOFF

WEDNESDAY, MARCH 13, 1985
* *

CONCURRENCE WITH PRIOR ACTION

In accordance with established procedures, an environmental document
"Finding of no Significant Impact" FONSI) is being prepared for submission
to the Federal Highway Administration for the project listed below. Location
approva.l will be recommended for Modified Alternate 2.

1. State Contract No. P-185-101=371
P.D.M.S. #163002
Md. Rte. 450 (Annapolis Road) Interchange at Md. Rte. 564

The decision to proceed in this manmner was made by Administrator Kassoff
at a staff meeting held on January 23, 1985.

Copy: Mr, J. A. Agro, Jr. -
Mr. G. E. Dailey
Mr. E. Loskot
Mr., N, Pedersen
Mr, B, S. Freedman
Mr. A, M, Capizzi
Mr, L. H, Ege, Jr.
Mr. M. Snyder
Mr. D. G. Honeywell
SHA-Contract P-185-101-371
Ms. C., Simpson



William K. Hellmann

State Highway Administration Secretary
Hal Kassoff
March 12, 1985 Administrator
MEMORANDUM
TO: Mr. William I. Slacum, Secretary
State Roads Commission
FROM: Neil J. Pedersen, Director .
Office of Planning and W9 fw

Preliminary Engineering

SUBJECT: Contract No. P 185-101-371
Maryland Route 450
(Annapolis Road)
Interchange at Maryland Route 564
PDMS No. 163002

RE: Selection of Alternate

The Bureau of Project Planning is preparing a Finding of No
Significant Impact (FONSI) for the subject project. It is anti-
cipated that this document will be ready to submit to the Federal ‘
Highway Administration during the month of March, 1985. The deci-
sion to proceed with the FONSI recommending Modified Alternate 2
for Location Approval was made by Administrator Kassoff at a
meeting on January 23, 1985.

A summary of this meeting including the Project Management
Team Recommendation of Mo“ified .Alternate 2 and the concurrence
of Administrator Kassoff s attached.

This information is being sent to you as part of the procedure

by which you submit the action to Mr. Kassoff, receive his approval,
formally record and file this action.

I concur with the above information: : / C//" ‘
3/.3/5-')" %

by: /
Date Hal Kassoff
Administrator
HK :mm
Attachment
cc: Mr. John Agro Mr. Anthony M. Capizzi
Mr. Gordon E. Dailey Mr. Michael Snyder
Mr. Edward Loskot Mr. Louis H. Ege, Jr.

Mr. Earle S. Freedman

My telephone number Is 659-1111

Teletypewriter for Impalred Hearlng or Speech
383-7555 Baltimore Metro — 565-0451 D.C. Metro — 1-800-492-5062 Statewl!de Toll Free

P.O. Box 717 / 707 North Calvert St., Baitimore, Marytand 21203 - 0717




Maryland Department of Transportation Willlam K. Hellmana

State Highway Administration Secrotary -~

Hal Kassoff
Administrater

March 11, 1985

MEMORANDUM

TO: Mr. Louis H. Ege, Jr., Acting Chief
Bureau of Project Planning

FROM: Donald G. Honeywell, "/
Project Manager 2

SUBJECT: Contract No. P 185-101-371
Maryland Route 450
(Annapolis Road)

Interchange at Maryland Route 564
PDMS No. 163002

RE: Administrative Review - Supplement

This supplements my memorandum dated January 30, 1985
reporting the proceedings of the Administrative Review. of
. January 23, 1985 and selection of Modified Alternate 2.

With regard to the Planning Team's recommendation to
control traffic flow entering and exiting the Princess
Garden Inn from Princess Garden Parkway, the intent is to
assure that these movements do not inhibit traffic flow on
Maryland Route 450. During the design phase the Project
Engineer.will investigate methods to provide access to the
Princess Garden Inn property which mitigate effects of pro-
posed channelization on business operations. This inves-
tigation may require further discussion with the owners.

During the Administrative review a suggestion was offered
to add a third lane to westbound Maryland Route 564 to increase
travel efficiency. The feasibility of this lane was inves-
tigated and reviewed with certain members of the Project
Planning Team. Administrator Kassoff concurred with the
addition of this lane on March 5, 1985.

DGH: mm

cc: Recipients of 1/23/85 memorandum
Mr. Barry E. Ditto
Mr. Vernon J. Kral

My telephone number Is____659-1136

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

P.O. Box 717 / 707 North Calvert St., Baitimore, Maryiand 21203 - 0717
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Maryland Department of Transportation

William K. Helimann

) - . Secretary
State Highway Administration
Hal Kassoff
Administrator
February 28, 1985
MEMORANDUM
TO: Mr. Hal Kassoff
Administrator
FROM: Neil J. Pedersen, Director GRDL \ QQALu“ﬁ
Office of Planning and
Preliminary Engineering
SUBJECT: Contract No. P 185-101-371
Maryland Route 450
(Annapolis Road)
Interchange at Maryland Route 564
PDMS No. 163002 '
RE: ' . ADDITIONAL WESTBOUND LANE AT MARYLAND ROUTE 564 . .

N

At your request, the Bureau of Project Planning has investigated
provision of an additional westbound lane for Maryland Route 450
at its merger with Maryland Route 564 at Lanham. The purpose of
this lane is to increase the capacity of this intersection for more
efficient- traffic operation and”to allow fu ure expansion, if
necessary. K

The additional lane, as depicted on enclosed prints, is
recommended on the basis of its cost effectiveness and minimal
impact. This lane requires minor realignment of the westbound
roadway of Maryland Route 564 toward the north. The horizontal
curvature is revised from 3°00' to 5°30' but is well within design
criteria for the 40 MPH design speed. There is minor encroachment
on the parking lot of Steuart Ford AMC Jeep Renault requiring
acquisition of approximately 675 square feet, equivalent to
approximately two (2) parking spaces. The estimated total cost
of the additional lane (right-of-way and construction) is $15,700.

sTass bi? ket This recommendation has been reviewed and concurred by
District Engineer Michael Snyder, District Traffic Engineer
Majid Shakib, Mr. Lester F. Wilkinson, Jr., of the M-NCPPC, the
4 i £ Bureau of Highway Design, and the Bureau of Project Planning.

My telephone number is 659-1110

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

P.O. Box 717/ 707 North Calvert St., Baltimore, Maryland 21203 - 0717
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I concur with this recommendation.

/ﬂ j 3/ e

Hal Kassoff Date
Administrator

NJP :mm
Enclosure

cc: Mr. Michael Snyder
Mr. Majid Shakib
Mr. Vernon J. Kral
Mr. Louis H. Ege, Jr.
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Maryland Department of Transportation Willam K. Hellmamn
State Highway Administration Secrotary
Hal Kassoff
Administrator

January 30, 1985

MEMORANDUM

TO:.

Mr. Louis H. Ege, Jr., Acting Chief
Bureau of Project Planning

FROM: Donald G. Honeywell%/
Project Manager

SUBJECT: Contract No. P 185-101-371

Mr.
Mr.

Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr,
Mr.
Ms.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Ms.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.

Maryland Route 450 ‘
(Annapolis Road)

Interchange at Maryland Route 564
PDMS No. 163002

Administrative Review

The Project Planning. Team assembled in the Administrator's .
conference room on January 23, 1985 to present the project
recommendation which was distributed by memorandum dated

January 18, 1985.° Those in attendance were:

Hal Kassoff - Administrator N

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

Michael Snyder - District Engineer

Majid Shakib - District Traffic Engineer

Edward M. Loskot - Deputy Chief Enginer, Development

Steve D. Kouroupis - Bureau of Highway Design

Hansel B. Travers - Bureau of Highway Design

Stephen F. Drumm - Bureau of Highway Design

Harry F. Meyers - Bureau of Bridge Design

Ollie K. Mumpower - Bureau of Traffic Projects

Joseph F. Finkle - Bureau of Highway Statistics

Chas. M. McCormick, Jr. - Bureau of Planning & Program Development

Wanda Brocato - Bureau of Planning & Program Development

Francis X. Lauer - Bureau of Engineering Access Permits

Chas. A, Carroll - Bureau of Accident Studies

Louis H. Ege, Jr. - Acting Chief, Bureau of Project Planning

Cynthia Simpson - Bureau of Project Planning

Donald Honeywell - " "

S. Lewis Helwig - " on "

Donald Sparklin - " " "

Douglas Simmons - " 1" " .

My telephone number Is___659-1136

Teletypewriter for Impaired Hearing or Speech
383-7555 Baitimore Metro — 565-0451 D.C. Metro — 1-800-492-5062 Statewlide Toli Free

P.O. Box 717 / 707 North Calvert St., Baitimore, Marytand 21203 - 0717
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Mr., James R. Novak - Director, Dept. of Public Works & Transportation,
Prince George's County

Mr, Frank Derro - Maryland National Park and Planning Commission

Mr. Lester F. Wilkinson, Jr. - Maryland National Park & Planning
Commission '

Mr. Frank L, Todd - Federal Highway Administration

Mr. David Wallace - Rummel, Klepper & Kahl

Mr. Ernest G. Disney - Rummel, Klepper & Kahl

The project manager gave a brief overview of the project
development and the Team's recommendation for Modified Alternate
2. A brief slide presentation and discussion focused upon the
concerns of local businesses and residents in terms of accessibility
and diversion of local traffic to residential streets resulting from
the proposed prohibition of certain traffic movements at the
Maryland Route 450/Princess Garden Parkway intersection. Several
letters and petitions had been recently received opposing these
prohibitions associated with the recommended alternate. The Team's
analysis of this opposition concluded that there was little sub-
stance to these objections because 1) short term accessibility
disadvantages will be offset by better overall traffic service, and
2) local streets will be able to adequately accommodate any diverted
traffic.

Mr. Novak advised that Prince George's County has considered
the objections raised, but their position remains as stated in
their letter endorsing Modified Alternate 2 dated December 5, 1984.

Mr. Wallace then described the engineering features of the
recommended alternate including proposed signalization.

At the Maryland Route 450/Princess Garden Parkway intersection
the only signalization initially required may be pedestrian actuated.
The need to signalize the westbound to southbound left turn move-
ment may not be necessary until the design year.

The need to control access to the Princess Garden Inn by
curbing the east side of Princess Garden Parkway met with concurrence
by the meeting participants.

Access to the Mobil service station on Maryland Route 564 was
identified as a safety concern. It was decided to close the
easternmost entrance and provide a shoulder on the drivers left of
the turning roadway from eastbound Maryland Route 564.

Entrance channelization will be applied to the shopping center
along the south side of westbound Maryland Route 564 with curbing
extending westerly to the merge with Maryland Route 450.
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\

A study will be prepared to determine the impact and cost of
adding a third lane to the westbound roadway of Maryland Route 450
at its merger with Maryland Route 564 to add increased intersection
capacity. This study will be reviewed with Administrator Kassoff.

Two residences were identified as significantly impacted
although not required for construction. These are: 9106 Annapolis
Road, and 9115 Lanham-Severn Road. It was agreed that the
Administration will contact the owners of these residences and offer
to purchase these homes if they wish to be relocated; condemnatlon
proceedings will not be used.

At the conclusion of these deliberations and concurrence by
Mr. Todd, Administrator Kassoff indicated his concurrence in the
recommendation subject to considerations noted above.

A status report advising of this decision will be furnished
those on the project mailing list. .

DGH:mm

cc: Attendees -
Mr. -Barry Ditto
Mr. Vernon Kral
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Maryland Department of Transportation

Wiiliam K. Hellmann

State Highway Administration Sectatary
Hal Kassoft
Administrator
January 18, 1985
MEMORANDUM
TO: Mr. Hal Kassoff
Administrator
FROM: Neil J. Pedersen, Director .
Office of Planning and My %‘u“w
Preliminary Engineering )
SUBJECT: Contract No. P 185-101-371
Maryland Route 450
(Annapolis Road)
Interchange at Maryland Route 564
PDMS No. 183002
RE: Administrative Review Meeting
. This confirms the meeting scheduled in your conference room at

9:00 a.m., Wednesday, January 23, 1985 for presentation of the Project
Planning Staff Recommendation. Attached for your use are:

-Brochure distributed for the May 20, 1980 Public Hearing

-Project Status Report dateq August 6, 1984

e

- ~Staff recommendation.

The Project Planning Team recommends Modified Alternate 2 as was
recommended in concept by Prince George's County during October 1983,
to provide required design year traffic service. This alternate is
being recommended after circulation of the attached Project Status
Report, staff participation at a Public Hearing conducted by the City
of New Carrollton the evening of August 15, 1984 and evaluation of
resulting comments received. The City of New Carrollton endorsed the.
recommended alternate by letter dated September 25, 1984, By letter
dated December 5, 1984 Prince George's County endorsed the recommended
alternate including the restriction of traffic movements associated
with the recommended alternate. The County also accepted responsi-
bility for any local street improvements necessitated by this
alternate. The major elements of the recommended alternate include:

1. Widening of Maryland Route 450 to a four lane divided highway
from Princess Garden Parkway to Whitfield Chapel Road.

My telephone number is___ 699-1110

Teletypewriter for impaired Hearing or Speech
383-7555 Baitimore Metro — 565-0451 D.C. Metro — 1-800-492.5062 Statewlde Toil Free

P.O. Box 717 / 707 North Caivert St., Baltimore, Maryiand 21203 - 0717
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Mr. Hal Kassoff

%%%%a%%018, 1985

2. Replacement of deteriorating bridge (No. 16014) carrying
Maryland Route 450 over the electrified Amtrak Railroad.

3. Bifurcation of the eastbound and westbound roadways of Mary-
land Route 564 from Maryland Route 450 to Cipriano Road with
the eastbound roadway overpassed by Maryland Route 450.

4. Prohibition of certain traffic movements at the Maryland
Route 450/Princess Garden Parkway intersection with pro-
vision for these movements by emergency vehicles.

5. Displacement of two businesses and two residences.

The recommended alternate can be processed as a Finding of No
Significant Impact (FONSI).

A transcript of the Public Hearing, the Environmental Assessment,
a synopsis of comments received from distribution of the Project
Status Report dated August 6, 1984, and other back-up information are
avallable from the Project Manager, Mr. Donald G. Honeywell, 659-1136.

Those receiving copies of this memorandum or their designated .
representatives are requested to participate in this meeting.
NJP :mm )
Enclosures (3)
~ecc: (w/encl.) .
Mr. G. E. Dailley Mr. D. A. Wiles

Mr. J. F. Ross .~ Mr. M. Snyder

Mr. E. M. Loskot Mr. J. F. Finkel

Mr. A. M. Capizzi Mr. J. L. White

Mr. H. B. Travers Mr. C. M. McCormick
Mr., S. F. Drumm Mr. R. J. Finck

Mr. J. K. Gatley Mr., B. E. Ditto

Mr. J. A. Logan Mr. C. D. Simpson

Mr. C. E. Rose Ms. S. L. Helwig

Mr. L. H. Ege, Jr. Mr. L. J. Saben

Mr. J. H. Grauer Mr, F. Derro

Mr. M. Shakib Mr. L. F. Wilkinson, Jr.
Mr. V. J. Kral Mr. J. R. Novak

Ms. G. Anthony Mr. G. C. Martin, Jr.
Mr. C. R. Anderson Mr. A. A. Fluery

Mr. T. Hicks Mr. F. L. Todd

Mr. O. K. Mumpower Mr. D. W. Wallace

Mr. J. A. Hester
Mr. P. S. Jaworski
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Table 1

Comparison of Alternates
Maryland Route 450 Interchange
at Maryland Route 564

No-Build (Selected) Alt.
Alt. Mod. Alt., 2 2
Socio-Economic Impacts
Residential Displacements 0 2 3
Number of Residents Relocated 0 5 9
Minority Residents Relocated 0 0 0
Business Displacements 0 2 12
Persons Employed by Displaced
Businesses 0 8 60
Farm Displacements 0 0 0
Other Properties Affected 0 12 24
Historic and Archeological Sites 0 0 0
Public Recreational Lands
Affected 0 0 0
Effect on Residential Access None Improved Improved
Consistency with Land Use Plans No Yes Yes
Natural Environment Impacts
Loss of Natural Habitat None None None
Effect on Wildlife Populations None None None
Effect on Rare Threatened
or Endangered Species None None None
Stream Crossings None None None
Wetland Areas Affected None None None
100 Year Floodplains Affected None None None
Agricultural Lands Affected None None None
Air Quality Impacts
(sites exceeding S/NAAQS) None None None
Noise Level Impacts
(NSA exceeding Federal Noise
Abatement Criteria) None None None
Costs (1984 dollars in thousands)
Construction 0 8,659* 9,747%*
Right-of-way 0 789** 3,597*%*
TOTAL 0 9,448
(minimal)

/9

Alt.

22
55

0
12

60
0
24
0

0
Improved
Yes

None
None

None
None
None
None
None

None

None

13,093*
5,668%*

13,344%%% 18,761%**

* Includes railroad electrification adjustments, protective
services, etc,. Estimated at 1,218,
** Includes right-of-way acquisition and relocation.
*** Includes cost of slip ramp from I-95 ramp to Lanham Station Road:

Right-of-way - 36; construction - 317.

I1-1
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A, Background
1. The Problem and Purpose of the Project

The Maryland Routes 450/564 study area is located northeast of
Washington, D.C. at Lanham in north-central Prince George's County,
Maryland, immediately east of the Capital Beltway (I-95) interchange
with Maryland Route 450. The urbanized project area focuses upon the
intersection of Maryland Route 450 (Annapolis Road) with Maryland
Route 564 (Lanhan-Severn Road), and the Maryland Route 450 bridge over
the electrified Amtrak Railroad (Bridge No. 16014). (See Figure 1)

The highway transportation problem at the intersection of
Maryland Routes 450 and 564 includes geometric deficiencies and
inadequate capacity which contribute to collision rates significantly
greater than the statewide average for similar facilities. These are
caused by heavy traffic volumes (Level of Service 'E'), weaving and
turning movements, roadside friction due to commercial driveway
entrances and excessive delays. Although Maryland Route 450 is a 6
lane divided highway immediately west of its intersection with
Maryland Route 564, the roadway narrows to a single two lane roadway
east of therintersection and across the Amtrak railroad bridge. These
problems are aggravated by the adjacent signalized intersection at
Princess Garden Parkway, the Capital Beltway interchange ramp and
their associated signalization immediately west of the intersection
and the signalized intersection at Whitfield Chapel Road.

The intersection of Maryland Route 450 with Princess Garden
Parkway, just 350 feet west of the Maryland Route 564 intersection,
contributes significantly to operational problems within the study

area. The eastbound approach consists of a directional northbound to

IT11-1
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eastbound exit ramp from the Capital Beltway, three through lanes of
Maryland Route 450 and double left turn storage lanes for vehicles
destined north on Princess Garden Parkway. Vehicles from the Beltway
exit ramp attempting to enter the left turn storage lanes for access
to Princess Garden Parkway often block the eastbound through lanes of
Maryland Route 450. During AM peak hours the intersection operates at
Level of Service 'E' being aggravated by back-ups from the Maryland
Route 564 intersection. This limits the effective green signal
utilization for westbound Maryland Route 450 traffic.

Current land use forecasts in the study area and the adjacent
Capital Beltway interchange area, indicate a continuation of growth
which will further aggravate traffic operations in the area. For
example, two (2) hotels, the Climat de France and a Red Roof Inn are
being planned contiguous to this project. By the design year 2010,
traffic volumes west of the Maryland Routes 450/564 intersection on
Maryland Route 450 are expected to increase 11%, while east of the
intersection, a 9% increase is expected. On Maryland Route 564 east
of the intersection, an increase of approximately 13% is projected.l
With these traffic volume increases, delays and accident rates are
expected to worsen, and traffic operation of the Maryland Route
450/Princess Garden Parkway intersection and the Maryland Routes
450/564 intersection are predicted to deteriorate to Level of Service

'F' by the design year.

1 These forecasts are based on the assumption that neither Maryland
Route 450 nor 564 are widened beyond two lanes east of the limits
this project resulting in constraints on the total amount of
traffic which will be able to use each roadway.

II1-2
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The Maryland Route 450 bridge (No. 16014) over the electrified

Amtrak Railroad, constructed in 1931, has a vertical clearance of 23

feet above the tracks. The current minimum prescribed vertical

clearance is 23'-6". Horizontal clearance from the center of the
northern track is 14'-6" to the abutment, and from the center of the
ultimate southern track* 13'-6" to the abutment. The current minimum
prescribed horizontal clearance is 18'-6". The lack of crash walls
protecting the bridge jeopardizes its ability to withstand a railroad
derailment impact. Although the bridge is structurally sound, there
is general cracking and spalling in the wingwalls, deck, sidewalk, and
curbs. The original deck is in a deteriorating condition, with
probable chloride damage to the reinforcing and supporting steel
structure. It is estimated that the deck will réquire replacement by
1988. The bridge provides insufficient roadway width to safely
accommodate both present and projected traffic volumes. The structure .
may qualify for Federal-Aid Bridge Replacement Funds due to
obsolescence based upon a stopping sight distance of 175 feet,
inadequate for the posted speed of 30 miles per hour (200 feet is
required).

The purpose of this project is to provide a facility which would
better accommodate future traffic volumes utilizing Maryland Route 450
and enable traffic in the project area to operate with improved safety
at Level of Service 'D' during the design year (2010).

2. Project History

In December, 1977, Project Planning studies were begun on the
project. Major milestones of the study were:

Public Informational Meeting . . . . . . . . . . September 11, 1978

*Although a future track has been planned, it may not be necessary to
provide space because of recent Railroad decisions.

ITI-3
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Alternates Public Meeting . . . . . . . . . . . . November 21, 1978
Environmental Assessment Circulated . . . . . . . April, 1980
Combined Location/Design Public Hearing . . . . . May 20, 1980

Due to funding constraints which surfaced at about the time of
the Public Hearing and as a result of Public Hearing comments, the
Project Planning Team investigated a number of revisions to the Public
Hearing alternates, as well as a Transportation Systems Management
(TSM) Alternate. In October, 1983, Prince George's County recommended
a concept for this reconstruction which has been designated Modified
Alternate 2. This alternate was analyzed by the team members who
found in favor of its feasibility.

On August 6, 1984 a Project Status Report was circulated to an
expanded project mailing list (about 800) to inform recipients about
Modified Alternate 2 and solicit their comments. Although responses
were generally favorable toward Modified Alternate 2, several
businesses were concerned about proposed travel pattern changes. A
number of citizens were apprehensive about local traffic diversions
onto streets which are perceived to be.inadequate.

This project has appeared in construction programs since Fiscal
Year 1972, but was identified in the 1981-1986 Consolidated Transpor-
tation Program (CTP) as a Secondary Highway Improvement to be deleted
following completion of current activities (Project Planning -
attainment of Location and Design Approvals). Preliminary Engineering
for the project reappears in the Secondary Development and Evaluation
Program of the 1985-1990 Consolidated Transportation Program.

B. Alternates

1. Description

In addition to Alternates 1, 2, and 3 which were presented at the

I1I-4
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May, 1980 Public Hearing, two other preliminary alternates were
considered during the Project Planning study. ‘

Alternate 4 consisted of an interchange to accommodate all

traffic movements between Maryland Routes 450 and 564 as provided with
Alternate 3, except that the ramp from westbound Maryland Route 450 to
eastbound Maryland Route 564 was located west of the railroad bridge.

Due to the geometric deficiencies, such as insufficient ramp
radii, this alternate was dropped from consideration prior to the
November, 1978 Alternates Public Meeting.

Alternate 5 replaced the existing intersection with a triangular

one-way System including an extension of Whitfield Chapel Road north
to Maryland Route 564 into Cipriano Road. Eastbound and westbound
Maryland Route 450 would be divided into two roadways. The eastbound
roadway diverged at Maryland Route 564 and extended eastward to
Whitfield Chapel Road, with a new bridge over Amtrak. Westbound ‘
Maryland Route 450 was to follow an extension of Whitfield Chapel Road’
from Maryland Route 450 to westbound Maryland Route 564 and required
an additional structure over Amtrak. It then followed the alignment
of Maryland.Route 564 as a one-way roadway from Cipriano Road to its
merger with present Maryland Route 450. Westbound Maryland Route 450
over the railroad consisted of a two-way four lane 52 foot wide
roadway from its diverge from Maryland Route 450 at Whitfield Chapel
Road to Cipriano Road. This alternate also included a frontage road
located north of westbound Maryland Route 564,

This alternate was dropped from consideration prior to the
November 1978 Alternates Public Meeting due to potentially dangerous

turning and weaving maneuvers that would occur on the two-way portion

of westbound Maryland Route 450 (extension of Whitfield Chapel Road) .
between its intersection with existing Maryland Route 450 and its

III-5
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intersection with existing Maryland Route 564,

a. Alternates Presented at the Public Hearing

The alternates presented at the May, 1980 Combined Location/
Design Public Hearing and in the Environmental Assessment are
summarized as follows:

Alternate 1 - No-Build

Alternate 2 - Grade Separation. This alternate provides all

movements presently available between the two State highways. Traffic
movements not provided by this alternate (westbound Route 564 to
eastbound Route 450 and return) would be accommodated by the local
street system. These movements are provided by Carter Avenue located
approximately 0.60 mile to the east.

Alternate 3 - Full interchange. This alternate supplements

presently available traffic movements by providing movements from
westbound Maryland Route 564 to eastbound Maryland Route 450 and
return.,

Subsequent study of traffic operational problems within the study
area resulted in supplementing Alternates 2 and 3 with a slip ramp to
alleviate left turning movements at Maryland Route 450 and Princess
Garden Parkway by vehicles which have exited from northbound I1-95 to
eastbound Maryland Route 450. The slip ramp provides access from the
northbound I-95 outer connection eastbound into Lanham Station Road
(functions as a service road) from which left turns are made into
Princess Garden Parkway northbound without disruption to eastbound
Maryland Route 450 traffic.

b. TSM Alternate

Transportation Systems Management (TSM) alternates were
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considered for this project due to the high cost of the interchange .
alternates and capacity limitations in the Princess Garden Parkway
intersection. The TSM Alternate was developed for two stages of
construction and designed for 40 MPH. A total of five (5) properties
were affected with this alternate which is also the least costly of
the alternates studied. No displacements were required.

The initial stage of the TSM Alternate consisted of improvements
to the existing roadway system to upgrade traffic service and safety
including lane widening, intersection improvements, an updated traffic
signal system, and other traffic engineering measures. Maryland Route
450 would be widened to three (3) through lanes in each direction plus
auxiliary lanes from Princess Garden Parkway to Maryland Route>564.
The double left turn from eastbound Maryland Route 450 to northbound
Princess Garden Parkway would be further widened. ‘

A right turn lane for northbound I-95 motorists exiting onto
eastbound Maryland Route 450 would direct traffic to Princess Garden
Parkway via Lanham Station Road.

Maryland Route 564 from Cipriano Road to Maryland Route 450 would
be widened on the north side to a five lane street. East of Cipriano
Road, Maryland Route 564 would taper to its existing width. Cipriano
Road would be widened to a 52 foot street.

Signal metering of westbound Maryland Route 564 at the
intersection of Maryland Route 450 would be implemented similar to
Alternates 2 and 3.

Stage 2 of the TSM Alternate proposed that Maryland Route 450 be

raised approximately three (3) feet and widened to a four (4) lane
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divided facility with a raised 2' to 12' median from east of Maryland
Route 564 to Whitfield Chapel Road. The bridge over the Amtrak
railroad would be replaced to accommodate the widened roadway section
and comply with current railroad clearance requirements. The new
bridge can be constructed in half sections to avoid detouring traffic
to Carter Avenue. A sidewalk was proposed along the south side of
Maryland Route 450.

c. Modified Alternate 2

Modified Alternate 2 is the selected alternate. It combines
features of the build alternates presented at the 1980 Public Hearing
with features of the more economical TSM concept. Refer to Figures 2
and 3. This alternate improves both safety and capacity and
contributes to the capacity and elimination of conflicts on both State
routes and at intersections in the study area. It has a design speed
of 40 mph. -

Modified Alternate 2 proposes that Maryland Route 450 be widened
to a four lane divided urbar highway without aécess controls from
Princess Garden Parkway acroés the Amtrak railroad to east of
Whitfield Chapel Road. The improved roadway would taper into the
existing two (2) lane roadway east of Greenwood Lane where a left turn
storage lane is proposed for eastbound traffic. The narrow bridge
over the Amtrak railroad would be replaced with a four lane divided
structure which would also span the eastbound roadway of Maryland
Route 564. Maryland Route 564 would be separated into 2, two-lane
one-way, roadways between Princess Garden Parkway and Cipriano Road in
a manner similar to Alternates 2 and 3. Eastbound Maryland Route 564
would intersect Cipriano Road at its present location. Cipriano Road

would be widened to a four lane street. The east side of Princess
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Garden Parkway would be curbed from Maryland Route 450 northerly
approximately 300 feet to channelize traffic movements accessing the
Princess Garden Inn.

Capacity and operational improvements are proposed at the four
(4) major at-grade intersections within the study area. All travel
lanes are proposed to be 12 feet wide and will have appropriate
offsets.

At the Princess Garden Parkway intersection the eastbound
approach of Maryland Route 450 would be widened to four (4) through
lanes. The westbound approach would also be widened to four (4)
through lanes with a right curb lane which provides for a mandatory
free right turn onto Princess Garden Parkway and a left turn storage
lane to Lanham Station Road: A pedestrian actuated traffic signal is
proposed at this location. The left turn into Lanham Station Road may
require signalization by the design year 2010. Improved access
between eastbound Maryland Route 450 and Lanham Station Road is
proposed by means of one-way turning roadways near the Lanham Funeral
Home,

Most conflicts would be eliminéted at the remaining portions of
the Maryland Routes 450/564 "Y" intersection. At the eastbound
diverge of Maryland Route 564 and Maryland Route 450 two (2) through
lanes proceed east on one-way Maryland Route 564. At the westbound
merge with Maryland Route 564, Maryland Route 450 would consist of a
three (3) through lane approach and westbound Maryland Route 564 would
consist of two (2) through lanes and an auxiliary lane which, as
previously noted, provides for a mandatory right turn at Princess
Garden Parkway. Signalized metering is proposed at this merger.

At the intersection of Whitfield Chapel Road and proposed

eastbound Maryland Route 450 (2 through lanes), a free right turn lane
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onto Whitfield Chapel Road is provided. The westbound approach ?5 -
consists of two (2) through lanes and a left turn storage lane for .
motorists destined for Whitfield Chapel Road. This intersection will
continue to be signalized.

The Maryland Route 564/Cipriano Road intersection would be
converted to a four legged intersection. The proposed eastbound
approach of Maryland Route 564 to Cipriano Road would consist of two
(2) lanes straight northbound onto Cipriano Road, a free left turn
onto westbound Maryland Route 564 and a free right turning roadway
(Dc=11°30') which ties into existing eastbound Maryland Route 564.

The westbound approach of Maryland Route 564 to Cipriano Road would
consist of two (2) through lanes and a free right turn lane onto
Cipriano Road; a left turn is prohibited. This intersection is
proposed to be signalized.

An important feature of Modified Alternate 2 is the proposed .
prohibition of certain traffic movements at the Maryland Route
450/Princess Garden Parkway intersection to all but emergency
vehicles. These prohibitions require that traffic patterns be altered
for certain destinations and some loéal traffic would be diverted onto
local streets. Signing would be provided in accordance with the
Manual of Uniform Traffic Control Devices (MUTCD) to divert motorists
on eastbound Maryland Route 564 to Princess Garden Parkway and the
hospital. It is believed that these modifications to traffic patterns
will be more than offset by the long-term benefits and lessened
congestion in the vicinity of this intersection. Presently
permissible movements which would be prohibited at this intersection
and the proposed traffic patterns are discussed in the following

cases: ‘

Case 1 - Eastbound Maryland Route 450 to northbound Princess
Garden Parkway (presently a two lane left turn).
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The proposed traffic pattern would require eastbound motorists on
Maryland Route 450 west of Princess Garden Parkway to use eastbound
Maryland Route 564 to the Cipriano Road intersection where a left turn
would be executed onto westbound Maryland Route 564 leading to
Princess Garden Parkway. The right turn onto northbound Princess
Garden Parkway would be improved.

Vehicles exiting northbound I-95 onto eastbound Maryland Route
450 destined for the Gould Building or the Ramada Hotel would also
follow this proposed traffic pattern.

Case 2 - Southbound Princess Garden Parkway to eastbound Maryland
Route 450 (presently a left turn) and straight across
Maryland Route 450 to Lanham Station Road.

Motorists who currently proceed southbound on Princess Garden
Parkway to eastbound Maryland Route 450 toward Bowie would use
Cipriano Road to eastbound Maryland Route 564 (Lanham-Severn Road) to
southbound Carter Avenue to Maryland Route 450. Although traffic
volumes on Prfncess Garden Parkway are expected to continue to
increase at the same rate as with other alternates, Cipriano Road and
Carter Avenue would be expected to experience an increase of
approximéteiy 9,000 and 10,000 additional vehicles per day,
respectively. by the design year 2010. Approximately one-half of the
forecasted traffic volume increases on Cipriano Road and Carter Avenue
are expected as a result of planned growth. The remainder of this
increase would result from the new travel patterns required by
Modified Alternate 2. Both of these local collector streets have
adequate capacity fof the anticipated local traffic volume increases.

Motorists using Princess Garden Parkway would no longer have

direct access to the Lanham Shopping Center and other commercial
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establishments along Lanham Station Road. These commercial ‘

establishments would be accessed by proceeding southbound on Cipriano

Road, turning right onto Maryland Route 564 westbound and turning left

at Princess Garden Parkway into Lanham Station Road.

Case 3 - Movements straight across Maryland Route 450 onto northbound
Princess Garden Parkway and westbound onto Maryland Route 450
from Lanham Station Road (presently a left turn).

The proposed traffic pattern would require motorists leaving the
Lanham Shopping Center and commercial establishments along Lanham
Station Road whose destinations are west of Princess Garden Parkway,
or along Princess Garden Parkway, to follow a new course as described
under Case 1.

The Maryland Route 450/Princess Garden Parkway intersection would
be designed with mountable curbs to allow all prohibited movements by
emergency vehicles only. .

Without these movement restrictions at the Maryland Route
450/Princess Garden Parkway intersection, traffic service would be
inconsistent with service anticipated throughout the remainder of the
project. Modified Alternate 2 with movement prohibitions has been
found to be the only means of achieving adequate traffic service
throughout the study area.

As requested by Prince George's County, this alternate also
includes the closure of Tenth Street at Maryland Route 564 by means of
a "tee" turnaround. The County would conduct all road closing
procedures required by local statute.

d. Special Projects

Construction of a third lane to both east and westbound Maryland

Route 450 within the I-95 (Capital Beltway) interchange between 85th‘
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' Avenue and Princess Garden Parkway and a two lane left turn from

eastbound Maryland Route 450 onto northbound Princess Garden Parkway
was completed during June, 1984,

A short westbound bypass lane was added to Maryland Route 450 at
Whitfield Chapel Road during November, 1980. This lane enables
westbound motorists to continue past standing vehicles to execute a
left turn into Whitfield Chapel Road.

W-Beam guard rail was installed along the Amtrak bridge
approaches during March, 1982.

2. Service Characteristics

a. Traffic Volumes and Service Levels

Peak hour traffic volumes have reached capacity (Level of
Service 'E') at the intersection of Maryland Route 450 with Maryland
. Route 564 as well as its approach roadways and the nearly contiguous
Maryland Route 450/Princess Garden Parkway intersection. (See Table
2) These conditions adversely affect travel efficiency within the
study area.

These two intersections And their approach roadways are
predicted to deteriorate to Level of Service 'F' by the year 2010. The
Maryland Routes 450/564 intersection now experiences peaks with
traffic backing up through the intersection, as well as the adjacent
intersections with Princesé Garden Parkway and with Whitfield Chapel
Road. Due to urbanization and commercial activities in the study
area, congestion is an all day occurrence and is expected to continue
in the future. Because of this congestion and physical constraints,
vehicular breakdowns and/or any of the frequent collisions at this

' intersection or along its approach roadways result in instantaneous

I1I-13




BLI-TI1

TABLE 2

MARYLAND ROUTES 450/564 INTERCHANGE
Traffic Ssummary

July 2,

Rev. October 22, 1984

Traffic volume forecasts are restrained by the capacity of highways leading to the study area for all alternmates except Modified Alternate 2

1984

DESIGN YEAR 2010

. |Alternate 2

Alternate 1 - TSH . Modified . .- |- Alternate 3

Segments and Intersections |} Qurrent No-Build - Alternate Altérﬂéte:%i Grade . Separated Interchange

Volume Volume ADT Volume .ADT. ..J.. .|Volume ADT? |.. ..|Volume.ADT.- . ] .. | Volume ADT. . .
MARYLAND ROUTE 450 ADT [10S4 (Report 12/80)[10s* |Increasd (Report 12/82)|Los#| (Report 2/84)| Los*] (Repore 12/80) LOS*L (Report 12/80)| Los*
I-95 (Beltway) to Princess o N O T A T P
Garden Parkway 46,1001 D 49,200 D 51,200 D 70,000 ‘D’ 51,200  ~~ } D" | 51,200 D
Princess Garden Parkway to . Y I R .
Maryland Route 564 39,4001 - 43,700 - 112 45,700 - 81,000 - 45,700 - 45,700 -
Princess Garden Parkway F. S . e B .. e .
Intersection - E‘ (1.22) -4 R D { - B ‘B
Maryland Route 564 1 e . '
Intersection E (1.10) B D2 B B2
Maryland Route 564 to F . . . . L A A ..
Whitfield Chapel Road ‘20,200 B |} 22,000 (104) ‘9% 24,000 c 40,500 - ‘D 24,000 C 24,000 [o
Whitfield Chapel Road . . N A .. .
Intersection D ‘B B ‘D B " B
MARYLAND ROUTE 564
Maryland Route 450 to .. . . N B B e I .o
Cipriano Road 19,200| E 21,700 E 13% 21,700 D 40,500 C 21,700 D 21,700 D
Cipriano Road . . . .. Lo
Intersection D E 't v A - C ‘A A

*Level of Service along the various segments is determined by operating characteristics at the intersection within the segments.

Relatively satisfactory operating speeds.

LOS C:
L0s D:
Delays at intersection.
LOS E:
LOS F: Volumés mear capacity.

back with excess distributed through the section.

llntersection capacity restrained by adjacent roadway segments.

2Highway Segment

-

Beginning to tax capabilities of street section.

Speeds and maneuverability closely controlled by volumes.

Forced flow. Speeds below 15 miles per hour.

3Assumes widening of both Miryland Route 564 and Maryland Route 450 east of the study area by the design year.

AP.H. Peak operates at LOS B/C.

Volumes at capacity. Unstable flow. Speeds near 15 miles per hour. Céntinuous back-up at fntersection approaches.
Continuous back-up at intersection.approaches and extending
The percentage of saturation is indicated in parentheses.

Approaching unstable flow. AQerage overall speed 15 miles per hour.

Most drivers restricted from selecting speeds, changing lanes, or passing.

At



Level of Service 'F' operation.

Although the Maryland Route 450 approaches to the intersection
with Princess Garden Parkway would be widened by one lane in the
westbound direction, peak hour traffic volumes are predicted to
decline to Level of Service 'E' by the design year with the TSM
Alternate, Alternate 2 and Alternate 3. Only Modified Alternate 2
with its movement prohibitions at this intersection could provide a
facility of better than capacity service (predicted Level of Service
'D').

Traffic volumes at the other two intersections within the study
area (i.e., Maryland Route 450/Whitfield Chapel Road, and Maryland
Route 564/Cipriano Road, unsignalized) are predicted to reach their
respective intersection capacities by the design year.

Table 2 indicates that projected traffic volumes in the vicinity"
of the Maryland Route 450/564 intersection are iargely dependent on
planned residential and commercial growth beyond the study limits.

b. Collision Data

Collision rates for January, 1978 through December, 1983 are
shown with comparison to the statewide rates in the following table:

TABLE 3
Collision Data

Collision Rates Within the Maryland Route 450/564 Study Area
Reported Collisions per 100
Million Vehicle Miles of Travel

Actual Rate Statewide Rate Difference

Study Area 490 372 +32%

Md. 450 & Md. 564-

peak period (includes 818 471 +74%
Capital Beltway inter-

change area, 1978 -1981)
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Collision Severities by Year
For Study Area

Number of: 1976 1977 1978 1979 1980 1981 1982 1983 Total
Fatal Collisions 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1

Personal Injury

Collisions 8 24 22 31 23 22 23 28 181

Property Damage

Collisions 67 46 44 35 19 16 18 21 266

TOTAL COLLISIONS 75 70 66 66 42 39 41 49 448

The predominant collision types ftound at the Maryland Routes
450/564 intersection are rear-end accidents resulting from "stop and
go" operation of vehicles. A serious merge problem also exists for
westbound motorists on Maryland Route 564 where a lane is dropped in
the westbound merge with Maryland Route 450. This problem has
resulted in both sideswipe and rear-end accidents and has been

compounded by the many commercial driveways that cause additional

friction. Such accidents are expected to continue to increase in

frequency with anticipated increases in traffic volumes.

The following intersections within the study area have been
identified as "High-Accident Intersections":

- Maryland Route 450 at Princess Carden Parkway (1974, 1975,

1976 & 1982)
- Maryland Route 450 at Maryland Route 564 (1976, 1977, 1978
1979)

- Maryland Route 450 at Whitfield Chapel Road (1976).

The above data has been compared to the latest available
information (1983). Collision reporting methods of property damage
collisions underwent change in Prince George's County during 1979,
however, the personal injury data indicates that trends are

continuing.

Implementation of either Alternate 2 or Alternate 3 was projected
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to reduce both the number and severity of collisions. Alternate 2 was™
projected to result in accident rates slightly less than Alternate 3
because certain merging and weaving maneuvers would not occur with
Alternate 2. The TSM Alternate's collision rates would be an
improvement over the No-Build, but would provide less benefit than
Alternate 2, Modified Alternate 2, or Alternate 3. Although Modified
Alternate 2 is expected to result in collision rates greater than
Alternate 2 due to lack of access controls, it would be a significant
improvement over the TSM Alternate due to reduction of conflicts at
the Maryland Route 450/Princess Garden Parkway and Maryland Routes
564/450 intersections.

3. Environmental Consequences

a. Natural Environment

The natural environmental impacts of Modified Alternate 2 are
minimal as the study area is densely developed. No known threatened
or endangered species inhabit the study area.

No floodplains or wetlands exist in the study area and no stream
modifications would be required. Some small decrease in the quality
of stormwater runoff is anticipated. This project is consistent with
the Coastal Zone Management plan developed by the Department of
Natural Resources.

b. Noise Analysis

A detailed noise analysis has been completed for the No-Build
Alternate and Modified Alternate 2. The results of the noise studies
are contained in the following table and in the Noise Report which is
available for review at the State Highway Administration, 707 North
Calvert Street, Baltimore, Maryland. None of the noise sensitive
areas will exceed the Federal Highway Administration noise abatement

criteria.
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TABLE 4
PROJECT NOISE LEVELS

Ambient Lig Design Year 2010 Lio .
NSA Description 1984 Mod. Alt. 2 No-Build

1 Lanham Mansion 61 64 63
2 Princess Garden

Inn 74% 69 69
3 Funeral Home 61 64 64
4 Lanham Inn 74%* 67 73
6 Church 65* 62 66
7 Residence 66 67 67
8 Apartments 63 65 66

*Ambient noise levels are higher than projected noise levels due to
noise from other sources in the area which cannot be accounted for in
the noise prediction model.

c. Air Quality Analysis

A detailed microscale air quality analysis of the No-Build

Alternate and Modified Alternate 2 has also been performed. No
violation of the 1 hour or 8 hour State/National Ambient Air Quality
Standards will occur with the No-Build Alternate or Modified Alternate
2 in the completion year 1990 or the design year 2010. The results of
the air quality analysis are also available for review at the State
Highway Administration in Baltimore.

TABLE 5

AIR QUALITY ANALYSIS
CO CONCENTRATIONS* AT EACH RECEPTOR SITE, PPM

NO BUILD BUILD ALT. (Mod. Alt. 2)
RECEPTORS 1990 2010 1990 2010

1 HR 8 HR 1 HR 8 HR 1 HR 8 HR 1 HR 8 HR

1. P. Garden Inn 7.5 2.8 7.4 2.9 9.2 ' 4.5 12.6 6.3
2. Lan. Fun. Home 6.3 2.3 6.2 2.5 6.4 2.7 8.2 3.7
3. Whit. Town Apts. 10.1 4.0 9.7 3.7 5.2 2.2 6.4 2.9
4, Church 6.3 2.3 6.7 2.5 6.1 2.6 8.2 3.8
5. Residence 8.4 3.1 8.0 3.0 7.0 3.2 9.1 4.3
6. Residence 6.5 2.6 6.6 2.6 8.2 3.5 10.2 4.8
7. Jerry's Sub Shop 6.5 2.4 6.4 2.4 6.4 2.7 8.2 3.7

*Including Background Concentrations

The S/NAAQS for CO: 1 HR maximum 35 PPM
8 HR maximum 9 PPM
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d. Socio-Economic

The primary impacts associated with this project are the
acquisition of occupied dwellings and displacement of families and
active businesses.

Modified Alternate 2 (the selected alternate) would displace two
residences occupied by five persons. One additional occupied
residence was acquired by the State Highway Administration during the
1970's. Both dwellings are owner-occupied. The residents of one of
the owner occupied dwellings are elderly and living on a fixed income.
Relocation of any displaced families or individuals will be
accomplished in accordance with the Uniform Relocation Assistance and
Land Acquisition Policies Act of 1970. (See Appendix)

Modified Alternate 2 would displace two active businesses. These
businesses employ a total of approximately 8 persons, ranging from 2
to 6 persons per business. One of these businesses, Collins Produce &
Plant Co., is a tenant of the Highway Administration. Neither of
these businesses are believed to be owned by members of a minority
group. The State Highway Administration will assist any displaced
businesses-in relocating. It is estimated that a lead time of twelve
to eighteen months will be needed to successfully complete all
relocations in a timely, humane manner.

Coordination with representatives of the proposed Climat de
France Hotel has resulted in revision of both the hotel plan and the
highway plan for Modified Alternate 2 to achieve mutual compatibility.
Modified Alternate 2 also appears compatible with the proposed Red
Roof Inn at the northwest corner of Maryland Route 564 and Cipriano
Road.

No National Register or National Register eligible historic sites

or significant archeological sites would be impacted.
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4. Other Significant Features

The design criteria applicable to the selected alternate are:

MDiRoute 450 MD Route 564

Design Speed 40 mph 40 mph
Maximum Degree of Curve 4°30" 11°30"'
Maximum Percent of Gradient 7.00 3.92
Level of Service D D
Control of Access None None
Travel Lane Width 12 12
Roadway Width (min.) 27" 28"
Median Width 4' to 12' ———-
Bridge vertical clearance-roadway -—-- 16.5'
Bridge vertical clearance-railroad 23.5" ~——-
Bridge horizontal clearance-railroad 18.5" -———-

Modified Alternate 2 requires reconstruction of the bridge over the
railroad and adjustment of the electrical traction and signal/communi-
cations systems. Costs associated with such items are difficult to
accurately estimate.

An important feature of Modified Alternate 2 is the restriction
of left turning movements at the Maryland Route 450/Princess Garden
Parkway intersection to all but emergency vehicles.

These proposed traffic patterns would revise certain access
routes to several institutions, commercial enterprises and
residences. The institutions involved include the New Carrollton

Municipal Center, Washington Bible College and Doctors Hospital
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of Prince George's County. Commercial enterprises involved include

the Gould Building, the Ramada Hotel, the Lanham Shopping Centers and
several other businesses.

These restrictions would also require that some local traffic
would be diverted onto other local streets in the community of
Princess Gardens. This Administration has reviewed the effects of
these turning prohibitions and proposed traffic patterns on the local
street system. These local streets include Naval Avenue/Magnolia
Street, Spring Avenue, and Hickory Hill Avenue. These are older, two
lane, open sectioned residential streets with varying roadway widths.
Other streets are Cipriano Road and Carter Avenue, both of which are
four lane, local collector streets of modern design.

Of the existing ADT of 14,400 vehicles, approximately 3,200 (22%)
are generated by the Ramada Hotel and Gould Building. Local trips
account for 6,500 (45%) of the ADT and through trips comprise
approximately 4,700 (33%) of the total ADT.

Of the trips to and from the Ramada Hotel and Gould Building, all
inbound trips (1,600) would utilize the "new" State highway system
(Modified Alternate 2) to enter at Princess Garden Parkway. Based on
traffic counts taken by the Maryland National Capital Parks and
Planning Commission, it is estimated that 200 trips per day from the
two buildings turn left on Maryland Route 450 from Princess Garden
Parkway. Of these 200 trips, 25% to 50% are expected to turn right at
Princess Garden Parkway and utilize the U-turn at 85th Street and
Maryland Route 450. Therefore, 100-150 vehicles may utilize Naval
Avenue/Magnolia Street under Modified Alternate 2. It is not
anticipated that Spring and Hickory Hill Avenues will experience an
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increase in through traffic. ‘

The 4,700 through trips would use Cipriano Road to access Good
Luck Road.

Of the local trips, approximately 2,800 vehicles would use
Cipriano Road to enter their community. Therefore, Cipriano Road is
expected to experience an increase of approximately 7,500 vehicles per
day.

Prince George's County is responsible for the maintenance of and
any further improvements to these streets. Th; Prince George's County
Department of Public Works and Transportation has determined that this
increased traffic will not impact the structural integrity of these

streets. They have agreed that all these local streets would be

considered for future improvements based upon periodic needs studies.

5. Implementation Costs .
The estimated costs of the build alternates in terms of thousands

of 1984 dollars are shown in Table 1. These are total costs including

utility relocations; construction engineering, administrative and
overhead additives (13.5%); and right of way, administrative and
overhead costs (12.0%).

C. Positions Taken

l. Elected Officials

Although elected officials were represented at the May 20, 1980
public hearing, no County Council member or members of the Legislative

Delegation offered comments. Mrs. Vera Weinback, late Chairperson of

the New Carrollton City Council, testified in support of the proposed
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improvements.

Modified Alternate 2 has been recéntly endorsed by local elected
officials. By letter dated September 25, 1984 Mayor Andrew C. Hanko
and Mr. Robert E. Martini, Chairman of the City Council of the City of
New Carrollton, jointly endorsed the selected alternate. Delegate
Frank B. Pesci endorsed this alternate by letter dated October 2,
1984. County Executive Parris N. Glendening and County Council
Chairman Floyd E. Wilson, Jr. endorsed Modified Alternate 2 in their
joint letter dated December 5, 1984. (See Correspondence Section)

2, Citizens

Citizen comments received as a result of the May 20, 1980 public
hearing indicate a preference for Alternate 2 as more suitable to
users and less disruptive to the community.

Citizen comments received as a result of the distribution of the
Project Status Report of August 6, 1984 were largely supportive of
Modified Alternate 2. However, several citizens residing in the area
of Princess Garden Parkway north of Mgryland Route 450 expressed
concern about the diversion of local traffic onto residential streets
connecting Princess Garden Parkway with Cipriano Road. Several
persons advised that these residential streets are unsuitable for
additional traffic volumes and require rehabilitation.

Of the ten local businesses responding to the Project Status
Report, three expressed concern over the new traffic patterns
associated with the recommended alternate. The business operators of
the Princess Garden Inn claim half of their business is attributable
to their drive-in window to which access would be restricted.

Trustees of the smaller shopping center along the south side of
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Lanham-Severn Road immediately east of Maryland Route 450 perceive ‘
severe impacts to their business tenants. This shopping center was
acquired by new owners during December 1984. Owners of the Gould
Building and the Ramada Hotel also perceive serious impacts and loss
of customers. Other business responses ranged from support to mild
concern over traffic movement restrictions at the Princess Garden
Parkway intersection with Maryland Route 450.

Traffic pattern revisions will affect local accessibility to area
businesses. However, overall long-term areawide traffic service
benefits woud exceed short-term localized disadvantages and access
would be maintained. This Administration will endeavor to mitigate as
many business impacts as possible.

During the design phase, methods would be investigated to provide

access to the Princess Garden Inn which minimize the effects of the

proposed channelization on business operations. Under Alternate 2
Modified eastbound, Maryland Route 564 traffic destined for Princéss
Garden Parkway would continue to have access to the shopping center
via the new one-way eastbound Maryland Route 564 roadway to westbound
Maryland Route 564. Access would be maintained to the Gould Building
and the Ramada Hotel via new traffic patterns. Signing would direct
traffic to Princess Garden Parkway and consequently to these
businesses. The attainment of acceptable area traffic service and
planned orderly growth is only possible with the proposed traffic
movement restrictions at the Maryland Route 450/Princess Garden
Parkway intersection.

3. Agencies
As a result of the May 1980 public hearing the Washington

Suburban Sanitary Commission indicated support for either Alternate 2 ‘I.

or Alternate 3. The Prince George's County Department of Public Works
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and Transportation and the Maryland-National Capital Park & Planning
Commission favored Alternate 2.

Modified Alternate 2 was initially jointly suggested by the staff
of Prince George's County and the Maryland-National Capital.Park &
Planning Commission. The Prince George's County Office of the Fire
Chief also endorsed Modified Alternate 2.

D. Recommendation

1. Recommendation and Supporting Reasons

Modified Alternate 2 is recommended by the Project Planning Team

for the following reasons:

- This alternate would provide all the traffic movements that
currently exist at the Maryland Route 450/564 intersection
with less impact to the adjabent residential and commercial
communities and natural environment than either Alternate 2
or 3.

- Modified Alternate 2 is the only alternate that can provide
adequate traffic service and capacity through the entire
project area through the design year 2010. It provides better
service than the more expensive alternates due to the
prohibition of certain traffic movements at the Princess
Garden Parkway/Maryland Route 450 intersection.

- Improves capacity, travel efficiency and safety on Maryland
Route 450 and Maryland Route 564 and at all intersections
within the project limits.

- Imbroves capacity and traffic operations at all intersections
within project limits.

- Trip times for new traffic patterns associated with movement
prohibitions at the Princess Garden Parkway intersection are

expected to be comparable to the times associated with the

II1-22
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present traffic patterns when congestion delays forecasted
with retention of present travel patterns are taken into
account. |

~ Fewer residential (two) and business (two) displacements than
Alternate 2 (three families and 12 businesses) or Alternate 3
(22 families and 12 businesses).

~ Collision rates would be expected to decrease within the
project area.

- Modified Alternate 2 includes construction of a new bridge
over the Amtrak Railroad and correction of current sight
distance deficiencies on the approach roadways.

- This alternate, considering right of way and construction,

costs approximately $4 million less than Alternate 2 and $9

million less than Alternate 3. ‘
2. staging
Due to the continuing deterioration of the bridge over the Amtrak
railroad and the grade differential associated with the approach

roadways, staging is not recommended.
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A Combined Location/Design Public Hearing was held for the
project on May 20, 1980 at 7:30 p.m. in the Princess Garden Special
Education School located at 6016 Princess Garden Parkway in Lanham,
Maryland. (During 1984 this building was converted to the New
Carrollton Municipal Center.) The purpose of the hearing was to
present the results of the engineering and environmental analysis and
to receive public comments on the project. Alternate 1 (No-Build),
Alternate 2 (Grade Separation) and Alternate 3 (Full Interchange)
were presented. Approximately 45 persons attended the hearing and
seven individuals made statements following the presentation by State
Highway Administration personnel,

The following is a summary of the statements made and the
responses given by the State Highway Administration. ‘A complete
transcript of all comments made at the hearing is available for
review at the éureau of Project Planning, State Highway
Administration, 707 North Calvert Street, Baltimore, Maryland, 21202.
Written comments received subsequent to the Public Hearing are
discussed in the Correspondence éection.

1. Mr. John L. Brunner, City Administrator, City of New

Carrollton: Mr, Brunner questioned the current and projected

levels of service (LOS) for the existing facility and the LOS

for the design year upon completion of Alternates 1 and 2; the

need for a fringe parking lot near an already congested

intersection; access into the proposed frontage road and the

lack of address to all linear problems along Maryland Route
450 in the vicinity of New Carrollton.

SHA Response: Five levels of service have been designated to
describe traffic service ranging from "A", where there is free
traffic flow and no delay at signals, to "F", where there is
forced traffic flow, successive back-ups between signals and
very low operating speeds.

The Maryland Routes 450/564 intersection currently
operates at LOS "E" and is projected to operate at LOS "E" by
the design year. The Princess Garden Parkway intersection
presently (1984) operates at LOS "E" and would deteriorate to
LOS "F" under Alternate 1, the No-Build.
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Under Alternate 2 it would operate at LOS "E". .

Modified Alternate 2 (selected) with its movement
prohibitions at the intersection of Princess Garden Parkway
and Maryland Route 450 is predicted to operate at LOS "D".

The Princess Garden Inn property will not be converted to
a fringe parking lot.

No frontage road would be provided along the north side of
Maryland Route 564 under Modified Alternate 2. Access to
those businesses on the north side of this State road would
continue to be provided directly off the westbound, two-lane,
one-way Maryland Route 564, with the eastbound side able to
feed into the westbound side at Cipriano Road. Access would
be slightly circuitous, but the effect on traffic operations
would outweigh this disadvantage.

There are linear problems along Maryland Route 450 near
the Beltway. Since the public hearing an additional travel
lane in each direction has been added to Maryland Route 450
through the Capital Beltway interchange from 85th Avenue to
Princess Garden Parkway. The improvements considered in this
document will provide adequate traffic service on Maryland
Route 450 in the vicinity of New Carrollton.

Mr. Morris Benson, an Attorney representing the owners of the

Princess Garden Inn, questioned the acquisition of their .
property.

SHA Response: Modified Alternate 2, the selected alternate,
will not result in the acquisition of the Princess Garden Inn.

Some right-of-way would be taken from the property
fronting the intersection of Princess Garden Parkway and
Maryland Route 450. Curbing is recommended on the east side
of Princess Garden Parkway to channelize traffic in and out of
the Inn to assure that these movements do not impede traffic
flow on Maryland Route 450 and in the intersection.

Mr. Kenneth Todd, questioned the traffic levels of service,
differences in intersection capacity improvements proposed in
1978 and 1980 and the lack of TSM improvements.

SHA Response: Compared with the 1978 alternates, especially
at the Princess Garden Parkway/Maryland Route 450
intersection, there are no significant increases in the
capacity at area intersections among the 1980 alternates. The
differences are in the provision of auxiliary lanes on
Maryland Route 450 for turning movements.

TSM improvements were discussed during the project
planning phase (Modified Alternate 2 is a combination of TSM
improvements and Alternate 2). Modified Alternate 2 .
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eliminates the Maryland Routes 450/564 intersection, and
provides some capacity improvements and traffic movement
prohibitions at the Princess Garden Parkway intersection.

Mrs. Gene Duarte, 10030 Worrell Avenue, Glenn Dale, questioned

the wisdom of terminating improvements at Whitfield Chapel
Road and urged planning to be extended to Maryland Route 704
at this time.

SHA Response: The need to improve Maryland Route 450 from
Whitfield Chapel Road to Maryland Route 704 has been concurred
by this Administration and local elected officials. However,
funding constraints and county priorities preclude this
project being included in the current state transportation
program,

Mrs. Vera C. Weinback, Chairwoman, New Carrollton City
Council: She suggested extending improvements westward
through the Capital Beltway interchange to 85th Avenue.

SHA Response: Construction of a third lane to both east and

westbound Maryland Route 450, within the Capital Beltway
interchange between 85th Street and Princess Garden Parkway,
was completed during June, 1984,

Mr. G. Robert Peilmeyer, 9308 Van Buren Street, Lanham, urged
that Alternate 2 be constructed as soon as possible.

SHA Response: Modified Alternate 2 is the selected

alternate. This alternate is more cost effective and better
accommodates the traffic movements through the project area,
as compared to Alternate 2,

Ms. Adele DiDio, Glen Dale, questioned whether residents of
the Whitfield Chapel Road area had commented on this
project. .

SHA Response: No residents of this area have commented on
this project.
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A.

-Written Comments Received Subsequent to the Location/Design
Public Hearing, 5/20/80, and Responses
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/ /$ / 89 QUESTIONS AND/OR COMMENTS
'y o ' -
’ ';/; 2. COMBINED LOCATION/DESIGN PUBLIC HEARING '
Maryland Route 450/564 Interchange
Contract No. P 185-151-371
Tuesday, May 20, 1980

\,

N’

_‘ s JOAN ) AACom BE J/TMAY (980
i ggggg? ADDRESS: 94/ 2. Amnwapoiis foap \-//_Z/cxfj 552)
cITY/TOWN: K ANH 4 STATE: /D, 2IP CODE: ZdSd/

I/We wish to comment sew=imgEsme about the following aspects of this prgiec_t.'

Cemment:

We have reviewed the studies fer Maryland Reutes 450/564 Interchamge. We
have me ebjectien te Alternate Flan 2 whick we understand weuld take seme ef eur
frentage but weuld still leave us with access te Reute 450 altheugh we can!t undere
stand why the Reute 450 Plan has been changed frem feur lanes te six lames, It

Q, weuld seem that this vonld create a serieus bettleneck when norging with the
present twe lane highway at Greenweed Lane,

As fer Alternate Plan 3 we strenmeusly objoot as it mld deny us accees te
Reute 450 and necessitate relecatiem ef eur present ruidmco. We have rnidod here
fer ever twenty years and have feund this lecatien very accemadating especially
48 We have a sen vhe has been cenfined te a wheelchair since 1956, “FThe heuse is
sultable fer his cenditien and the lecatien is necessary fer his o-ployncat in
Waehingten due te the preximaty te the Beltway and Reute 50,

We feel that the number ef peeple using the cleverleaf frem 450 te 564
weuld be very limitedand theee whe weuld be geing frem 450 te 564, primarily te

| Seabreek, already have Carter Ave, and the railread everpass which has Just
recently been cempleted. Therefer, we respectfully roquut that Alternate Plan
3 net be implemented,
Additienal cemment:

My sen whe was injured in a diving acoident has been a quadriplegic since
1956, He 1s enly able te werk six heurs per day and requires an attendand eight
heurs a day te prepare him fer werk and te remain with him during the day, Any

' mere time required te cemmute te werk weuld serieusly jeperdize hie ability te
’ - held his jeb, He was the Outstanding Handicapped Empleyee fer the Federal Gev-
ernment fer 1979 and wen cemmendatiens frem Representative Gladys Spellman,
Senaters Frank Church and Alan Cransten and Presideat Jimmy Carter. e

We meved te eur present heme because ef eur sen's handicap after vears -~
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of searching fer a heme accessible te him and eur accempanying nud:. It. is
clese te Decter's Hespital and eur family decter in Greenbelt,

At a time when emphasis sheuld be placed en mass transit and gevernments
are faced with large budgetary problm we feel that censtraint sheuld be exer-
cised (i.e. the lesser cest ef Flan-2 vs, Flan 3).

We alse feel that special censideratien sheuld be given te .long term
residents ef the area whe have werked hard te impreve their preperty and neigh-
ber heed, Our neighbers are alse leng term residents of_thei.r current hemes and
have weriked hard making their hemes and land plnuing te the eye altheugh this
dees net shew up en a blueprint., We foel that Alternate Plan 3 weuld destrey
the neighberheed atmesphere in this area and sheuld be deleted frem the study.

{o y jmmn/{
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Lacombe Response:

The State Highway Administration has selected Modified Alternate
2 (a revision of Alternate 2) as the basis for further project
development. Modified Alternate 2 proposes that Maryland Route 450
be widened to four lanes without access controls to east of Whitfield
Chapel Road. This decision would not adversely impact the Lacombe
family. Access and mobility through the area will improve both for
this family, as well as all neighborhood residents and through
traffic.
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QUESTIONS AND/OR COMMENTS
e

COMBINED LOCATION/DESIGN PUBLIC HEARING "
Maryland Route 450/564 Interchange
Contract No. P 185-151-371
Tuesday, May 20, 1980 '

' e -2 o/
NAME : ,:A EETWoop JoNES /O S 4 =
ADDRESS: T S04 HADISosd 57, _
CITY/TOWN: 5w < A0 TG MBTATE: 47 7) 2IP CODE: 207%

I/We wish to comment or ingquire about the "foll_owing aspects of this project.

4 S Lalle o

— | I am currently on the Mailing List. .r

g\blease add my/our name(s) to the Mailing List.

SHA 61.3-9-15 (Rev. 10/10/79)
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Jones Response:

Modified Alternate 2, which has been selected by the State
Highway Administration is capable of handling the traffic volumes
through the design year 2010, while at the same time reducing
roadside friction attributable to the business and residential
entrances which abut Maryland Routes 450 and 564. Modified Alternate
2 provides for similar traffic movements between the two State
highways as is presently available at approximately $9 million less
than the full interchange solution (Alternate 3) and about $4 million
less than Alternate 2, This alternate also creates less adverse
impacts to area businesses and residences. The full interchange
would not provide better traffic service along Maryland Route 450
than the selected alternate.



W ASAA L MAAAIAIISAL DIALCLALS AV 4 ANDL S A\ILY UD

QUESTIONS AND/OR COMMENTS
e -

COMBINED LOCATION/DESIGN PUBLIC HEARING

Maryland Route 450/564 Interchange . i

Contract No. P 185-151-371 '
Tuesday, May 20, 1980

NAME: GEQQAE— E .gec.mexe{z
gg’i"ﬁ‘gg aopress: 9308 Vaw [Sveew S

crY/T0uN: _ AN Haan state: __ M, ZIP CODE: 2080]

I/We wish to comment or inquire about the fol;owing aspects of this project.

Aeter StudY 08 THE ALTSRVATIVE PLANS, (T APPEARS

To ME THAT ALTERUATIVE X IS MORE SUITABLE To
THE MNEGEDS 0F  THE GREAT MAIBRITY OF UVUSERs of

RovTES 4SO AnD  S64. The ProviSion oF wesT TO

EAST  TURNS IN ALTERNATIVE 3 IS UNNECESSARY,

\"E::] I am currently on the Mailing List.

EE{] ?lease add my/our name(s) to the Mailing List.
SHA 61.3-9-35 (Rev. 10/10/79)
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Pielmeier Response:

The State Highway Administration has selected Modified Alternate 2.
The right-turn movement from westbound Maryland Route 450 to
eastbound Maryland Route 564 and return would be handled by Carter
Avenue located approximately one-half mile to the east. Modified
Alternate 2 costs less than Alternate 2, it better accommodates the
anticipated traffic volumes, it has a lesser impact on area
businesses and residences, and it eliminates most traffic conflicts
and congestion at the intersection of Maryland Route 450 and Princess
Garden Parkway.



STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION 5 “(04/

QUESTIONS AND/OR COMMENTS

COMBINED LOCATION/DESIGN PUBLIC HEARING .'
- Maryland Route 450/564 Interchange
Contract No. P 185-151-371
Tuesday, May 20, 1980

21 May 1980

PLEASE

pRINT  ADDRESS: o34 Dumarry gve, _
CITY/TOWN: _ Lazhas STATE: _ md, ZIP CODE:_ 20801

I/We wish to comment or inquire about the following aspects of this project.
le Weuld it be possible te have L50 East as four lanes until passing the interseetica

of Greemwoed Lane (sast of Waitfield Chapel)? Many of us make lefs turms em

Greemwoed and traffie new saeks up om 450. It would be worse if three limes

going east were mergimg iate oo between Whidfield Cha.pelvna Greenwoed whieh

is aetually a very shert distanee. It is net prastical to drive te Washingten
Blvd. er Carter Ave. to make the lefte _ . "

-

__‘_.Z&ﬂmmmigmmmmum_
offise Nev, 26, 1973, 1% is mot a question of wignalisatiom sk Wiiifield Chapel
geing west on LSO mut eme_of traffie Llew going te the right of ears waitimg for
a2 loft turm on Whitfield Chapel, If the eme pele eould be meved further frem the

read it would be possible to have a secend lame at that point, It is very
frustrating to turm eut ef Greemwoed and sit threugh two_and three light ehanges

) ause ef the inakility te pass e t for the oppertumity ef

making 2 left turm em Whitfield Chapel. The prepesed plam will solve that bub
in _the meant what

are there - ene making a left frem Dubarry te Ca.r'gor and a left from Carter te

50l A light is desperately meeded at the latter, ‘D
“{_J] I am currently on the Mailing List. Was added at last night's hearing.

(T r1ease aaa my/our name(s) to the Mailing List,
SHA 61.3-9-135 (Rev. 10/10/79)
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Leeson Response:

1. Maryland Route 450 east of Whitfield Chapel Road is not planned
as a four-lane highway under Modified Alternate 2. However, a
separate left-turn bay from EB 450 to Greenwood Lane is proposed to
separate the turning traffic from the through traffic.

2. The utility pole has been moved and the Maryland Route 450
approach was widened during October 1980 to provide a lane around the
left turning vehicles in response to Mrs. Leeson's suggestion.

3. A traffic signal is now in service at the intersection of
Maryland Route 450 and Carter Avenue.



KENNETH TODD

Washington D.C. 20009
hé2 8660

May 23, 1980

Comments on the Maryland Routes 450/564 Interchange Studies presented by

the Maryland State Highway Administration, at lanham, May 20, 1980.

Intersection of Md. 564 and Cipriano Read. The proposed north-eastbound
roadway of Md. 504 and the loop from this intersection to eastbound Md, Lso
Join the intersection at an acute angle-in the vicinity of two closely
spaced signals. The lay-out is likely to create at Cipriano Road the
identical problem that the rroject is trying to eliminate 1/3 of a mile

to the southewest,

Intersection of M. 450 and Whitfield Cha el Road. With a radius of nearly
500 ft., the curve joining south-eastbound l«d. 450 to north-eastbound

M. 564 1s designed for speeds well in excess of 40 mph. It threatens to
demolish 15 buildings or more. A curve designed for a spaed of 25 or 30 mph
would result in less harmful effects.

Intersection of Md. and Princess Garden Parlway. ILocal residents have
in the past pointed out that the project would not reliecve the bottleneck
at this intersection. The latest brochure lists "significant capacity
improvements” here, but these are not apparent from the drawings supplied.
Without such capacity improvement here and at the Beltway ramps, the net
benefit of this $12 - $18 million project will be to get people quicker to
the nearest bottleneck where they have to wait that much longer.

Federal regulations require the inclusion of TSM measures in the no-build
alternative. It is regrettable that no TSM measures are proposed by SHA
at the present time, complete with a cost-effectiveness analysis. In the
absence of a range of TSM proposals, the public is at a severe disadvantage
to assess the merits of the various alternatives available.

The following TSM measures Within the no-build alternative are suggested:

1. An increase in the capacity of the Whitfield Chapel Road intersection
through removals of the signals and by minor geometric improvements.,

2. An unsignalized one-way system at M. 564, Cipriano Road and 10th Street,
with minor curb adjustments.

‘3¢ An increase in the capacity of the Princess Garden Parkway intersection

by geometric changes, combined with a realignment of Nd. 450 to give a
less acute angle of entry.

L. Geometric improvements at the Beltway diamond interchange. 0

7
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Todd Response:

1. Design features mentioned by Mr. Todd, which include the
loop ramp from Route 564 and its return, would increase the total
cost of the project by approximately $6 million and would involve the
displacement of several more families. The selected action avoids
these undesirable consequences.

2. This project is the first in a series of projects proposed
for this area along Maryland Route 450, It is true that relieving
congestion at this location presents no benefits at other unimproved
locations, but the increased capacity of the intersection of Maryland
Routes 450 and 564 significantly reduces the accident potential
throughout this area, as well as contributes to improved travel
efficiency.

3. TSM Alternates have been considered, however, the Project
Planning Team found that the existing progressive traffic
signalization at this location is at "the State of the Art", and no
additional improvements have been identified.



STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION -
QUESTIONS AND/OR COMMENTS o

MARYLAND ROUTE 450
(Annapolis Road)
Interchange at Md. Route 564
Contract No. P 185-101-371

Tuesday, May 20, 1980

June 26, 1980

NAME Dan D. Aurigemma DATE

:'ﬁmTSE ADDRESS__12421 Melling Lane

v

CITY/TOWN__Bowie STATE_MD ZiP CODE._20715

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

On_a subject somewhat related to the above project I wish to comments as

follows: Although the widening of Maryland Rt. 450 - from Rt. 193) - Bowie

to the Beltway is tentatively scheduled for the distant future, according

to your plans, why not expedite this operation to a more current event.

Surely, you did find the money and approval to widen Rte. 197 in Bowie -~ "

now in progress and neglected a more urgent and pressing problem area -Rte.

450. There are many many vehicles traversing this route, causing chaotic

traffic problems and a very dangerous safety situation when vehicles attempt

to pass these slower moving plows, etc. Also,»when Rte. 50 becomes congested

many cars leave 50 to travel on 450, further aggravating the Rte. 450 conges-

tion problem. Why such a high priority for Rte. 197 which never had any

traffic problems, at least not immediate as 450 has, and completely ignore

a real problem area? This is the kind of planning? OPEC members would

salute you.

Dan Aurigamma - Bowie, Maryland

(A_retvped copy of the original due to bad print)

L3 1 am currently on the Mailing List.

(] Piease add my/our name(s) to the Maliing List.

V-1
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Aurigemma Response:

Both facilities (Maryland Routes 450 and 197) are on the State
Secondary Highway System and priorities for these improvements have
been determined in consultation with local elected officials who have
a major voice in ranking construction projects within prevailing
economic parameters.
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1% - THE PRINCE.-GEORGE'S COUNTY GOVERNMENT
! S Department of Public Works and Transporte<ior
TR Room 3090 (301) 952-4150

May 28, 1930

Mr. Eugerne T. Camponeschi, Chijef

Bureal'of Project Plannirg

Maryland Uspartment of Transoortztior.

State Hignway Adininistratio- : i
Box 717 :
Baltimore, Maryland 21203 '

al
. ..‘..l LRI

Re: Maryiand Route 433
Cr: HMaryland Route £64
(Conizract lo. P 185-101-271 larylanc acute 450/564 Intercrzr-s

-~
‘>
-

\
/

Dear lir. Camponeschi:

We have reviewed the Environmental issessment for the probosecd Inter:
at Mzryland Routes 450 and 564, and attended the Public Hearing on May 2C,

We teel that tnis Intercnange 1s very cadly needec To reiieve tre<c-- -
gestion and make this intersection safer or the traveling putlic. Tnerz zzz::--
to be only a minjmal impact on tne environment. MWe support tne construc=jizsn <<
Alternate #2. The additional ramp construction shown with Alternzte =3 "5 mc-
warranted because of the greatly increasec cost. These movemsnzs can 2z ren-'s-
at Carter Avenue. .

Thank you for the opportunity of comment;}g on this imcortant pro
f

ValghnVE. Barkdol
~Diréctor -

cECT.

7 truly yours,

|

VEB:GCM:jd

cc: Mr. Fleury-
_ Mr. Chen

The State Highway Administration has selected Modified Alter-
nate 2. Modified Alternate 2 combines elements of Alternate 2 and
the TSM Alternate. This Administration has concluded that this
alternate is the most economical and cost effective solution avail-
able, as well as the only alternate that can provide adequate
traffic service through the entire project area (especially the
Maryland Route 450/Princess Garden Parkway intersection) through
the design year 2010. v-13




B. Elected Officials

Letters were received from area elected officials
expressing their support for the proposed project.
Their endorsements are reproduced on the following pages.

67
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THE PRINCE GEORGE’'S COUNTY GOVERNMENT

October 26, 1983

"Mr. M. S. Caltrider, Administrator
State Highway Administration '
707 North Calvert Street
Baltimore, Maryland 21203 .

Re: Interchange at MD 450 (Annapolis Road)
and MD 564 (Lanham-Severn Road)
Dear Mr. Caltrider: . ) :

We have been advised that the State Highway Administration
intends to select an alternate for the above-referenced project on
October 28, 1983. We also understand that the SHA project planning
team will be recommending a two-stage Transportation Systems rianaye=
ment (TSM) alternate for this project. Consequently, before a deci-

sion is made, we felt it desirable to advise you of the County's
position on this highly important project.

The County's Glenn Dale, Seabrook, Lanham Master Plan proposes a
partial interchange at this intersection. - The Plan also recogaizes
the need to upgrade both Annapolis Road (Maryland 450) and Lanham-
Severn Road (Maryland Route 564). Thus, we are concerned that when
these highway improvements are undertaken, an at-grade intersection
will not be adequate. In this regard, the State's assumption that
improvements will not be needed (or provided) until after the year
2010 seems totally unrealistic. Utilization of a more reasonable
improvement schedule for these highways would show traffic increases
considerably higher than projected by the State, and make clear that
an at-grade intersection would rapidly become a serious problemn.

This intersection is the juncture of two important State highways
serving a growing corridor of this County. Because a substantial
amount of development is occurring in this corridor, it seems certain
that Annapolis Road will need improvements in the reasonably near
future to accommodate the rising traffic volume. Service levels on
this highway are already low and getting worse daily. Our concerns
are reflected in the County's Eighway Priority list, which places a

County Administration Building — Upper Marlboro, Maryland 20870
v-14 .



Letter to Mr. M. S. Caltrider ..
Page 2 )

high priority on Annapolis Road in recognition of current development
activity. For these reasons, we urge that steps be taken to advance
the scheduling of improvements to both Annapolis Road and Lanham-

Severn Road.

Although Alternate No. 2 could be prohibitively costly, an
alternative that would utilize some of the elements of Alternate
. No. 2, combined with the TSM Alternate, would appear to provide the
greatest benefits to Prince George's County. Further, we are awvare
of the problems at the intersection with Princess Garden Parkway, but
do not agree that this intersection should be the single constraining
factor dictating policies for the entire corridor. It may be
necessary to restrict turning movements at this intersection to
improve through movement on Annapolis Road.

Attached is a proposed alternative that would retain the basic
elements of the TSM alternate proposed by the State but would incor-
porate the following modifications:

1. The intersection at Princess Garden Parkway is revised to
- allow only a left turn across the Annapolis Road median £
westbound traffic on Annapolis Road. Traffic from Princ
Garden Parkway would be permitted to make right turns only.
Right turns would also be permitted at the entrance to the
service road on the south side of Annapolis Road.

2, A ramp is provided under "the Annapolis Road railroad bridge
for eastbound Annapolis Road traffic to go eastbound on
Lanham-Severn Road. This ramp would also allow traffic
eastbound on Annapolis Rcad to make a left turn onto west-
bound Lanham-Severn Poad to provide access from the Beltway
to Princess Garden Parkway.

This scheme would accommodate the most important movements in
this intersection and would provide for anticipated traffic increase
within the corridor. The additional cost should not be considered
excessive when compared with the TSM alternate under consideration.
Further, the approved site plan and building permit for the Climat de
France Hotel, currently under development on the site adjacent to the
proposed ramp, will nat be significantly affected by incorporation of
the ramp into the project. Any effect upon stormwater management
plans resulting from construction of the ramp would, of course, be a

public responsibility.

In closing, this intersection is extremely important to the
County and an improvement should not be considered that will restrict
the development potential of this corridor or create intolerable ’

V-1l4a



‘Letter to Mr. M. S. Caltrider -
Page 3-

future traffic congestion. It is absolutely essential that the
deficiencies at this key intersection be resolved in a timely manner,
including the Stage 2 bridge replacement and widening. '

Thank you for considering the attached proposal. We look
forward to working with the State Highway Administration to achieve a
reasonable and timely solution to this complex intersection.

Sincerely,
fooo N Y e A
Parris N. Glendening : Frank P. Casula
County Executive Chairman

Attachment

cc: Senator Thomas P, O'Reilly
Senator Leo E. Green
Delegate David Bird
Delegate Gerald F. Devlin
Delegate Richard A. Palumbo
Delegate Frank B. Pesci
Delegate Joan B. Pitkin
Delegate Charles Ryan
Charles A. Dukes, Chairman, PGC Planning Board
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- Lowell K. B
Maryiand Department of Transportation cwen ¥ Bnawal - @)
State Highway Administration M. $. Cattriger
Administratu
NOV 21 1983

RE: DMaryland Route 450
(Annapolis Road)
Interchange at
Maryland Route 564

The Honorable Parris N. Glendening
County Executive

The Honorable Frank P. Casula
Chairman, County Council

The Prince George's County Governmert
County Administration Building

Upper Marlboro, Maryland 20870

Dear Messrs. Glendening and Casula:

Thank you for your letter dated October 26, 1983 advising o7
the County's position on the captioned project and recommending
revisions to the Transportation Systems Management (TSM) Alternate.

The County's recommendations were presented by Mr. Lester J.
Wilkinson, Jr. to the Project Planning Team at the Admiristrative
Review the morning of October 28, 19583. The preliminary consensu:
of the Team was that your recommendatrions have considerable nerit
toward resolving the capacity restraints caused by the intersecti:n
of Princess Garden Parkway at Maryland Route 450. However, this
merit is contingent upon the County's ultimate willingness to rev::ec
current traffic patterns associated with the Princess Garden Parizy
intersection should your alternate be adopted by this Acministraticr.
Should your recommendations prove feasible, another public hearirg
or public meeting may be required to achieve project aprrovels,

We will evaluate your recommendations and will advise you or
our findings in the near future.

Very truly yours,

Original -...... by
M Su Caltrider

M. §. Caltrider
State Highway Administrator

MSC:bh

¢cc: Mf. E. H. Meehan
Ir. H. Kassoff
Mr. W. Schneider, Jr.

My telephone number is__ 055-1111

Teietypewriter for impaired Hearing or Speech
383-7555 Baltir.ore Metro — 5650451 D.C. Metro — 1-800-492-5062 Statewide Toll Free

P.C" B2x 717/ 707 Nonth Caivert St . Baitime, 3, Marylang 21203 - 0717
vV-15




MAYOR

JORDAN L. HARDING

CITY COUNCIL

ANDREWC. HANKO
CHAIRMAN

ROBERT M. POTTER
VICE CHAIRMAN

WILLIAM J. MCEWEN
MAYOR PRO TEM

ROBERT E. MARTINI
COUNCILMAN

JOHN J. TEMPLE
COUNCILMAN

CITY OFFICERS

. JOHN L. BRUNNER
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-R. JAMES BYRD
CITY TREASURER

JOHN R. FORAN. ESQ.
CITY ATTORNEY

PETER F. SHUPE
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MARY L. FLANAGAN
ACCOUNTING OFFICER

CHARLES J. DEITZ
PUBLIC WORKS OIRECTOR

DONALD A, ROSS
CHAIRMAN
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CITY of NEW CARROLLTON

8511 LEGATION ROAD e NEW CARROLLTON, MARYLAND 20784

November 10, 1983

Mr. M. Slade Caltrider, Administrator
State Highway Administration

State of Maryland
707 North Calvert Street

Baltimore, Maryland 21203
Re: Maryland Route 450 (Annapolis Road)/Maryland

Route 564 (Lanham-Severn Road) Intersection
Dear Mr. 1der:

Prince George's County recently submitted for your
consideration a modification to a proposed "Transportation
Systems Management (TSM) Alternate(s)" for the above inter-

sectjon.
consideration.

We encourage you to give this modification serious

The County's modification accepts components of the
TSM Alternates, in stages 1, 1A, and II, and adds a crucial

grade separation for eastbound Route 564.

In addition, it

proposes to restrict certain left turning movements at Princess

Garden Parkway.

As you know, heavy traffic volumes on Route 450 and
Route 564, in addition to the different elevations of the two

roadways, cause this intersection to be substandard.

Add the

proximity of the Beltway, Princess Garden Parkway, and "McDonalds”
service road, and traffic backs up to beyond Riverdale Road during

evening rush hours.

The combination of high volumes of through,

weaving and turning traffic justify the need for a grade separa-

tion at this location.

The County not only shares our concern about the
present congestion but projected increases in traffic caused by
substantial development occurring now and planned for the
Annapolis Road corridor-and also the Lanham-Severn corridor.
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You will recall that we had many discussions about
Annapolis Road while you were District Engineer, and the problem
of the Princess Garden Parkway intersection always arose. It
now may be necessary to restrict turning movements at this inter-
section in order to justify funding for more than interim
improvements that will not solve the problem in the long run.

"~

— —

We were very disappointed, as you know, that this
project was removed from the construction program several years
ago, but this latest proposal gives us hope that a reasonable
solution can be found, and the project can be restored to its
rightfully high priority in the State's program.

With warm personal regards, I am

dan L.

Andrew C. Hanko
Chairman

City Council

arding

Gﬂ}ﬂ

JLH/ACH:ec

cc: Honorable Thomas P. 0'Reilly
Honorable David Bird
Honorable Richard A. Palumbo
Honorable Frank B, Pesci
Honorable Parris N. Glendening
County Council

V-l6a
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Secretary

. Hal Kassoff
Administrator

State Highway Administration

‘ . P) Maryland Department of Transportation William K. Hellmann

0CT 9 1984

Re: Contract No. P 185-101-371
Maryland Route 450
(Annapolis Road)
Interchange at Maryland
Route 564
PDMS No. 163002

The Honorable Parris N. Glendening
Prince George's County Executive

The Honorable Floyd E. Wilson, Jr.
Chairman, Prince George's County Council
The Prince George's County Government
County Administration Building

Upper Marlboro, Maryland 20772

Dear Messrs. Glendening and Wilson:

Further reference is made to your letter dated October 26,
‘ 1983 to former Administrator M. S. Caltrider recommending revi-
sions to the Transportation Systems Management (TSM) Alternate
solution to the transportation problem at the intersection of
Maryland Routes 450 and 564 at Lanham.

We have conducted engineering refinements and environmental
evaluations of the County's recommended alternate which has been
designated as Modified Alternate 2. Our development of this
alternate included an inter-agency staff review on July 12, 1984
at which the participants agreed on its feasibility. On August 6,
1984, we circulated a status report to an expanded project mailing
list describing the alternate with emphasis on the restriction of
movements at the Maryland Route 450/Princess Garden Parkway inter-
section and the resulting traffic pattern modifications. A
summary of this action and resulting comments are attached hereto.
In addition, we participated in a public hearing relative to the
County's recommended alternate conducted by the City Council of
the City of New Carrollton the evening of August 15, 1984. A
copy of our memorandum dated August 21, 1984 summarizing this
hearing is attached.

My telephone number is 659-1111

Teletypewriter for Impaired Hearing or Speech
383-7555 Baltimore Metro — 565-0451 D.C. Metro — 1.800-492-5062 Statewlde Toll Free

P.O. Box 717 / 707 North Calvert St., Baltimore, Maryiand 21203 - 0717
' v-17



The Honorable rarris N. Glendening
The Honorable Floyd E. Wilson

2
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Page Two

The comments fesulting from this public involvement are
capsulized in two major areas of concern as follows:

1. A number of citizens residing in the area of
Princess Garden Parkway north of Maryland -
Route 450 expressed concern about diversion
of local traffic onto residential streets
connecting Princess Garden Parkway to Cipriano
Road. These streets are Naval Avenue /Magnolia
Avenue, Spring Avenue and Hickory Hill Avenue.
Several persons advised these County streets
were unsuitable for additional traffic volumes
and would require rehabilitation should
Modified Alternate 2 be implemented. Such
improvements would not be the responsibility
of this Administration.

2. Of the ten local business entities responding,
three expressed concern over the new traffic
patterns associated with the County's recom-
mended alternate. The business operators of
the Princess Garden Inn claim half of their
business is attributable to their drive-in
window to which access would be restricted. O
Trustees of the smaller shopping center along
the south side of Lanham-Severn Road immediately
east of Maryland Route 450 perceive severe impacts
Lo their business tenants. Owners of the Gould
Building and the Ramada Hotel also perceive serious
impacts and loss of customers. Other business
responses ranged from support to mild concern over
traffic movement restrictions at the Princess
Garden Parkway intersection with Maryland Route 450.

Coordination with representatives of the proposed Climat de
France Hotel has resulted in revision of both the hotel plan and
the highway plan to achieve mutual compatibility.

Our technical evaluation of Modified Alternate 2 leads us
to the conclusion that it is the most cost effective solution
available as well as the only alternate that can provide adequate
traffic service through the entire project area through the design
year 2010. If a decision is made to go forward with the project,
we will endeavor during the remainder of the project development
process to mitigate as many business impacts as possible through
further deliberations and through such means as adequate signing.
In summary, from a technical standpoint, the benefits in terms of
orderly planned growth and traffic service seem to outweigh the
associated disadvantages. o

vV-17a



7%

The Honorable Parris N. Glendening
The Honorable Floyd E. Wilson, Jr. 0CT 9 1984

Page Three

Prior to our proceeding further with this alternate, I am
requesting a verification of your support of the restrictions
of traffic movements at the Maryland Route 450/Princess Garden
Parkway intersection together with the responsibility for any
local street improvements due to increased traffic caused by
this project. Your favorable response will enable us to formalize
our selection of this alternate, and enable my staff to begin
preparation of the final environmental document and the initiation
of design preliminaries.

Please feel free to contact me if you wish to further discuss
this matter. I look forward to hearing from you in the near future.

Sincerely,

Original Signed By:
HAL KASSOFF

Hal Kassoff
State Highway Administrator

HK:tn
Attachments (2)

cc: Mr. Neil J. Pedersen
Mr. Michael Snyder
Mr. Louis H. Ege, Jr.
Mr. Frank Derro
Mr. J. R. Novak
Mr..J. L. Brunner

V-17b



THE PRINCE GEORGE'S COUNTY GOVERNMENT

December 5, 1984 -

Mr. Hal Kassoff

Administrator

State Highway Administration

P.0. Box 717/707 North Calvert Street
Baltimore, Maryland 21203-0717

Dear Mr. Kassoff:

Prince George's County endorses Modified Alternate 2 for the Route 450/
564 intersection. We believe, as has been stated in the various meetings on
this project, that closing the median of Route 450 at Princess Garden Parkway
presents the only means of improving traffic flows through this intersection,
even though it has some undesirable impacts.

The County is responsible for the maintenance and any future improvements
to Naval Avenue, Magnolia Avenue, Spring Avenue and Hickory Hill Avenue to
which some traffic will be diverted by the proposed modification of the 450/
Princess Garden intersection. The Department of Public Works and Transportation
does not feel that the diverted traffic will have a significant impact on these
streets initially, but they will be considered for improvement based on needs
studies. 1In addition, Transportation will obtain traffic counts immediately
before and after construction to compare the study findings and pre-construction
conditions with the actual conditions.

We urge you to do everything possible to resolve the business problems
which have been brought to your attention and also to provide an emergency
vehicle crossing of the Route 450 median.

Finally, we want to emphasize that this project is listed fourth on our
County priority list. It should be moved out of the Development and Evaluation
Program into the Construction Program immediately. Engineering should be started
now, and not delayed until Fiscal Year 1987 as ‘indicated in the program. Further,
we urge you to begin right of way acquisition promptly so that development activ-
ities will not preempt reconstruction of the interchange or force an escalation
in land acquisition cost.

STATE HWY ADN

10 DEC 84 103 59

County Administration Building — Upper Marlboro, Maryland 20772

V-18



Mr. Hal Kassoff
Page Two

We thank you for considering our recommendations on this vital project.
If there is any way we can help resolve any of the business problems, please

let us know.

Sincerely,

éﬂ-%.&%‘l@?
arris N. Glendening

County Executive

cc: Senator Thomas V. Miller
Senator Thomas D. O'Reilly
Delegate Charles J. Ryan
Delegate David Bird
Delegate Richard A. Palumbo
Delegate Frank B. Pesci, Sr.
Mayor Richard J. Logue, Bowie
Mayor Andrew C. Hanko, New Carrollton

V-18a
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Maryland Department of Transportation Willam K, Hoima @
State Highway Administration §ecretary
DEC 2 6 1984 " Hal Kassoff
' Administrator

RE: Contract No. P 185-101-371
Maryland Route 450
(Annapolis Road)
Interchange at Maryland |,
Route 564

PDMS No. 163002
haa)

e

The Hofforable Parris N,.'Glendening
County«Executive

The Honorable Floyd E, Wilson, Jr.
Chairman’, County Council

The Priﬁée George's County Government
County &gministration Building

Upper Mgrlboro, Maryland 20772

Dear Sirs: p' ‘ ' ,

Thank you for your letter dated December 5, 1984 endorsing
Modified Alternate 2 as the solution: to the highway problem at the
Maryland Route 450/Maryland Route 564 intersection. .Your concurrence
facilitates timely completion of this Project Planning study.

We have reviewed the schedule for engineering on the project and
will begin design activities in Fiscal Year 1986 rather.than Fiscal
Year 1987 as shown in the draft program reviewed at the Consolidated
Transportation Program meeting, Engineering activities will be per-
formed on as expeditious a schedule as is permitted by production

‘constraints. ‘Actions will be taken to acquire right-of-way on a

protective buying basis if development is imminent on properties
required for the interchange improvements,

The Department's ability to add this project to the construction
program will depend upon our upcoming revenue picture. In the mean-
time actions will be -taken from a project development standpoint to
ensure that if and when revenues become available the project can be
built at the earliest time possible from a production standpoint.. o

Thank you for your continuing interest and cooperation ‘in the
development of this. important highway improvement,

Singeraixu SIGNED B
"ﬁi AL KASSOEL

HK :mm ' o Hal Kassoff
cc: Mr, Neil J. Pedersen Administrator
Mr, ‘Michael Snyder :
‘Mr,, Gordon Dailey
bee: WMr. Louis H. Ege, Jr.
Mr. Anthony M. Capizzi '
Y P}I)y tefephone number Is 659-1111

Teletypewriter tor impalred Hpnrlno or Speach
383-7655 Baitimore Metro — V-19 ~ 1:800-492-5082 Statewide Toll Free

P.0, Box 717 / 707 North Calvert 8t., Baltimore, Marytand 21203 - 0717




MAYOR

ANDREW C. HANKO

CITY COUNCIL

ROBERT E. MARTINI
CHAIRMAN

JOHN J. TEMPLE
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ROBERT M. POTTER
MAYOR PRO TEM

ROSE MARIE HURDLE
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WILLIAM J, MCEWEN
COUNCILMAN

CITY OFFICERS
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THOMAS A, PATTERSON
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CHARLES J, DIETZ
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'.‘AQ HWY ADw
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CITY of NEW CARROLLTON

8511 LEGATION ROAD o NEW CARROLLTON, MARYLAND 20784

September 25, 1984

Mr. Hal Kassoff

Administrator

State Highway Administration
P. 0. Box 717

707 North Calvert Street
Baltimore, Maryland 21203-0717

Re: Maryland Route 450 (Annapolis Road),
Maryland Route 564 (Lanham-Severn Road),
Princess Garden Parkway Intersection
Contract No. P 185-101-371

Dear Mr. Kassoff:

In 1983, Prince George's County submitted a modification
to a proposed "Transportation Systems Management (TSM) Alternates"
for the above intersection, and we encouraged the Administration
to give this modification serious consideration,

The County's modification accepted components of the TSM
Alternates, in stages 1, 1A, and II and added a grade separation
for Route 564 eastbound. In addition, 1t proposed to restrict
certain left turning movements at Princess Garden Parkway.

As you no doubt know, heavy traffic volumes on Route 450
and Route 564, in addition to the different elevations of the two
roadways, cause this intersection to be substandard. Add the
proximity of the Beltway, Princess Garden Parkway, and "McDonald's
service road," and traffic often backs up to Riverdale Road during
evening rush hours. However, recent interim improvements have
alleviated that congestion somewhat,

We were happy to learn that the County's suggested modi-
fication was reviewed and analyzed by staff. We have carefully
considered the staff's supplemental studies, and, in particular,
the Environmental Assessment and the Project Status Report of
August 6, 1984.

V-20
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Mr. Hal Kassoff
September 25, 1984
Page Two

A primary concern for us became the impact of severely
restricted turning movements to and from Princess Garden Parkway.
That concern prompted, in large part, the City Council to hold a
public hearing on the various alternatives that were presented,
;nsluding the County's modification known as "Modified Alternate

Following that hearing, on September 5, the City Council
unanimously endorsed "Alternate 2," with the condition that
pedestrian crosswalks be provided on Annapolis Road at Princess
Garden Parkway,

caused by substantial development occurring now and planned for
the Annapolis Road corridor and also the Lanham-Severn Road cor-

The intersection of Annapolis Road and Lanham-Severn
Road currently operates at an unacceptable leve] of service, and
it appears to us that Modified Alternate 2 is the only viable
alternative that has been proposed. We fully understand and ap- ‘.
preciate the inconveniences that restrictions on turning movements
at Princess Garden Parkway will cause local businesses and residents.
However, the current situation is unacceptable, and in the future,

Modified Alternate 2 is not the perfect solution, but we
believe that it is viable, affordable, and the only alternative that
holds the prospect of the intersection operating at an acceptable
level of service.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on this project.

Sincerely,
A Svey AV

Andrew C. Hanko

fodit- €. Moo

bert E. Martini
ACH/REM:ec Chairman
City Council
cc: Senator Thomas P. 0'Reilly
Delegate David Bird
ODelegate Richard A. Palumbo .

Delegate Frank B. Pesci
Parris N, Glendening, County Executive
James M, Herl, County Councilmember

V-20a
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Maryland Department of Transpartation

State Highway Administration

Willlam K. Hellmann
Sacretary

Hal Kassoff
Administrator

0CT 2 2 1984

RE: Contract No. P 185-101-371
Maryland Route 450
(Annapolis Road)
Interchange at Maryland Route 564
PDMS No. 163002

The Honorable Andrew C. Hanko
Mayor, City of New Carrollton
The Honorable Robert E. Martini
Chairman, City Council

City of New Carrollton

6016 Princess Garden Parkway
New Carrollton, Maryland 20784

Dear Mayor Hanko and Mr. Martini:

Thank you for your letter dated September 25, 1984 advising of
your endorsement of Modified Alternate 2 as suggested by Prince
George's County during 1983.

We share your concerns about pedestrian safety and changes in
. traffic patterns. We intend to continue discussions with Prince
George's County relative to their responsibility to accommodate
traffic diverted to local residential streets as a result of the
proposed improvements. A pedestrian crosswalk across Maryland
Route 450 at Princess Garden Parkway will be included as part of
Modified Alternate 2 if a decision is made to proceed with con-
struction.
© )
= Thank YOu for your continuing interest and participation in
thetevelopment of this important highway improvement.

Sincerely,

- Original Signed By:
?% HAL KASSOFF
- Hal Kassoff
2 Administrator
HK:cms
cc: Mr. M. Snyder
. N. J. Pedersen
Ir. Lo Ho Ege’ Jr.

My teiephone number is
Teietypewriter for impaired Hearing or Speech

659-1111

383-7555 Baitimore Metro — 565-0451 D.C. Metro — 1-800-492-5062 Statewide Toli Free
P.0. Box 717 / 707 North Caivert St., Baltimore, Maryland 21203 - 0717
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~ P
ERANK 8. PEscl, SR. e COMMITTERE ON
LEGISLATIVE DISTRICT 22 CONSTITUTIONAL & ADMINISTIRAS IVEQ
PRINCE GEORGE'S COUNTY —
------- LEGISLATIVE ADVISORY COUNGCIL
ANNAPQOLIS QFFICE SOUTHENRN HEGIONAL EDUCATION BOARD
203-88 HOUSE OFFICE NUILDING CIHAIRMAN
ANNAPOLIS AREA (41.3058
WASHINGTON AREA 858-3050 JOINT NUBGET AND ALDIT
o House oF DELEGATES oMM
DISTRICY OQIFMIGE:
8311 FREMONT PLACE ANNAPOLIS, MARYLAND 21401~ 291

NEW CARROLLTON, MARYLAND 20784
(301) 577-8424

October 2, 1984

Mr. Hal Kassoff

State Highway Administrator
P. O. Box 717

707 North Calvert Street
Baltimore, MD 21203-0717

Dear Hal:

I am in receipt of a copy of a letter dated September 25
which you received from the Mayor of New Carrollton and the ‘.
Chairman of the City's Council. The letter is in regard to
Contract No. P 185~101-371, the Princess Garden Parkway inter-
section with MD 450 and MD 564.

I want you to know that I am in full agreement with the
contents of that letter. Modified Alternate 2 is not the per-
fect solution, but I believe that it is viable, affordable,
and the only alternative that holds the prospect of that
intersection operating at an acceptable level of service. I
do regret the inconveniences that restrictions on turning
movements will cause local businesses and certain rosidoents,
but the present situation is unacceptable to all and it will
only get worse in the years to come.

\

SinceFely,
—

|y,

; J
FRANK B. PESCIL, SR.
State Delegate

FBP/blh

VEATE WY aplse ¢ The tHonorable Andrew ©. Uanko

UGl 8C o
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\PS=  Maryland Department of ransportation

State Highway Administration

Wiiliam K. Helimann
Socrotary

Hal Kassoft
Administrator

0CT 2 2 1984

Re: Contract No. P 185-101-371
Maryland Route 450
(Annapolis Road)
Interchange at Maryland Route 564
PDMS No. 163002

The Honorable Frank B. Pesci, Sr.
Member-Maryland House of Delegates
203 Lowe House Office Building
Annapolis, Maryland 21401-1991

Dear Delegate Pesci:

Thank you for your letter dated October 2, 1984 concurring
with the endorsement of Modified Alternate 2 on the part of the
. Mayor and City Council of the City of New Carrollton.

Your advice on this matter will be of great value in
reaching prudent decisions regarding improvements at this
location.

Thank you again for your continuing interest in the project.
Sincerely,

Original Signed By:
HAL KASSOFF
Hal Kassoff
State Highway Administrator

HK: tn

¢c: Mr. Neil J. Pedersen
Mr. Michael Snyder
Louis H. Ege, Jr.

My teiephone number is__ 659-1111

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

P.O. Box 717/ 707 North Calvert St., Baitimore, Marytand 21203 - 0717
V=23 e,
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C. Comments Received As A Result of Project Status Report,
8/6/84, and Responses

A public hearing was held on May 20, 1980 at which two build
alternates were presented. Subsequent to that hearing, Modified
Alternate 2, which combines features of Alternates 2 presented at
the 1980 Public Hearing and the TSM concept, was recommended for

further project development.
A Project Status Report, dated August 6, 1984,
describing this "preferred" alternate, was circulated to those on
the project mailing list.
Their comments and associated SHA responses follow:
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' Summary ot Telephone Comments Received by
Mr. Lester F. Wilkinson, Jr., Principal Tranportation Coordinator
Maryland-National Capital Park and Planning Commission

Mr. Morris Benson - Princess Garden Inn - Inquired about right-of-way
taking on his property and access.

Response: Some right-of-way would be required from the property

ronting the intersection for geometric and turning improvements. It
has been proposed that traftic movements from Princess Garden Parkway
be channelized into the Princess Garden Inn via curbing. The intent
is to assure that traftic entering and exiting the property does not
inhibit traffic flow on Maryland Route 450 and at the intersection.
During the design phase, further consideration will be given to
traffic movements within this property to mitigate the effects of the
proposed channelization on business operations. There would be some
disruption to access on the eastbound Maryland Route 450 to
northbound Princess Garden Parkway turning movement - one would have
to proceed to Cipriano Road to access the westbound Maryland Route
450 to northbound Princess Garden Parkway movement.

Mr. Sheo K. Kedia - 9106 Annapolis Road -~ Inquired about construction
proposed in front of his property and if this would justity possible
rezoning.

' Response: Roadway construction is not a justification for the
rezoning of a property.

. Lanham Funeral Home - 9013 Annapolis Road - Concerned about placement
of sign in front of their business. They believe the "preferred"
plan will greatly improve traffic flow.

Response: The Lanham Funeral Home sign is on State Highway
Administration property within the roadway right-of-way by permit.
Evaluations will be made both during and after construction to
determine whether there is adequate space tor the sign to remain in
its present location.

Mr. Allen V. Partington - 6005 Naval Avenue - He is concerned about
short-cut traffic using Naval/Magnolia Avenues.

Response: Due to the prohibition of certain traffic movements at the
Princess Garden Parkway/Maryland Route 450 intersection, traffic
patterns would be altered for certain destinations. Some local
traffic would be diverted onto Naval/Magnolia Avenues, and other
local streets, which connect Princess Garden Parkway with Cipriano
Road. The Prince George's County Department of Public Works and
Transportation does not believe the additional, diverted traffic will
initially have a significant impact on these local streets but they

' will consider improvements based on future needs studies and traffic
counts.
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Mr. Woodford D. Patton - 9115 Lanham-Severn Road - Inquired about.Ae
impact to his home. Also, he indicated that the Maryland Route 564
ramp may go directly over a large landfill in back of the small
shopping center.

Response: This residence is not required for construction. However,
this Administration would purchase this home if the owner wishes to
relocate. The driveway of this residence exits onto existing
Maryland Route 564 near the end of the eastbound turning roadway.
This may create a safety problem due to less than desirable sight
distances and accessibility problems to and from his property.

Any landfills encountered on this project will be evaluated by
the State Highway Administration, Bureau of Soils and Foundations.
Recommendations as to its disposition will be addressed during the
design phase in the soils report.

Mr. Gracen T. Scott - Scott Realty, 9004 Lanham-Severn Road -
Inquired about the effect of the proposal on his property. He has no
problem with the plan.

Response: Modified Alternate 2 would not affect this property.

The Administration has received petitions from area businessD
and citizens concerned about the proposed traffic patterns associated
with the selected alternate. These comments, as well as responses
are summarized on the following pages:

1. Two Petitioners on behalf of the National Society for Histotechno-
logy, Lanham Thirty Office Building - were opposed to Modified
Alternate 2 because it would eliminate left turns from eastbound
Maryland Route 450 to Princess Garden Parkway.

Response: After extensive studies and coordination with the Prince
George's County Government, it has been determined that adequate
traffic service for planned orderly growth cannot be achieved without
prohibition of certain traffic movements at this intersection. State
Highway Administration evaluations reveal that these traffic pattern
revisions will affect local accessibility, but overall long-term,
areawide traffic service benefits will far exceed localized,
short-term disadvantages.

2. Mr. Gary S. Williams - Executive Vice President, Coakley and
Williams, Inc. - Gathered 348 signatures of persons opposed to
changes associated with Modified Alternate 2, specifically the
elimination of left turns onto Princess Garden Parkway from eastbound
Maryland Route 450.

Response: See response #1l. ‘
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3. Mr. Ronald W. Young - Vice President and General Manager Steuart
Ford/AMC/Jeep/Renault - Petition signed by 88 employees indicated
opposition to the proposed changes associated with Modified Alternate
2, especially the prohibition of left turns onto Princess Garden
Parkway from eastbound Annapolis Road. They believe their dealership
would be adversely impacted by the changes, and emergency vehicle
services would be hampered.

Response: See response #1. Emergency vehicles will be allowed to
eXecute the prohibited movements.

4, Two Petitioners on behalf of First General Mortgage Co., Lanham
Thirty Office Building - Opposed to Modified Alternate 2 because
turning movements would be restricted at the Maryland Route
450/Princess Garden Parkway intersection.

Response: See response #1l.

5. Seven Petitioners on behalf of Marathon Mortgage Corp., Lanham
Thirty Office Building - Opposed to the proposed changes to the
Maryland Route 450/Princess Garden Parkway intersection whereby
turning movements would be restricted.

Response: See response #1l.

6. Nine Petitioners on behalf of White Brokerage Co., Lanham Thirty
Office Building - Opposed to the proposed changes to the Maryland
Route 450/Princess Garden Parkway intersection whereby turning
movements would be restricted.

Response: See response #l.

7. Mr. D. A. Yates - President, Yates Business Systems, Lanham Thirty
Office Building - Four petitioners were opposed to the proposed
changes to the Maryland Route 450/Princess Garden Parkway
intersection whereby turning movements would be restricted.

Response: See response #1l.

8. Thirty-One Petitioners representing residents of 88th Place, 89th
Place, and 89th Avenue - Opposed to the proposed changes to the
Maryland Route 450/Princess Garden Parkway intersection whereby
turning movements would be restricted.

Response: See response #1l.

9, One Hundred Eight-Two Petitioners representing the guests and
employees of the Ramada Hotel - Opposed to the proposed changes to
the Maryland Route 450/Princess Garden Parkway intersection whereby
turning movements would be restricted.

Response: See response #1l.
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10. Petitioner on behalf of Kutz Real Estate, Inc., Lanham Thirty ‘
Office Building - Opposed to the proposed changes to the Maryland
Route 450/Princess Garden Parkway intersection whereby turning
movements would be restricted.

Response: See response #1.

11. Five Petitioners on behalf of Early Learning, Inc., Lanham Thirty
Office Building - Opposed to the proposed changes to the Maryland
Route 450/Princess Garden Parkway intersection whereby turning
movements would be restricted.

Response: See response #1.

12. Two Petitioners on behalf of First Union Mortgage Co., Lanham
Thirty Office Building - Opposed to eastbound Modified Alternate 2
because it would eliminate left turns from Maryland Route 450 to
Princess Garden Parkway.

Response: See response #1.

13. Three Petitioners on behalf of Encyclopedia Britannica, Inc.,
Lanham Thirty Office Building - Opposed to the proposed changes to
the Maryland Route 450 Princess Garden Parkway intersection whereby
turning movements would be restricted..

Response: See response #1.

14. Thirteen Petitioners on behalf of the Lanham Thirty Office
Building, headed up by Ms. Eleanor Gauvin - Opposed to Modified
Alternate 2 because it would restrict left turning movements from
eastbound Maryland Route 450 to Princess Garden Parkway.

Response: See response $1.
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PRINCE GEORGE’S CHAMBER OF COMMERCE

9627 CENTRAL AVENUE
LARGO, MARYLANOD 20772
{301) 350-7300

" July 16, 1984

Mr. Don Honeywell

State Highway Adminfstration
P.D. Box 717

707 North Calvert Street
Baltimore, MD 21203

Dear Mr. Honeywell:

Enclosed you will find a 1ist of those individuals who attended the
briefing on the proposed improvements to Maryland Routes 45D and 564.
There was much discussion regarding the upgrading of this intersection
and the proposal presently under consideration. Following this meeting,
the Chamber went on record in support of these improvements,

Those tndividuals fn attendance were unanimous in their agreement that

some kind of improvements were necessary. The overwhelmidg majority of

those at the meeting were comfortable with the plan once it was explained.

We indicated to those business representatives that if they had any problems
with the plan after taking the information and reviewing it in more detail,
that they contact the Chamber. We did not hear from any of those who attended
the meeting so the assumption was made that they would support the plan as
presented. .

if you need any additfonal information, please do not hesitate to call.

Enclosure
ce Edwacd R, Meehaa

Paol F. Owecle
AL AL Fleory o
Lesder F. Wilkinson ’.)(‘.' ’

David W, \Wgllace

“IN BUSINESS FOR
YOUR BUSINESS™

B r P
o

PRINCE GEORGE'S CHAMBER DF COMMERCE

January 18, 1984
450/564 Briefing

Attendees

James Rogers
James W. Rogers & Associates

Glenn Harrell

0'Malley,

Dick Charlton

Miles, McCarthy, Harrell & Levin

Millard T. Charlton Company

Tom Hendershot
Hendershot, Koester, Worshtil & Malament

*Barbara Goldsworth
Jerry’s Sub Shop

*Lloyd W. Geiser
Steuart Ford

*Ronald W.

Young

Steuart Ford

*Jim Monaw

Frank Derro
MNCP&PC

Les Wilkinson
MNCP&PC

*Stan Terry

Midas Muffler

Samuel Beck, Jr.
Fedco Systems, Inc.

Robert Almond, Sr.
Beltsville Agricultural Center

Tim Mahoney
Linowes & Blocher

"Cleo Weaver

Kenneth H. Michael Companies

*Bob Mills

Lanham Auto Parts

*Car) Smith

"Ramada Hotel

*Mike Del Santo

Coakley &

*Robert A.
Crawley &

Williams

Storch Developers

*Frank Storck

Storch Developers

*Indicates business representative

Crawley
Thomas . Insurance, Inc.

*Michael Hollins
Prospective Land Purchaser

*Joseph Morisi
Lanham Inn

*Gary C. Andrzesewskt
Duff's Smorgasbord

*Robert Drg
Duff's Smorgasbord

e e

in impacted area

Dther individuals 1isted are members
of the Chamber's Transportation
Commi ttee
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STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION T
QUESTIONS AND/OR COMMENTS

MARYLAND ROUTE 450 i Maryland Department of Ziansp ortation William K. Hellmann
(Ann apol is Roadl ™ ' State Highway Adkannstranon . Srcairy
Interchange at Mda. Route 564 . Hal Kassoll
Contract No. P 185-101-371 Adminsstraior

PROJECT STATUS REPORT
AUGUST 6, 1984

NAME MR 4 MPs AL V. PARTINGTON DATE
PLEASE

September 13, 1984

_ . RF: Contract No. P 185-101-371
PRINT  ADDRESS_GCPo4 NAVAL AVE Maryland Route 450
: ) . (Annapolis Road)
H A MD 21p Interchange at Maryland koute 564
CITY/TOWN AANH A M STATE CopE2270€ POHS No 363002
WWe wish to comment or Inquire about the following aspects of this project:

Mr. & Mrs. Allen V. Partimgton
Gty Naval Avenue
Lanham, Maryland 20706

Dear Mr. & Mrs. Parkington:

’ Thank you for your recen) responsc to distribution of vur Project
Sftatus Report dated August 6, 1984,

Your comments will he considored by the Project Planning Team in
Lthe €ormulation of the recommcendation for this project.

very truly yours,

Louis H. Ege, Jr., Acting Chief
Bureau of Project Planning

-‘ 3 ' P / . 2 Projoct Manager
< .
g : { A . LI DG ems

My Islophons number is____659-1136
- Telstypowritor los Impaired Hesring or Speech
E—Plea.i‘my@ame(e to the Maiilng Liat. 1. )

3837655 Ballimoro Molro — 5850451 D.C. Motro — 1-800-492-5062 Stetewids To) Free Q
° i

1 am currently on the Malling List.

P.0. 8oz 717/ 707 Monh Calvert SL., Baltimore, Maryiand 21203 . 0717
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STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION  : . ‘
QUESTIONS AND/OR COMMENTS , .

MARYLAND ROUTE 450
(Annapolis Road)
Interchange at Md. Route 564
Contract No. P 185-101-371

PROJECT STATUS REPORT
AUGUST 6, 1984

NAME Robert A. Diemer DATE

:lé'ENATSE ADDRESS_5900 Princess Garden Parkway (Lanham 30 sks Gould Bldg.)

CITY/TOWN _Lanham, STATE Magrylend  ZIP CODE._20706

1/We wiah to comment akxlxquica about the following aepects of this project:

The 450/Lanham Stn./Princeas Gdn. Pkwy./564 / 195 intersecting sreas srs indeed

_ PERPLEXING. However, in reviewing ths respective proposal mads me feel that 1 hsd

bets 2 tieati eveloni {tuation bt . fot |

é‘} Maryland Department of Transportation

tsken into consideration: viz.: At present Princeas Garden Psrkway runa a, distsnce of

a little over one mile-- from 1-450 to Goodluck Rosd, howsver where Prineess Gdn. Pkwy. ° .

be used for high density office/commercial/ and residential usea. Arosdwsy from-

Q 1t B . fondluck B t 3/5 finished £ ¢ .

Lt ie little d t i ind_that &3 ti 3 will be_finiched withlEt

+.
fnext

coupls of yesrs. The most logical point of connection ia where Princess Garden

Psrkway connects with Goodluck Rd. Thia means that the roadwsy from Greenbelt Rd to

450 will be Princesa Garden Parkway. The traffic will be extremely hesvy and s greater

dilemma will develop than exists thers now. ool
One wsy of resolving the problem could bs to/Lanham-Ssvern Rd. (564) meet with Cipriano

Rd. and.merge with 450 on the othsr sids of the trscka. Thus, the Princess Gdn. Pkwy.
would only interaect with 450. Conceivsably, ths traffic solution would enjoy the improvea <]

many years, more foresight would be given the aignificance of Princese Gdn. Pkwy. s8 &
connecting corridor. I suspect thst the coat of this spproach would make it practsble.

31 am currently on the Malling List.
D Ploaee gdd my/our name(s) to the Malling List.

Willlam K. Hellmann
Sucratary

Hal Kassolt
Adminisiralor

Stase Hgghway Adimimshabion

September 13, 1984

RF: Contract No. P 185-101-371
Maryland Rnute 450
(Annapolia Road)
Interchange at Maryland Route 564
PDMS Nn, 163002

Mr. Robert A. Dicmer
5900 Princess Gardon Parkway
l.anham, Maryland 20706

Duar Mr. Dicwmers

Thank you for your recent rosponse to distribution of our Project
stalus Roport dated Auqust 6, 1984.

Your comments will bho considered by the Project Planning Team in
the formulation of the recommendation for this project.

Very truly yours,

Louis H. Ege, Jdr., Acting Chief
Hurecau of Project Planning

e O v —

Donald G. Honeywdil -
Project Manager

o

b

1LHEDGH ; cms

- i

My lslephone aumbsr Is_ 659-1136
Teolstyp {or impairod Hoating of Speech
383-7555 Beltimoro Motro — 5650451 D.C. Metro — 1-800-492-5062 Statewide Toll Frec
P.O. Box 7171 707 Norih Caivent §t., Ballimore, Marytand 21203 - 0117 f
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STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION
QUESTIONS AND/OR COMMENTS

MARYLAND ROUTE 450
(Annapolis Road)
Interchange at Md. Route 564
Contract No. P 185-101-371

PROJECT STATUS REPORT
AUGUST 6, 1984

NAME _Mr. & Mrs. Kenneth Lane

PLEASE
PRINT  ADDRESS_8924 Hilten Hill mr

DATE_B/g8/84

CITY/TOWNIanham = STATE___Ma., ___ _ _ZIP CODE_go;z.oé_

1/We wlish to comment or Inquire about the following aspects of this prolect:

Everyoné in our area knows what is the egreatest contributing
cause to the congestion at the 495(95) interchange at 450

There should have been an interchange built at '1&95(95) and
Good Luck Road. All drivers in New Carrollton make their

W‘Wo travel northwes® or south on

on or near Good Luck Roa
Cipriano, or Lanham Severn to enter 495(95) northwest or

south. Drivers from 495 South use the 450 interchange as a
short cut to Godderd(NAsA).

———!ﬂumm—tn—ihe—mobhu—sbeulé—be—to—mﬁamu—_—

off ramps et Good Luck Road and 495(95), Evervone in eur

aree would certeinly be supportive of such a plan and we

are elmost certailn that there would be heavy support from

Tiving in New Carrolltaon.

{3 1 am currenily on ths Maling List,

(] Pleani.mylour name(s) to the Malling List.

.

Maryland Department of Transportation

Whilam K. Hellmans
State Highwey Administration Socrotery

Hol Kassolt
Administroter

Septenber 13, 1984

RE: C(ontract No. P 185-101-371
Maryland Route 450
(Aonapolis Road) N
Interchenge at Maryland Route 564
PIMS No. 163002

Mr. & Mrs. Kenneth Lane
8924 Hiltan Hill Drive
Lanham, Maryland 20708

Dear Mr. & Mrs. Lane:

Thank you for your recent response to distribut‘:lon of our Project Status Repart
dated August 6, 1984.

Your suggestion for interchange ramps’ connecting Interstate Route 85 (Capital
Beltway) with Good Luck Road cannot be supported by the Project Planning Team.
Requests for additional access points to the interstate system must undergo review
to satisfy a nutber of stringent warrants designed to preserve the free flow and
safety of the intemstate system. In this instance, the warrants for type (Good Luck
Foad 18 not an arterial highway) and traffic carrying capacity of the cross road,
interchange spacing, inclusion on approved master plans, previous approval of a
change in design concept and evidence of a campelling public need, could not be
satisfied. The satisfaction of all warrants is ordinarily required to cbtain
approval by the Federal Highway Adninistration.

Very truly yours,

Louis H. Ege, Jr., Acting Chief
Bureau of Project Planning

LHE: D :cms

My tolephons aumber lﬁ‘nxﬁ

Totetypewriter for Impalred Hearing or Speech
383-7558 Baitimore Metro — 565-0451 D.C. Metro — 1-800-402-3002 Statewide Toll Free
P.O. Box 717 / 707 North Caivent 51, Basiimors, HManpana 21200 - 0717 s
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STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION o
QUESTIONS AND/OR COMMENTS

MARYLAND ROUTE 450
(Annapolis Road)
Interchange at Md. Route 564
Contract No. P 185-101-371

PROJECT STATUS REPORT
AUGUST 6, 1984

NAME Qf - /"a %35127‘13 DATE_PAIAV Vo704
PLEASE sooress 42( Gesssd bl Boer
CITY/TOWN M’m STATE__/D ZiP CODE2OZ0¢

1/We wlish to comment or Inquire about the lollowing aspects of thia project:

Th 1l W’a betl B 215 4 u/clwc/,é»é o Lo 5o
A frow g4 Au/;é Kore patts. léwé &35 Mnld b
4 In,L'.,)(ﬂ Q.A&«.rmh‘m&u&&n M: uw,;ﬂ“wé‘é

4 s‘(_jy/
s, wfo budy o MJ#WMA cbyel! flon tMlon £

%m«_gfg@, oo b i helin, fo spsliap.
- od wol Sl focaF .Z,méé—. e soqg 9 iRl o

wb?{ £-91” Lo @b L s %M
/1’-1$ a.'éqccﬁa—

Zfa&m dllnsts v M / 4/_‘:_4 &cg% Qﬁt‘«-

C3 1 am currentiy on the Maliiling Llot..

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

-

)

William K. Hellmaan
Secratary

Hal Kassolf
Adminlstrator

State Highway Adminisiiation

gﬁ 3 Maryland Department of Tiansportation

September 13, 1984

RE: Contract No. P 185-101-371
Maryland Route 450
(Annapolis Road)
Interchange at Maryland Route 564
PDMS No. 163002

Dr. M. P. DeRobertis
6515 Greenfield Court
Lanham, Maryland 20706
Duar Dr. DeRobertis:

Thank you for your recent response to distribution of our Project
Status Report dated August 6, 1984.

Your comments will be considered by the Project Planning Team in
the formulation of the rccommendation for this project.

Very truly yours,

Louis H. Ege, Jr., Acting Chief
Bureau of Project Planning

Project Manager

LHE: DGH:cms

My tolophone aumbes Is. 6501136

Teletypowtitor for impaired Hearing or Spesch
383-7555 Beitimoro Mairo — 565-0451 D.C. Malro — 1-800-492-5062 Ststawids Toll Frae

P.O. Box 717 / 707 Narih Calven St., Baltimore, Maryiand 21203 - 0717 f

2%
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STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION® = "~
QUESTIONS AND/OR COMMENTS

MARYLAND ROUTE 450
(Annapolis Road)
Interchange at Md. Route 564
Contract No. P 185-101-371

PROJECT STATUS REPORT
AUGUST 6, 1984

=
- . L ,
NAME w26

bus.aug_&ﬁf_ﬁ
PRECE apoREss_ 593D T e ' B

cnvlTOWN-EﬁMJ_CWﬂLnL’_STATEMQJb/.am.é_ZIP cooe 26784

1/We wish to comment or Inquire about the followlng aspects of this project:

Vou - menp The peu> 1E.Yo) Lram RAmp 94

o fl /T,, isTo The ol& L5 ket crass The ollyso

v .
«

.Nh ﬂmmmeﬂi :

[3 1 am currently on the Malling List. )

[C3 Please add my/our name(s) to tha Malling List.

Seale Highway Admmustralion

M. Gabriel o,
D53 Bh Avanue

@ Marylaud Departinent of Transportation

Septenber 18, 1984

Willlam K. Halimann

Sactalary

Hal Kassoll

Adminisiratas

HE; OGontract No. P 185-101-371

Maryland Route 450
(Annapolis HRoad)

Interchange at Maryland Route 564

PDAS No. 163002

b § b .

Now Carrollton, Marylind 20784

Ixsue Mee oy} )

hank you for your recent response Lo distribution of our Project Status
August 6 1984,  You have corroctly interpreted proposed iodified

Hyport dated
Alleale 2.

Your suggestion lor realipgunknl of Maryland Route 450 was previously con-
sidered o conceptual Tom by the Prajoct Phaning Team.  However., the gocmetric
o Lraflic operationnl probluass associnted with that concepl resulted in its
disnissal fram further consideration.

ik you for support. of bhis importanl highway improvemant .

P ans

Very truly yours,

Iouis H., Ege, Jr., Acting (hief
Bureau of Mroject Planning

iject Manager

My telsphons aumber s 650-1136

tor | Hoaring ot 6
37555 Bolimoro Molro -- 5650451 D.C. Molro — 1-800-492.5062 Sialawids Toll F

P.0. Box 717/ 707 Nonh Calvert S)., Bollimore, Maryland 21203 - 0717

' i
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STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION _ /
QUESTIONS AND/OR COMMENTS

MARYLAND ROUTE 450 ' ~I ) Malylalldﬂep a,””elnaf’ia”sp ortation William K. Hetimann

(Annapolis Road) Siata Highway Adminisiration . Sacantary
Interchange at Md. Route 564 o Hal Kassolt
Contract No. P 185-101-371 Admialstrater

PROJECT STATUS REPORT ' Septenber 19, 1984
AUGUST 6, 1984 '

~ RE: Contract No. P 185-101-371
Maryland Route 450
(Annapolis Road)

NAME " Interchange at Maryland Route 564
PDAS No. 163002
;'élENATSE ADDRESS &3 24 /f/wdw 2 A - - _
. Mr. & Mrs. Dwight M. Suyder .
CITY/TOWN %’«j\w sTaTE_WMD 2iIP CODERLO?PL 6504 Greenfield Court :

: Lanham, Maryland 20706
1/We wish to comment or fnquire about the following aspects of this project:

feur M. & Mrs. Snyder:

‘Thank you for your recent response to distribution of our Project Status
leport dated August 6, 1984.

© e e g—

With Mbdified Alternate 2, motorists exiting I-95 and destined to Cipriano
lbad will be benefited by haviag a greater length in which to select their
truvel lane and they cin proceed straight (no left turn) onto Cipriano Road.

Jbumjw@/‘,x%eu,,w LR _

Your suggestion for restoring the right turn green arrow for southbound
Princess Garden Parkway phased with left tums northbound onto Princess Garden
Parkway is being referred to our District Traffic Engineer for his considera-
tlon.

" - r————-

Your comments will be considered by the Project Planning Team in the

5 t formulution of the recammendation for this project. -
L I
f Very truly yours,
¥ Louis H. Ege, Jr., Acting Qiief
? B Bureau of Project Planning
AR
&) B
i -
ﬂ.'., Project Mannger
l . HIE:DQ :ans
cc: Mr. M, Shakib  (w/encl.)
R 4
5E
R IALIR 44 toX 8¢ A o 1 -
CJitam currently on the Malllng L t g “nmp}‘, p 14 , H ¢ ,ﬂw Jg- My telophone aumber 659-1136
g - Teloiypowriter lor impaised Hesring of Spasch
383-7655 Baliimore Meiro — 5650451 D.C. Meiro — 1-800-492-5082 Stetewide Toli Fres
P.0. Box 717 1 707 North Calvert §i., Balilmore, Marytsng 21203 - 0717
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STATE HIGHWAY ’A,DMINISTRATION
QUESTIONS AND/OR COMMENTS
MARYLAND ROUTE 450 -
(Annapolis Road)
Interchange at Md. Route 564
Contract No. P 185-101-371
PROJECT STATUS REPORT
. AUGUST 6, 1984
' .
3 NAME _ Roberr A, Cravley ag Cravley & Thomas InsurapOATE _August 9. 1964
PLEASE .
5900 Princess Garden Parkwa
PRINT __ ADDRESS ¥
CITY/TOWN _Lanhan STATE_ID 2IP CODE_20706
1/We wish to commant or Inquira about the (otlowing aspects ol this projact:
A A Wi ) e REIQQINR O RO > D4 DA B Sidewalk De
built along the north side between the Pleasant lanham Inn up to the
—2. 1 would suggest that traffic signals he placed at the new intersectiof————
st Cipriano Road and Route 564. .
<
i 3. Since our firp _1ﬂ.mm—wmmmnwn—mmmu———. p
tﬁ coming to us. I would suggest that some type of signing be put together

Ramada Inn, and possibly &tewart Ford. The signing' would be at the

4 % | am currently on tha Malling List.

.-«1.: b\Plean:‘lnylour nama(s) to the Malling List.
1
i e,

Maryland Department of Transportation

%

74 Stale Highway Adininusiagion Secratary
Hal Xassoff
Adminisicator
September 13, 1984
RIZ:  Contract No. P 185-101-371
Maryland Route 450
{Annapolis Road)
Interchange at Maryland knute 564
. PDMS No. 163002
Mr. Robert A. Crawley

Crawley & Thomas Insurance
5900 Princess Garden Parkway
Lansham, Maryland 20706

Dear Mr. Crawley:

Thank you for your recent

response
%latus Report dated Auygust 6,

1984.

to distribution of our Project

Your comments will

be considered by the Project Planning Team in
formulation ol

the the recommendation for this project.
Very truly yours,

Louis H. Ege, Jr., Acting Chief
Bureau of Project Planning

Donald G. Honeywe
Project Manager

LHE : DG cins

My tsleptions pumbier ks 650-1136

Teolelypswrlior 1o impalred Hearing or Spesch
3837655 Baltimave Meiro — 5650451 D.C. Melro — 1.800-492-5062 Stelewide Tall Fre
P.0. Bax 797 1 707 Norih Calvont 81., Batlimore, Maryisnd 21203 - 9747 A

Witliam K. Hellmann
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5915 89th Ave.

New Carrollton&l(aryland 20784

August 9th, 19

Mr. Neil J. Pedsrsen :
Office of Planning & Preliminary Engineering . !
Maryland Department of Transportation

State Highway Administration

707 North Calvert Sg.

Baltimore, Maryland 21203

Dear Mr. Psdersen,

With refsrsnce to your PIMS No. 163002, contract No,
P 185-101-371, please allow me to furnieh the following
comments;

I've been living just off Princess Garden Parkway for
27 years. During that time, the state hae turned thie
residential ares into a glittering business plaza. First,
cams Steuart Motor Co. to load up the intersection now in
question, Quickly there followed the Ramada Inn, the Gould
office bullding and now a seven-eleven. Now you tsll us the
interssctin is too busy and is accident prone. I wonder why??
When you people approve businessee moving into rssidsntial :
areas don't you ever think of the impact on people who have
lived there for {eare & yeare. Any intelligent person wbuld
be able to visualize a very real possibility of traffic
problems when so much businsas was added to a residential
street.

What street do you propose to use to route tfaffic .
back to princess garden aar y? There are only two available, .
Spring Street & Hickory Hill Ave., Nsither are suitsd to :
such s task and even more accidente will 1liksly happen.

Youlve recently finished a two lane left turn off of
450 into Princese Garden Parkway. It seems to work well.,
¥hy not spend your money somewhere else, like Kenilworth
Ave. in Riverdale, It needs repaving before it ehakee my
new car to pleces,

Sincsrely,

Maryland Department of Transportation

State Highway Adminisiration

Willlam K. Hellmann
Sacratary "

Hal Kassolt
Adminisintor

Sep;ambar 13, 1984

RE: Contract No. P 185-101-371
Maryland Route 450
(Annapolis Road)
Interchange at Maryland Route 564
PDMS No. 163002

Mr. Thomas P. Avery

591% 89th Avoenue

New Carrollton, Maryland 20744
Dear Mr. Avery:

Thank you for your rccent response to distribution of our Project
Status Report dated August &, 1984,

Your comments will be considered by the Project Planning Team in
the formulation of the recommendation for this project.

Very truly yours,

Louis H, Ege, Jr., Acting Chief
Bureau of Project Planning

bys

Donald G. Honsywsll
Project Manager

LUE:DQIzcms

SHA Response: The recent construction of the two lane left turn was at

best an interim improvement. Our evaluations reveal that traffic turn .
prohibitions (Section III.B.l.c¢) at this intersection will best contribute
to improved safety, efficiency capacity, and operation of traffic in

this area based upon future forecasted traffic growth. These prohibitions _
would require soms traffic to be diverted onto the local streets connecting -
Cipriano Road and Princess Garden Parkway. The Prince George’s County
Department of Public Works and Transportation does not believe the addi-
tional, diverted traffic will have a significant 1m§;ct on these streets

1n1t1311y but they would be considered f re provements.
’ My telophone numbar 8&&5‘.&‘
Tel -

P for imp t of
383-7555 Daitimoro Molro — 5050451 O.C. Molro — |-i!>402~5062 Ststswide Tolt Fren
P.O. Box 717 # 707 Norlh Catveri 8., Balimors, Marylana 21203 - 0717

.
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STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION
QUESTIONS AND/OR COMMENTS

MARYLAND ROUTE 450
(Annapolis Road)
Interchange at Md. Route 564
Contract No. P 185-101-371

PROJECT STATUS REPORT
AUGUST 6, 1984

Mary Anne Friend

NAME DATE _8/10/84
:LR&ATSE ADDRESS__5814 89th Avenue
CITY/TOWN New Carrollton STATE Muyland 2P CODE_2078%

1/We wish to comment or Inquire about the tollowing aspects of this project:

If you would investigate what other citlee have done to alleviate similar
problems it would be profitable to all. (i.e.) Nashville, Tenneeese and

Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania, have construoted overpasees {called ®tyhaa®) -
over conjested interssctions such as th - .

Just widening the existing roadwaye will/help becsuse : —
—8ix stregms of traffic funneling into ona apot . Tha ahove tubes mould 8llow -

froe-flow of et least three streans., ° :

T t em currently on the Melling List.

(e Pleeli.mylour neme(s) to the Melling List.

——

R TS = T

William K. Hellmann
Sacralany

Hal Kassoti
Adminisisator

State Highway Adunnishiation

Eéé Maryland Department of Transportation

September 13, 1984

R¥:  Contract No. P 185~101-371
Maryland Route 450
(Annapolis Road)
Interchange at Maryland Route 564
. PbMs No. 163002

Ms. Mary Anne Friend

5814 89th Avenue

New Carrollton, Maryland 20744
Dear Ms. Friend:

Thank you for your recent response to distribution of our Project
Slatus Report dated Auygyust 6, 1984.

Your comments will be considered by the Project Planning Team in
the formulation of the recommendation for this project.

Very truly yours,

Louis H. Ege, Jr., Acting Chief
Bureau of Project Planning

Project Manager

LHE:DGH:cms

My tslsphons aumber is___ 659-1136 .

Telstypowriior for impaired Hearing of Speech !
383-7555 Baitimoro Metso — 565-0451 D.C. Metro —~ 1-800-482-5062 Giatewide Toit Free
P.O. Box 717 1 707 Norih Calvert 51, Batiimore, Maryland 21203 - 0717
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STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION
QUESTIONS AND/OR COMMENTS

MARYLAND ROUTE 450
{Annapolis Road)
Interchange at Md. Route 564
Contract No. P 185-101-371

PROJECT STATUS REPORT

‘ AUGUST 6, 1984
NAME William . & Mary A. Webster DATE_8/11/84
ghﬁ$?E ADDRESS 8908 Hickory Hill Avenue
ciTy/Town __L2nham state "0 21P cope__20706

1/We wish to comment or Inquire about the following aspects of this project:

We are concerned about the impace of the proposed traffic pattern

on three residential streets: Hickory Hill Avenue (where we live,}

Spring Avenue, and Magnolia Street. The proposed traffic pattern

would lead to a greatly incteased tréffic flow between Cipriano

Road and Princess Garden Parkway on at _least one and probably
all of these streeta. If thie should & occur we believe that

8¢-A

there should at least be plans made ® to have traffic lights

v .

at the intersections and ideally the sxkx streets should be

widened and otherwise improved. This would add to the cost of

the project, but if it.isn't done the proposed cure would be

worse than the disease as you would merely be exchaneging one

dangerous intersection for three dangerous streets.

27 | am currently on the Maliling List.

[} Please add my/our name({s) to the Malling List.

Siale Highwiry Adumusliahion Secestary

E¢ }' Maryland Department of Transportation Wiliam K. Hollmam

Hal Kassofl
Administrator

September 13, 1964

RE:  Contract No. P 185-101-371
Maryland Route 450
(Annapolis Road)
' Interchange at Maryland Route 564 L
. PDMS No. 163002

Mr. & Mrs. Willjam J. Webster
8908 Hickory Rill Avenue
l.anham, Maryland 20706

NDear Mr. & Mrs. Wehster:

Thank you for your recont response to distribution of our Project
Status Report dated August 6, 1984.

Your comments will be considered by the Project Planning Team in
the formulation nf the recommendation for this project.

Very truly yours,

Louis H. Ege, Jr., Acting Chief
Bureau of Project Planning

Donald G. Honeywe
Project Manager

LHUE: DG :cms

o/

My (slophons numbes s___699-1136
Telotypswrltor foc Hearing of Speech
3837555 Boliimore Motro — 6650451 D.C. Metro — 1-800-492 5062 Starowide Toll Free
P.0. Box 717 1 707 Norih Calvart S1., Baltimore, Masyiand 21203 - O7TV7




See SHA response on following page.
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.S(IATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION - -
QUESTIONS AND/OR COMMENTS
—_——

MARYLAND ROUTE 450
(Annapolis Road)
Interchange at Md. Route 564
Contract No. P 185-101-371

PROJECT STATUS REPORT
AUGUST 6, 1984

ALVAH O. CONLEY TRUST UNDER WILL, OWNER
LANHAM SHOPPING CENTER

C/0 Chesapeaks National Bank
ADDRESS_FP- O. Box 1419

NAME DATE __8/13/84

PLEASE
PRINT

CITY/TOWN __Kilmaxpock, STATE _Virginia ZIP CODE_22482

I/We wish to comment or Inquira about the followling espects of this project:

We, the owners of the LANHAM SHOPPING CENTER Lapham, Marvland. located at the jupctign

of Maryland Routss 450 and 564, are grsatly concerned about the edverse cffect thet the

modified Alternate 2 Plan will have on the usefulness and value of this jand. Subject real

cstate is described as 81697 acres, more Oor less, improved with shopping center storpe build-

ings and known as Parcsl No. 55 at Grid B-3 on Prince Georges County, MD tax Map No. 44 and,.

further, in Liber 4867 at Folio 625 of the land records. Our specific comments and objection

to the proposed rerouting of the roads and traffic pattern are ag follows:

(1) The restrictions on ingress and egress to the subject property is totally unacccptable.

2 It is est t
at least 508 of their customers becauss of the difficult access situation planned.

op tenants of Lanham Shopping Center would los

{3) with the cost of county and state taxes as well as insurance and maintenance costs risin

every year, this property would no longer be a worthwhile investment for the owners if

the tenants cannot continue to operate profitable businessss there.

(4) Ths entire impact and loss to the shopping centsr cannot be accurately measured at this

time, but we fcel that the damage would be devastating. We strongly urge the Stete

Highway Administration to review their options and ropose other alternatives which

would not dostroy the valuc of this rcal estatc perccl.

SIGNED: (7 g S
Mrs. Alma H. Conley bi . Co-Trustee

P/ n
_sroeRangy Blbrse g

(23 1 am currently on the Melllng List. Thomas B. Denegrs, ¥Yr.{ sr. vicc Pres. & Trust o

Chegapeake National Bank, Co-Trustce
[] Pleese edd my/our name(s) to the Melling List.

—@
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; ' M. Alua 1L Guley Dixn
@A_ Maryland Department of Transportation  Wilian K. Hellmemn M. ‘Mams B. Pentgre, Ji.
3 : Socoslary : Seplenber 19, 1984

Slate Highwity Atlinmsivatos :
- Hal Kassolt Page ‘Two

SepLenber 19, 1984 Adminlstratar

RE: Oontract No. P 185-101-371
Maryland Route 450 Shionld yon desiie to disciss Lthis walter Turther, please contact Mr. Tonald
(Annapolis Foud) G, lloneywell, Lhe Praject Muagger, whose Lelephone number is 301-659-1136.
- ' Interchange at Maryland Route 564
. PDMS No. 163002 Very viuly yowrs,

ALVAl O. OONLIY TRUST PROPERTY ) .
RAY Item No. 67757 MNud 9 Yediyp,
Neil 3, Pedersen, Dirvector

. Oflice of Planning und

M. Al 1l. Gonley Dixon * Preliminary Engineering

M. ‘NMeas B, Denegre, Jr.
Cin=npezake National Bank
1”0 hox 1119
Kilmsonock, Vieginioe 22182 ]

NI ans
Euclasimee

. Snyder
M. Vool Kead
Mo L . dge, Jre
Me. . B, lesce

Ivior Mis. Dixon and Mr. Denegre: i e M.
Miwk you for your response dated Auygust 13, 198 to distribution of our Project

Status Report dated August 6, 1984. You have perceived Lhe effects of Modified

Allcamate 2 as particularly advense 1o the Lanham Shopping Center (9005 thiru 9039

Lauihiam Severn Bowd) and weguestoed our vaview ol options wilh the poqose of discover-

i soie benelicial altemalos.  Mxiillied Alternate 2 requires no right-of-way ' :

aapisition from the shopping conter, nlthough some entrance chmaneliza ion would {

Ins regnived by our Buivan al Engiacering Access Permits as part of our construction

v et

Trexz

Your oppusition Lo Modilied Allemale 2 is based upon the proposed traffic
patLern and Lhe conversion of existing Maryland Route 564 to one-way westbound l
teallTie ol yanr stapping oonter. Yan moy hnve overlooked the proposed merouting '
ol castbound Lvallic destined Tor Princess Garden Parkway past your shopping
anter, (Pl ste Poject States Rynart, Cases 1 and 3.) This feature of Modi-
Viexl Altemate 2, together with Lthe 1reliel of study area congestion attributable
to propeesed inguowed highway capaelty,, may mil igte possible loss al pathonage duce \
Lo the convesion of Muylwnd Raute 564 Lo one-way Lraffic.
!
1]

Iring the course ol thee Project Plivning study, a nuiber of options have been
dhevielopusd, Alletede 2 (see atladied lnodane), previously prefernied by the Project
Planmimg Nsun, wonled bawve acguinst Lhe enthne shapping aenter, as would Alternate 3.
Another option, the eucsporticlion Systoms Moiggaxnt CISA) Altemate wonld have !
ugrindiemed two-way Cratlic along the shapping center, hut the resulting intersection H
congesb ion wonld have agneaxd o gzt ive eoonomic impact on bhe enlive sty area.

No other altermativwe have proven Tosible, . . | .

My iclephons numbsr B_""ﬁ’fﬂlo—

Tololypowrlior lor Impaired Hoaring or Speach
J8I:- 7555 Dalimaore Moo ~- 5650451 D.C. Motro — 1-800-492-5062 Stalawlda Toll Free

£.0. Box 717 1 707 North Calvort §&., Ballimore, Marylang 21203 - 0717
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See SHA response on the following page.

KENNETH TODD '

1934 Columbla Rosd, N.W.
Suite 707
Washington. D.C. 20009

(202) 4682-88680

The State Highway Adminietration August 14, 1584

Office of Flanning and
Preliminary Bngineering

P.0. Box 717

Baltizore, Md. 21203-0717

Coxnents on the Project Status Report of Auguet 6, 1984, on
Contract Ko. P 185 -101-371, Interchange at Maryland Route 450
and Route 564.

In xy oral statenente at the public hearings on November 21,
1978, and May 20, 1960, as well as in my letters of November 24,
1978, and May 23, 1580, I pointed ocut that the relief of congestion
could be achieved with lese adverse impact by meane of intersection
designs that increased the capacity of congested intersections but
414 not require tional lanes along the entire length of a road
or a widening of the bridge over the Axtrak ling. Such designs
would require a minimal amount of new conmstruction.

It appears that the State lighway Adzinistration has not fully
explored and evaluated such an alternative and ite ixpact as
conpared to the preferred alternative. ’

To procesd with the preferred altermative without a full evalu-
atlon of an alternative that added capacity to congested inter-
sections but required only s minimal axount of road widening arnd
new conetruction would be a vioclation of Maryland State law (T-ans-
portation Code 8-102) and of Federal regulations (40 CFR 1500-1508; .
and 23 CFR 795).

- Cﬁ?;pL—q

Kenneth Todd
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Y W Marylandﬂepamnemoﬂianwwn I
g ‘ﬁ State Highway Administration . Socroiery
Hal Kassefl
September 13, 1984 Matsicrsier
RE: Contract No. P 185-101-371
Maryland Route 450
(Annapolis Road)
Interchange at Harylapd Route 564
PDMS No. 163002 R

Mr. Kenneth Todd

1854 Colurbia Road, N.W.
Suite 707

Washington, DC 20000

Dear Mr. Todd:

Thank you for your letter dated August 14, 1984 in response to distribution of
our Praject Status Report of August 6, 1984.. You have alleged that this Adninis-
tration hes not adequately explored lesser cost alternatives as required by State
law and Federal regulations.

The Annotated (bde of Maryland, Transportation, 8-102, to which you refer,
requires certain determinations prior to proceeding to the final project planning
phase. This article was enacted July 1, 1881. As you note in your letter, the
carbined location/design public hearing for this project was conducted May 20, 19880,
indicating that final project planning had reached a significant degree of caomple—
tion prior to enactment of the statute. Therefore, this statute is not applicable
to this prqject.

In a similar win 23 QR 795 "Process Guidelinas for the ixvelopmont of Eaviron-
mental Action Pluns was renoved from the Gode of lederal Negulations by December 31,
1882. However, this Adninistratioa continues to follow develogmental procedures
adopted as a result of the prior regnlation. These procedures have boen utilized in
the development of all altemates for this project.

OQur highway development processes are structured to achieve compliance with the
National Environmental Policy Act and associated Federal statutes and regulations
referenced by 40 CFR 1500-1508. The Federal Rigtway Adninistration is represented on
the Project Planning Team for this praject. That agency is charged with the responsi-
bility of assuring campliance of all Federal-aid highway projects with all pertinent
Federal regulations. We are in campliance with these regulations.

Subsequent to the public hearing, we axplored a two stage Transportation Systems
Management (TSM) Alternate maximizing the use of existing roadways. This alternate
widened both Maryland Routes 450 and 564 and replaced the deteriorating bridge over
the Amtrak Railway. Although this altemate exhibited the least cost, the disadvan-
tages outweighed tbe:cost savings. The disadvantages included retention of the

My toloph ber js__ 650-1136
Tetetypawriter lor impaired Hearing or Speech
383-7858 Baltimore Metro — 568-0481 D.C. Metro — 1-800-452-5082 Statewide Toll Fres
P.O. Box 717 1 707 North Caivert 8t., Baltimore, Maryland 21203 - 0717

Mr. Kenneth Todd
Septenber 13, 1984
Page 2

problematic Maryland Route 450/564 intersection and the Maryland Route 450/Princess
Garden Parkway intersection. The latter intersection was forecasted to have reached
capacity operating conditions prior to the design year. These constraints were per-
ceived by Prince Gearge's (bunty as a threat to orderly planned growtb to the east

of the study area. This alternate is available for review in my office in Baltimore.

Thank you for your continuing interest in this important highway improvement.

Very truly yours,

Louis H. Ege, Jr., Acting (hief
Bureau of Project Planning

IHE: D@3 : cms
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STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION
QUESTIONS AND/OR COMMENTS

MARYLAND ROUTE 450
(Annapolis Road)
‘- Interchange at Md. Route 564
Contract No. P 185-101-371

PROJECT STATUS REPORT
AUGUST 6, 1984

NAME Gﬂq%ﬁih&:n

,':kf,ffe Aooaessé_éo \neess GIA Pkwv
cnv/Town_L &\\l\&M STATE MA

I/We wleh to comment or Inquire ebout the following sepects of this project:

Q-I.TL DATE Ahﬂ_lgﬁ W

ZIP CbDE2—°7_9_6_

v e he os h;
Heot (+ would alleur :
oi" the Pn‘nc bomet
C(p[jgvxo . L'

2ovie vy Ty : Pr{v\cess Ged. A'IS.

I3+s

¢P-A

Q remch

most £ He hpugses sit Car enoug

Leew w\.agggcl c&:r '(l&. mo; ﬁgr’t owxd.

LromS

He roo \ ¥

reven

occeidents -(_:rnM hemr\}r l'v\s P on + e v
Lrond phc \ re.

The 'double leSt furn lane onlo Princess Gr
is_ o wiakt moare . The rooad porrows almest

imme diately after the furn and we
\ o e~ pe

re_liLyLJ .

TLaLz\k lyo ‘*," .

e =

% )} am currently on the Melling List.

(mm ] Pleat‘d my/our name(s) to the Melling List.

Wiiliam K. Heltmann
Svervtary

Hal Kassoft
Adminsgirater

Maryland Department of Transportation

Shale Highway Allnamisisation

September 13, 1984

Ri.: Contract No. P 185-101-371
Maryland Route 450
(Annapolis Road)
Interchange at Maryland Route 564
. ° PDM8 No. 163002

Mr. & Mrs. George Reggettz
6160 Princess Garden Parkway
t.anham, Maryland 20706

bDear Mr. & Mrs. Reygettz:

Thank you for your recent response to distribution of our Project
Status Repnrt dated August 6, 1984,

Your comments will be considered by the Project Planning Team in
the formulation of the rccommendation for this project.

Very truly yours,

Louis H., Ege, Jr., Acting Chief
Bureau of Project Planning

Donald G. Honeywel
Project Manayer

LHE:DGH: cms

Iv lol-phonn numbu is 659‘1136

P i
383-7555 Bolllmoro Molro — 5650451 D.C. Metio — umsz 5062 Biatewide Toll Fi
P.0. Box 717 1 707 North Calvert §1., Baltimore, Maryland 21203 - 0717 s

e e e e e e



STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION
QUESTIONS AND/OR COMMENTS

MARYLAND ROUTE 450
(Annapolis Road)
Interchange at Md. Route 564
Contract No. P 185-101-371

PROJECT STATUS REPORT
AUGUST 6, 1984

NAME — _ NEIU A HOIHIKFER
5935 —89th Place
ADDRESS.____New Caroliton MD 20784

CITY/TOWN

ZiP CODE

PLEASE
PRINT

STATE

i/We wish to comment or inquire about the foliowing sspects of this project:

QL %%; e ﬂ%mfm F Dradee |

/4/4 ~ csm;%q ////zsr—az.w M ’

C3ism cunently on the Mnlllna List.

Pisase add my/our name(s) to the Maliing Liat.

N . — //'éz,)‘pl%fv

Willlam K. Helimam
Sscnatary

Hal Kassoft
Administrater

Stale thghway Adinsnmshiahion

ayé E Maryland Department of Tianspoitation

September 13, 1984

kE: Contract No. P 185-101-371
Maryland Route 456 .
(Annapolis Road)

Interchange at Maryland Route 564
. PDMS No. 163002

Mr. Neil A. Holliker
5935 89th Place

New Carrollton, Maryland 20784

Decar Mr. Holliker:

Thank you for your recent response to distribution of our Project
Status Report dated August 6, 1984.

Your comments will be considered by the Project Planning Team in
the formulation of the recommendation for this project.

very truly yours,

Louis H. Ege, Jdr., Acting Chief
Bureau of Project Planning

T o

by:
Donald G. Honeéywe
Project Manager
LHE:DGH:cms
L]
My telaphons lumhu is 659-11$

383-7555 Baitimore Metro — 5650451 D.C. Metro — |mnzm Sistewide Toll Free i
P.0. Box 717 4 707 North Calvent 51., Baitimore, Maryiand 21203 - 0717 :
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STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION '~
QUESTIONS AND/OR COMMENTS

MARYLAND ROUTE 450
(Annapolis Road)
Interchange at Md. Route 564
Contract No. P 185-101-371

PROJECT STATUS REPORT
AUGUST 6, 1984

‘ _ . e
NAME 2k, LA A// ' _DATE d%w

:'ﬁf'frse ADDRESS /¥ VA Al Ay F
cirvitown Law e am state_ 2 Md — zip cooeRg 2 &

I/We wish to comment or Inquire about the lollowing aspects ol this project:

Y2 1’[,,.5 el %4 Patsest’ 27 ”WA/&»L :
2l 4
3 y7% e 2 > 2 2 ooxdl s

.@M«,ﬁa&. ..
Y I

LotV Lk eprgrai P Y, e Phie o preed)

3 1 am currently on the Malling List.

X) Plesss sdd my/our name(s) to ths Mslling List.

!

S SO I L8 e e

A

Sacratary

Hal Kassoft
Administrater

Statv Highway Adiministralion

@ Maryland Department of Transportation . Willam K. Hellmerm

Septenber 18, 1984

RE: QContract No. P 185-101-371
Maryland Route 450
(Annapolis Road)
Interchange at Maryland Route 564
PDMS No. 163002

Mr. George W. Bailey
6104 Naval Avenue
Lanhwn, lhrylnnq 20706
Dear Mr. Bailey:

‘mank you for your recent responses to distribution of aur Project Status
heport dated August 6, 1984.

‘This Administration has no authority in local zoning matters.

As you are enrolled on aur project mailing 1ist, you will be informed of
puject decisions.

Very truly yours,

louis H. Ege, Jr., Acting Chief
Bureau of Project Planning

LUE:DH: om

My telaphons qumber is___656-1136

Teletypewriier tor impaired Hearing or Bpesch
J63-7655 Ballimore Motio — 5650451 D.C. Metro — 1-800492-5062 Statowide Toll Fres

£.0. Bax 7171 707 North Catvert 81.. Baltimors, Maryiand 21203 » 0717 .

\
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STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION
QUESTIONS AND/OR COMMENTS

MARYLAND ROUTE 450
(Annapolis Road)
Interchange at Md. Route 564
Contract No. P 185-101-371

PROJECT STATUS REPORT
AUGUST 6, 1984

NAME MRRH‘ K. COHQGC— DATE ?117/8‘/
PLEASE ADDRESS QUa- (oth ST /30[ /‘57 5‘@3&)
CITY/TOWN LAV AM STATE__MD ZP cope X A6

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

T\QM&%%&MnIOﬂQLMM

JJCOWUMJM

O, Quions ,mK;lIJ élflwl‘eu,\«kv

a:,,y%rmm

Her Qoo AM_M

Core Lemwe st Fonbon /&wvw ot Soto ST Ml

Y I Y - T N W T

M l»()/\»ﬁl\’i‘o Der Y.

on Thoi ool WJ&%-I
+n Mo IO, .

[())QA I

e fod Up L e CAd DY AIp ) |
27 Lol

ol Jp\.m M \ y

I, copmihime—

em turrently on the Melling List. -
leosse add my/our name(s) to the Mslling List.

Willlam K. Hellmann
Sacrtary

Hal Kassolf-
Adminisieator

.5 Maryland Department of Transportation

State Highway Adionmstiation

Septenber 11, 1984

RE: Contract No. P 185-101-371
Maryland Route 450
(Annapolis Road)
Interchange at Maryland lbute 564
PIMS No. 163002

Ms. Mary H. (bllege
9112 "Nanth Strect
Lanhau, l|.u'yland 20706

e Ms. College:

Thank you lor your recent responsc to distribution of our Project Status
leport dated August 6, 1984.

Yaur pripwry anosm clates Lo presant trallic operat fons on (bunty stavets.
‘his matter is within the jurlsdiction of the County.

| am taking the liberty of forwarding your concern to Mr. P. Michael Eirico,
Associnte Director for Transportatlon, Prince George's County's Department of
Public Works and Trunsportation with the request thal he contact you about this
usittey.

Very truly yowrs,

Louis H. Ege, Jr., Acting Chief
Bureau of Project Planning

nald G. Honeywel
: Projcct Manager
LHE: IX31; ans

ce: Me. P Midael Brrico  (w/oael.)

My tslepbons aumbes 3_659;1!36___
Telstypewrlior for impalred Hearing or Spesch
3837555 Ballknora Melro — 5650451 D.C. Metro — 1-800-492-5082 Siatewide Toll Free
P.0. Box 717 1 707 North Caivert S1., Ballimore, Maryland 31203 - 0717
i

o/l
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S STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION | v LTt
QUESTIONS AND/OR COMMENTS - :
%

MARYLAND ROUTE 450
(Annapolis Road)
Interchange at Md. Route 564
Contract No. P 185-101-371 N

PROJECT STATUS REPORT
) AUGUST 6, 1984

-~ (R4

. NAME —ﬁw/f : n-hg {'/J/’%f/
PRINTC ADDRESS.S724 A/es7647e Rog o

cirvitown_L Q¥ state___Mb. e CODE._ 2072 ¢&

1/We wish to comment or inquire about the following aspects of thia project:

-9/ 7(¢"4(« 11/‘(;// T///ﬂr//l/ 1/{/#4/42‘ fld/n/ K l/x,//(d/w

L€ 2 24 Lho 4 ALl ,.z. Lt SRS LS I & Lltrtg . o¥f A 74

EX P -ﬁ;m,;p s ogs sulorodgoc et Hns,

Qe foe. L 2 3
|< . M‘Z/?//lz Z// /)1./ Z!A—;mj_/wtm( Leot 2 A jljﬂr’/@

5 ﬁMb ,/'f:mulw dj,ép/ Yo dﬂ/ﬁo’/ﬂ& M
J 7‘7{(4/ (27 rﬁM/rp,c/// //,Le é/u 22 p{,&{[,zw l’: '
_2‘%0 //9/,(4/ J«// o2 drpethoot— 4ol W e Ll

Rl /1\“/1//#/ K L,//&-//’ pya 1{14%/4/
ﬂ?lM{é//‘A«A,AJA/‘Z’L %M/W {-7“ Z M&;;
JIA# «7&¢// ”~ / / R

Slata Highway Admimisiration

6 Maryland Department of Transportation Wilam K. Hellmarn
. Secratary

Hal Kassof¥
Administrater

¢

e T ATl v —
b e S bk
&

Sébt'erf)'ei“m , 1984

it ract o, p 135-101-311
Maryland Route 450

(Annapolis Road)

Interchange at Maryland Route 564
. POMS No. 163002

ot I

Mr. William J. Wolf , CoL
5704 Westgute load A
Lanham, Ihuylnng Z)’l(ﬁ_

Dear Mr. Wolf:

Thank you for your recent response to dxstribut}.on of our Project Status
Report dated August 6 .

None of the alternates for this proJect require acquisition from your
bmperty However, there my be some loss of the foliage buffer on this
Administration's property behind your home.

Yaur campents will be considered by the Project Planning Team in the
formulation of the recomrendation for this poject.

Very truly yours,

Iouis H. Ege, Jr., Acting Chief S
Bureau of Project Plnnninx s

My tolopboas number LL )
Telotypewriter for impaired Hearing or Spesch
3837555 Baitimore Melro — 5650451 D.C. Metro — 1800-492.5062 Siatewlde Toll Free
£.0. Box 7171 707 North Caivect 81, Baitimors, Maryland 21209 - 0717

A

{X] 1 am currently on the Malilng Liat. .
3 Plessa u.ylour nams(s) to the Malling Liet.

.. "T. .--v - i - T

- A
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STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION
QUESTIONS AND/OR COMMENTS
MARYLAND ROUTE 450
(Annapolis Road)

Interchange at Md. Route 564
Contract No. P 185-101-371

PROJECT STATUS REPORT
AUGUST 6, 1984

NAME 1204?( CY‘D(\S‘\Q\I
ADDRESS 5902 “Belva S’tﬁ.&!'

DATE 8/29/34‘

PLEASE
PRINT

arvirownlankaw  state MA.Q‘_\MA_ZIP cope_ 2706

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

6 Maryland Department of Transportation

William K. Hellmann
Sscratary

Hal Kassoll
Adminlstrator

Staie Highiway Adimnnshabion
Seplenber 18, 1984

RE: Contract No. P 185-101-371
Maryland foute 450
{Annapolis Road)
Interchange at Maryland Route 564
POMS No. 163002

Mr. Roger Cronshey
5502 Belva Street
lamhien, Maryland 20700 .

Iar Mr. Cronshey:

‘Mank you for your recenl nsponse to d:str)hutmn of our Project Status
eport dated Algust 6, 1984.

As you have noted, our Projecl Status Report indicated on page 3 that with
Mauli fiod Altemute 2 Marylind Routle 450 is proposed to be widened to fowr (4)
Lines Lo Whitriceld Quapel Road. ‘e public hearing alternates proposed Maryland
Route 450 be widened to six lanes. ‘This revision was adopted because our traffic
shwdios indicate thal four lanes would provide acceptable traffic service (Level
ol Service '1D') Lthiigh the desigm oy 20100 When studies meswene,  lour lanes
will be considered for Maryland Woule 450 east of Whit field Chapel Road.

Youn have correctly described Lhe weaving problem at the westbound merge of
Muyland lbutes 450 and 564. 1L is proposed that both rautes bo melered at this
locatlon to allow lane changing Lowurd several destinations.

Your conments will be considered by the Project Planning Team in the formula-
Lion of the recommendation for this: project.

Very truly yowrs,

Louis H. Ege, Jr., Acting (ilef

Bureau of Project Planning

HHIEDX e

My tslephone numbes h________sse-lms
Telelypewriter for impalred Hearing or Speech
383-7555 Ballimore Melio — 5650451 D.C. Metro — 1-800-492-5062 Slelewide Toll Frae

P.O. Box 717 / 707 North Calvert 51., Ballimore, Marylanc 21203 - 0717

—— Dol ot vy calPou
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STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION
QUESTIONS AND/OR COMMENTS

MARYLAND ROUTE 450
(Annapolis Road)
Interchange at Md. Route 564
Contract No. P 185-101-371

PROJECT STATUS REPORT
AUGUST 6, 1984

Warren C. @White 8/22/84
NAME DATE
PLEASE 10107 Towhee Ave,,
PRINT _ ADDRESS
Adelphi Md. 20783
CITY/TOWN STATE ZIP CODE

1/We wish to comment or Inquire ebout the following aspects of this project:

About May 1, 1980, T went to work for lLegal Services Copp..
which has offices in the ald. Lanham Mansion .on. Lanham Station Road.
This was too late to hear._about .or_part
on the change of_traffic patternuat‘.this_maj_m; ,lnte;:sect:mn.

Coming to wark:in the morning, I exit onto Route 450 from

direction,.

In the eveninq,.lmz.tng Lanham_Stauon Road and making.

way 95, there da-a ten:ible_conﬁu.ct.with peaple l:urn!ng south in
:Garden Parkway.. T7This is a
current, immediate and. urgent problem... I feel. that.there should
b Tmo mIXIngallnwed-Irom Princess. Garden Parkway when the traffic
is crossing to.make. a.left tnrn to_try to hd
Beltway. It iz no.wander_ that there has_been.excessive accidents

directed at_least as_ to-these- tua_’feeds: turns.

-AS8 to your proposal .for the:future,. it may work, but it will
AC ke SEXLTIT using 18 1nter-
section in the -year 2000....Fraokly,: Ty you.are going to make any

TO aEXI=E The Frarfic_YIsw, the. bridge should. be to divide
the traffic at.the _intersection and.not: up .the road
Have you thonght about the_possibility .aof:makéng-these 1ntersections

vent

i ;
Ordinarily I would.not.recommend a traffic circle, but the com-

same more economically. than_in any other. way.. Otherwise, I would

PN N
IE

=

e S aeam e - -

| O~
o WU

3 1 em currently on the Mellling List.

02 Please Wylonr name(s) to the Melling List.

Maryland Department of Transportation

Slate Highway Ailmstiation

William K. Hellmann
Socratary

Hal Kassoft
Administrator

September 13, 1984

RE: Contract No. P 185-101-371
Maryland Route 450
{Annapolis Road)
Interchange at Maryland Route 564
PDMS No. 163002

Mr. Warren C. White
10107 Towhee Avenuc
Adelphi, Maryland 20703
Dear Mr., White:

Thank you for your recunt response to distribution of our Project
Status Report dated August 6, 1984.

Your commuenls will be considered by the Project Planning Team in
the formulation of the recommendation for this project.

Very truly yours,

Louis H, Ege, Jdr., Acting Chief
Bureau of Project Planning

Yriz el

Donald G. Honeyw
Project Manager

LUE; DG :cms

My lolspbone qumber is___ 658-1 1!5
for i

383-7555 Battimoro Motro — 5650451 D.C. Metio — |mo4925mz Stetewide Tolt Free .
i

P.0. Box 717/ 707 North Catveri St., Baitimore, Masyland 21203 - 0797

S
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STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION. ’
QUESTIONS AND/OR COMMENTS '

MARYLAND ROUTE 450
(Annapolis Road)
Interchange at Md. Route 564
Contract No. P 185-101-371

PROJECT STATUS REPORT
AUGUST 6, 1984

NAMEMY_} mMrS yoouc’ E.ﬁ.jl,p DATE 8/3)/85/
PLEASE ,pppess 5909 R7% Ave

arviiownNew Corollfin state_mD 2P cone0182Y

lli@e wish 10 comment or Inquire about the following aspects of this project:

I Adl'

. 7,
Sram o1t Ave b——J ’PV\Y\c:rj {ynrt’u\ Pev Kpovns vi1lon?

.{/IL e " / (Y. 44

[ <’

—
YN .sjjé [BYIN [h Via (tg’r« A'llfhlill

G -

aing uua
S .:f I Aiepen To ke Lenhen Mobil. o
s7ation _on  Lerfem Seveern  0d eed Cipriavd 272

\ACTL /i 7LL' ‘DvuL/emJ 'Y ongoston T
- “a

us o stond ..Jw, v R

gl hefal . TUR Avea,

___L_m[__to_gz/.s (ks:’eu-”q Spring Ave) are

L)\ a2 3

quP Lar v aMiLm_'d_LxAé_c‘_ﬂ*__“-’:{_
-d

P Ed’fec::ajl: d“vf'u ’f:[c— =

lé)’\{\\ Q'fr'(-t_r.’ —/Lxlcﬂ TD b& la/oua.ﬂ, S:ﬂﬂ'ES

‘L~ pa s ble. ,

,@l am currently on the Malling List.

[ Please add my/our name{a) to the Malling List. \

Shate Highway Adanmistiaion

nﬁ Maryland Department of Transportation

September 18, 1984

Willlam K. Hellmann
Secratary

Hal Kassoff
Administraler

HE: Qualract No. P 185-101-371

Maryland Route 450

{ Annapolis Road)
Interchange at Maryland
PIMS No. 163002

M. & M. Dlowad B Bishop
5000 #)Lh Avenue
New Currollton, Mauyland 20784

s M. & Mis. Bishop:

‘hank you for your recent respanse to distribution of our Proj
fwport dated August 6, 1984.

Wilh Mudified Altemate 2, you would have Lwo roules from your

Wiitlicld (hapel Road, neither us efficient as the present route.

Roure 564

ect Status

home to
From Cipriano

ad, you would proceed easterly nlong lanham-Severn Road, southerly along
Girter Avenue and westerly on Amapolis lbad Lo WhitTicld apel Hoad.  Alerna-

tively, you could proceed westerly on Lanham-Severn Road and U-tummn

ar Princess

Girden Parkway, then proceed eastorly snlong Mayland Route 450 to Whitfield Chapel

ok,

‘e Mbile service slation you mentioned could remain in service.

Your comments wlll be considered by the Project Planning Team in the formula-

tion of the reacsmendal.ion lfor Lhis project.

Very truly yours,

louis H, Ege, Jr., Acting Chiel
Bureau of Project Planning

el ans

My tolephons numlm hM__

3837555 Ballimore Melro — 6650451 D.C. Metro — ‘mu 5062 Sielewide Toil
P.O. Box 717 4 707 North Calvent 51., Ballimors, Masyland 21203 - 0717

Fiee



THE PRINCE GEORGE'S COUNTY GOVERNMENT
Building

- - County Administration

1 R TARM Office of the Pire Chief
REC: Room 2132 952-4730
#1430
AUC 28 1984

oo gt

PR & Puilis it i dIRe

Mr. Neil J. Pedersen, Director

Office of Planning and Preliminary
Engineering

Maryland Department of Transportation

P.0. Box 717

707 North Calvert Street

Baltimore, Maryland 21203

Dear Mr. Pedersen:

Route 450 Interchange at Maryland Route 564.

T9-A

THE PRINCE GEORGE’'S COUNTY GOVERNMENT

August 24, 1984

I have received the project status report for Maryland
After careful-
consideration, I have concluded that the Modified Alternate 2

Plan will present the least problem to the Prince Geqrge's

County Fire Department.

1 have arrived at this decision based upon the following:

1. Truck Company 28 is the first aerial ladder
to arrive at the 5900 Block of Princess Garden
Parkway. This area is primarily occupied by
two highrise, high occupancy buildings; the

Ramada Inn Lanham, and the Gould Office

Building. Both buildings pose a serious rescue

Problem, and therefore, an immediate undelayed

response is imperative.

2. Truck Company 28 is the first aerial ladder
to arrive at the Washington Bible College, the
Prince George's Doctor's Hospital and the

Magnolia Gardens Nursing Bome, all of

which

are located in the 8100 Block of Good Luck

Road. Truck Company 28 pPresently uses Princess
Garden Parkway as the main access route to Good
Luck Road. Again, an immediate undelayed response
is imperative due to the high rescue problems

inherent to these occupnnciea.(

Co%Administraﬁon Bullding — Upper Marboro, Maryland 20870

Neil J. Pedersen
August 24, 1984
Page 2

3. Engine Companies 48 and 18, when responding
west bound on Route 564, will have no access
to the Lanham Shopping Center, unless they
initiate a U-turn in the east bound lane of
Route 450 at Lanham Station Road. They must
then travel east bound to the Proposed new
entrance to the service lane for Annapolis
Road to reach the Lanham Shopping Center.
This U-turn maneuver should be considered
unsafe, especially when approaching from
west bound Route 564.

4. Engine Company 48, when responding to the
5200 Block of Whitfield Chapel Road, presently
travels via Carter Avenue. However, under the
new proposal, Company 48 will be limited to
using this route only to respond to calls in
the Whitfield Chapel Road/Annapolis Road area.

By allowing emergency vehicle access at Princess Garden
Parkway, Company 48 will have an alternate response route to
this area. Therefore, based on the above facts, it is imperative
that at no time should the emergency access to Princess Garden
Parkway be omitted from the plan.

Thank you for allowing us to comment on the proposed changes.
If I can be of further assistance, please do not hesitate to
contact me.

Sincerely,
M - (Jim) Estepp
Fife Chief

MHE/lap
842020 Fp
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This is in response to the letter dated

August 24,

1984 on the preceding page.

Siate Higghway Adunustiation Seccotory

% Maryland Department of Tiansportation Wilam K. Helimarm

) Hai Kassofl
Septenber 25, 1984 Adminisiratpr

E: Contract No. P 185-101-371
Maryland Route 450
{Annapolis Road)
Interchange at Maryland Route 564
PDMS No. 163002

Mr. M. H. Estepp

Fire hief

Otfice of the Fire hiefl .
(ounLy Adninistration Building -
Upper Marlboro, Maryland 20870

e Mr. LBstepp:

Thank you for your letter dated August 24, 1984 in support of Modified
Alternate 2.

We are pleased to know thut implementation of this altermate would not
inhibit the response time for emergency vehicles in the study area as long
us emergency access is maintained 1o Princess Garden Parkway . from eastbound
Muyland Route 450. It is our inlention Lo provide nbuntable curbs to :tllow
this movement for emergency vehicles.

One point of clarificalion should be of interest to you as it regards
your Qomnment Item #3. Wilh Mdified Altemate 2, westbound vehicles fium
both Miryland Route 450 and 564 will continue to be allowed to twrn left
at Princess Garden Parkway onto Lanham Station Road to access the Lanham
Shopping Qenter. The U-turn maneuver you describe will be unnecessmiy.

‘hank you for your participution in this Project Planning Study.
Very truly yours,
Neil J. Pedersen, Director

Office of Planning and
Preliminary Engineering

NJP: uns
e CMes Mo Sayder
Mr. L. B Bge, Jr. . *

My 1olephons pumber fs___659-1110

Talotypowrller for Impaired Hesring or Speech
J83-7555 Balllmoro Molro — 565-0451 D.C. Molro — 1-800-492-5082 S1atewide Toll Froe

P.O. Box 717/ 707 North Calvert Si., Balimote, Maryland 21203 - 0717 H

2/



See SHA response on

the

following page.

WASHINGTON BIBLE COLLEGE

August 28, 1984

- S
Mr. Neil J. Pedersen, Director RF(T"“{‘%’E:IY)
Office of Planning and ' ALt 4
Preliminary Engineering “'f/ 4
Maryland Department of Traneportation . AUG 30 &%

RE: Maryland Route 450 (Annapolie Road)
Interchange at Maryland Route 564

R ¥
tininLLRIRE
Contract No. P 185-101-371; PDMS No. 163002 Vilal

We are concerned about the impact Modified Plan 2 will have on acceee to
our campus on Princeee Garden Parkway. Probably 758 of our traffic comes
off the Beltway at Exit 20.

Acceee to Lanham Station Road will aleoc be greatly hindered from Princece
Garden,

Modified Plan 2 will push a larger volume of traffio onto Good Luck Road.
Thie ie already known to be a hazardous road between the Good Luck Re-
creation Center and the Beltway underpase. .

What are the future plane for Princeee Garden Parkway? Will it be extended
to Greenbelt Road?

We are not sure that the modified plan sexves us and Princeee Garden Park-
way reeidences well. We deeire to be kept informed.

If I can answer questione or give more detailed information, pPlease contact

2T o

, Robert T. Evane
N Director

6511 PRINCESS GARDEN PARKWAY, LANHAM,.MARYLAND 20706 301'552'
i

PUBLIC AFFAIRS DFFICE .

L]



f } Maryland Department of Transportation

Pa-A

£eC

Willlam K. Hollmarm
Secratary

State Highway Adminisiration
Hal Kasselt
Adoiolstrater

SEP 24 984 : i

Re: Contrect No. P 185-101-371
Maryland Routa 450
(Annapolis Rosd)
Interchanga at Maryland Routa 564
PDMS No. 163002

Mr. Robert T. Evsns

Director, Public Affsirs Offica
Weshington Bible College

6511 Princess Garden Perkway
Lenham, Maryland 20706

Deer Mr. Evens:

Thenk you for your letter dated August 28, 1984 regarding
the subject project. You expressed concern about access to
your cempus end other proposed revisions to treffic pstterns
associated with Modified Alternste 2.

After eo extended period of study, the Project Plenning
Teem hes developed 8o eqterna:e thset promises to provide ac-
ceptsble treffic service along Maryland Route 450 while ellowing
cootinuation of orderly plannad growth in this psrt of Princa
George's County. Previous, more expensive alternates were
uneble to achieve these objectivas. Unfortunataly, attainmeot
of these objectives requires the rerouting of certain traffic
movemeots et tha Maryland Routa 450/Priocass Gerden Parkway
intersection. However, if this wera not dona, it would be
likely thet congestioo at that intersectioo would become so
severe thst access in the vicinity would ba severely hsmpared.

Prince George's County proposes construction of Haoover
Parkwey beginoing 1985. Initially, this will be & two lane rural
roedway begiocoing at Princess Garden Parkway and Good Luck Rosd
extendiog northerly to Maryland Route 193 (Greanbelt Roed) at
the Greenway Shopping Center, more or less shown on the etteched
mep.

My talsphone aumber 59-1110
Tolatypewritor for Impaired o Bpesch
3837555 Baltimore Metrp ~ 5850451 D.C. Metro — 1-00492-5062 Statewids Tol) Free
P.0. Box 717/ JU7 Nosth Calvert 81, Baitimors, Maryiand 21203 - G717

.

Mr. Robert ‘T. Evaos

Page TwSEP 24 1984

As you ara enrollad on the projact mefliog list, you will
be foformed of decisfons for the -csptioned projact.
Very truly yours,
ED BY:
ORIGINAL S'GN
NEIL J. PEDERSEN
Neil J. Pedersen, Director

Office of Planning and
Preliminary Engineeriog

NJP:tn
Attschmeot

cc: Mr. Michsel Snyder
Mr. Louis H. Ega, Jr..”

Al
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STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION .
QUESTIONS AND/OR GOMMENTS

MARYLAND ROUTE 450
(Annapolis Road)
Interchange at Md. Route 564
Contract No. P 185-101-371

PROJECT STATUS REPORT
AUGUST 6, 1984

NAME Ml$ KA\JNA L‘[»Vl/
‘)wa I\jpu!a.l H\/M
CITY/TOWN Lcm\-\o\w. sTaTE__MBD 2P cope__=2® 2ﬁé

wi 2g’

DATE

PLEASE

PRINT _ ADDRESS

A/We wish to comment or Inquire about the following aspects of this project:

o)

{aie e

‘My 'wo-:'s Cowce fu JSI mgé &‘ﬁdc ’_Q?_“SLFQ_-‘L
o& “add Aewnue ’kau Seiane e Yo yncesSsS ‘

GA};@H QQEAQJ \_;;““7"'5&,', CZW ,SéJ T g:: (aeds qu-dljzs/;

A wiates S o

.J ﬁ vwaae do Jb

LOWb‘. At(c-kcu

‘2&'4.,&41; is 4o’ (e. Q\BM ‘_)1,‘ Nl ) alr o/ e feen
bl o 4 \uMaertion Y, g’g 4So «}?E‘WZ}Z éj%g
fa JSLAKK ' woda Jus oz
{edmovwi > (A'cOuu b We ® et J ( ~. R urf
by T BTER SieN Zun led uedioy, ot :

~ 8 WO a D QM‘/ =y ‘__ \‘ i Q9 /arép iy

m D eN on¥ ghau vum.‘a. ©n 'GJFI-I-%
ehond Lo wode wate osppoaled, | !

| sm currently on the Malling List. UU
{2 Please iylouf name(s) to the Malling Llist.

|

Wliiiam K. Hellmann
Secratary

Hal Kassalf
Administraler

Srale Highway Adagmisisation

%%&. Maryland Department of Transportation

September 13, 1984

RE: Contract No. P 185-101-371
Maryland Route 450
{Annapolis Road)
Interchange at Maryland Route 564
PDMS No. 163002

Mrs. Edward P. Lynch
6009 Naval Avenue
lL.anham, Maryland 20706

bear Mrs. Lynch:

Thank you for your recent response to distribution of our Project
Status Report dated August 6, 1984.

Your comments will be considered by the Project Planning Team in
the formulation of the recommendation for this project.

Very truly yours,

Louis H. Ege, Jr., Acting Chief
Bureau of Project Planning

l)y(\-

Donald G. Honeywel
Project Manager

LIE:DGHicms

-

My istophone number Is___659-1136

Telotypowrltor tor impalred Hearing or Spesch
3837555 Bettimore Motro — 6050451 D.C. Metro ~ 1-800-492 5082 Sietewide Toll Fres
P.0. Box 717 1 707 Noith Caiven St., Ballimore, Marylang 21203 - 9717
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STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION
QUESTIONS AND/OR COMMENTS
MARYLAND ROUTE 450
(Annapolis Road)

Interchange at Md. Route 564
Contract No. P 185-101-371

PROJECT STATUS REPORT
AUGUST 6, 1984 511 -3240
NAME —‘((M" A. L“'+¥ § j DATE 9;/14/74(
PLEASE ADDRESS__ €111 S?g.-\:‘z Ave .

PRINT
Iy /iTowN___ Lavhgen snre__ﬂ_\ix__zw cope_2°10k

I/We wish to comment or Inquire about the foliowing aspects of this project:

M pp. 2.4 4%4@%@4_4.‘?«@7‘
Loeat ey " ‘@a,d/imea. A

Boe o poiptn D (Mt Pls) -t o

m#?ﬁ.«

el Tt folove Prine ol RAL, o 0 Gl

. —Zt ol ol Sy s, e, O

% MM/M
aj%zﬁ- /447/,4«;&‘—-%_

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

Stale Highway Adimimishiabon Secratary

E %‘E Marsyland Department of fauspontation Willam K. Hellmam

Hal Kassofi
Administralaz

Septenber 13, 1984

3

Contract No. P 185-101-371
Maryland Route 450

(Annapolis Road)

Interchange at Maryland Route 564
POMS No. 163002

Mr. Jams A Luta
B31Y Spring Avenue
Lanham, Maryland 20706

Dear Mr. Lutz:

Thank you for your recemt response to distribution of our Project Status Report
dated August 6, 1984,

Your canments will be considered by the Project Plunning Team in the foymulation
of Lhe recamrendation for this project.

Wpies of the Bavitonmentad Assossnenl and o trnseript of the My 20, 1980 pub-
lic hearing are availuable for review and copying at the New Carrollton Branch Library,
7414 Riverdale load.

Very truly yours,

Louis H. Ege, Jr., Acting Chief
Bureau of Project Planning

Project Manager /

e i1X3:cms

lly talsphoss mmbu i, 659-1136

Speach .
3837555 Ballimore Melro — 565-0051 D.C. Matio — unoazeon Siatewide Toll Free ;
P.0. Boa 717 /707 Norih Calvert 51., Ballimore, Maryland 21203 - 0747

Q2!



STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION
QUESTIONS AND/OR COMMENTS

MARYLAND ROUTE 450
(Annapolis Road)
Interchange at Md. Route 564
Contract No. P 185-101-371

PROJECT STATUS REPORT
AUGUST 6, 1984

. name _T Honas I EREEN DATE AUG 20 18y
PEERSE: ADDREss_é502 CRefwFree b A
cirvimown_LANtam state 1D 2IP copERO2YE

I/We wish to comment or Inquire about the following aapects of this project: !
L leliye 1@(4;( 1§ FI!IZS:E EEJ Qtéz:g :g&?
JMLM_Q_MMLWM Le, a

1 sm currently on the Malling List.

(-] Pleg.a my/our name(s) to the Mailing List. .

~ 4

Socratary

Hal Kassoff
Administraler

@ Marylandﬂepanmemof]iansportanon William K. Hellmann

Stale Highway Admimsiiation

September 13, 1984

RE: Contract No. P 185-101-371
Maryland Route 450
(Annapolis Road)
Interchange at Maryland koute 564

. POMS No. 163002
Mr. Thomas J. Green
6502 Groenfield Court
Lanham, Maryland 20706
xar Mr. Green:
Thank you for your rocont rospouso to distribution of aur Project

Status Report dated August &, 1984.

Your comments will be considered by the Project Planning Team in
Lhe formulation of tho recommendation for this project.

Very truly yours,

Louis H, Ege, Jr., Acting Chief
Bureau of Project Planning

N
J

by?
Donald G. Honeyw
Project Manager

LIE: DGH scms

-

My lelophone numbar u___s_ﬁe_im_
Tololyp: lot Imp Hearing or Speech
383-7655 Battimore Molro — 5650451 D.C. Melzo ~— 1-800-482:5082 Sistewide Toll F.
P.Q. Box 717 / 707 North Calvent 51., Baltimore, Marytand 21203 - 0717 1




@ = '
=22 GINIARY

84-A

DEVELOPERS & OPERATOAS OF HMOTELS & COMMERCIAL PROPERTIES

August 30, 1984

Mr. Donsld G. Honeywell

Project Manager

Maryland Department of Trsnsportstion
State Highway Administration
Preliminary Engineering

707 North Calvert Street

Baltimore, Maryland 21203

Re: Maryland Route 450
(Anoapolis Road)
loterchange at Md.
Boute 564

Dear Mr. Boneywell:
This project will seriously hurt our business st tbe:

1. Ramada Hotel, Lanbsn
and the

2. Lanham Thirty Office Building
(also known as The Gould Building).

The reasons are:

1. Guests will have to take s very circuitous route to get to
our hotel snd office building.
Presently they sinply turo left into Princess Garden
Parkway. Our msjor selling poiot of esse of sccess will
be defeated.

2. Unfsir competition is afforded by rerouting our guests
directly 1o front of two new proposed botels before tbey
can get to us. Tbey sre thbe proposed Red Roof Ion and
Climst de Frsnce Hotels.

3. Tbe signage and crias-crossing sffect of tbese changes
will be a nightmsre for our guests. They will cboose to
stsy elaevhere.

lo 11ght of these comments, we urge the project committee to
reconsider the alternstives. Our two buildings will be tbe most
seriously sffected businesses in the srea.

We formally request s neetiog witb tbe committee to diacuas this
entire proposal.

COAKLEY & WILLIAMS, INC./Maryland Trade Center/Suite 1600/7500 Greenway Center Drive, Groenbett. Marylend 2077011301) 345-8730

Mr. Donsld G. Honeywell.
August 30, 1984

Page 2

We ask you to also recognize the following facts:
1. Coskley & Willisus, lnc. made s nsjor commitment and investment
in developing Tbe Gould Building snd the Ramada Hotel, Lanham.
We nsde tbese investments based on the road patterns that are
currently existing.

2. Coakley & Willisms, lnc. has since moved their corporste
headquarters to Prince Georges County in support of the County
and 1ts economic development.

3. Coskley & Williams, loc. currently bas two major hotels (the
Holiday Inn, Greenbelt 1s the other) and 450,000 aquare feet of
existing office space and anotber 400,000 aquare feet to be
developed.

Note: 1 have discussed these comments with Mr. Lester F. Wilkinson, Jr.

I have aet up s meeting for next Wednesday to review the plans. We want
to fully understand this project.

Sincerely, -
//, “7

SGary S. Williams
Dgtecutive Vice President

Coakley & Williams, Ioc.

GSW/ss

A
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This is in response to the letter dated
August 30,

1984 on the preceding page.

Siate Highway Aduunisiralion Sacralary

§ Maiyland Department of Transportation Willam K. Heltmam

) . Hal Xassofi
Seplenber 13, 1984 Adminlsiraiar

RE: Contract No. P 185-101-371
Maryland Route 450
(Annapolis Road)
Interchange at Maryland Route 564
PDMS No. 163002

Mr. Gary S. Williams

Executive Vice President

Qoakley & Williams, Inc.
Mivyland Trade Center .
Sui te 1600 :
7500 Greenway Center Drive
Greenbelt, Maryland 20770

Iear Mr. Williams:

Thank you for your letter dated August 30, 1984 in response to distribution of
wur Project Status Report of August 6, 1984. Yuu expressed great concern that the
proposed traffic patterns associaled with Modified Alternate 2 would adversely affect
the Gould Building and the Ramada Hotel and requested the Project Planning Team
teconsider the alternatives.

Alter an extended period of study, the Project Planning Team has developed an
ultemate that pramises to provide acceptable traffic service along Maryland Route
450 while allowing continuation of orderly planned growth in this part of Prince
George's County. Provious more expensive alternates were unuble Lo uchieve these
dbjectives. Unfortunately, attainment of these cbjectives require the restriction
ol certain traffic movements at the Maryland Route 450/Princess Garden Parkwvay
intersection.

Although you met with Mr. Lester F. Wilkinson, Jr. of the Maryland-National
Cupital Park and Planning Commission on Septenber §, 1984, 1 wish to continue conmuni-
awion Lo enhance our mutual understanding and to neceive your suggestions. Should
you wish to discuss this further, plcase contact me.

Very truly yours,

Iouis H. Ege, Jr., Acting Chief
Bur.enu of Project Planning

LE: DM :cms

ce: Mr. N. J. Pedensen —
Mr. M. Snyder §e
¥r. L. F. Wilkinsan, Jr. ' _ NS

My talophons aumber ts___658-1136

Telstypewriter for Imulnd Hoearing or 8psech
3827555 Ballimore Metro — 585-0451 D.C. Matro — 1-800-482-5062 Gielewide Toll Fut‘
1]

P.O. Bon 717 1 707 North Cdv.ﬂ §1., Ballimors, Maryland 21203 - 0737




"STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION ST
QUESTIONS AND/OR COMMENTS

MARYLAND ROUTE 450
(Annapolis Road)
Interchange at Md. Route 564
Contract No. P 185-101-371

PROJECT STATUS REPORT
AUGUST 6, 1984

RONALD W. Young, Vice President 8/30/84
NAME STEUART FORD AHC JEEP RENAULT DATE
PLEASE 9020 Lanhan-Severn Road
BRINT = ADDRESS
CITY/TOWN Lanham STATE___ Maryland 2P CODE__.20706 _

I/We wish to comment or inquire about the tollowing aspects ot this project:

We have some concern over the lack of "left turn" and "acceaa to

Lanham Shopping Center” facilities when proceeding aouthbound on

Princes en_ Par - Reference Traffic P Our client

wishing to travel Eaatbound on Route 450, would have to circle through

very inadequate reaidential aide atreets to acceas the proposed

Cipriano Road pattern.! It would appear that "allowing a left turn

{(and/or straight through) lane would only slightly diwiniah the efficiency

of the proposed project and certainly alleviate congeation and noiae in

a now pleasant residential area

31 | am currently on the Milllna List.

[ Please add my/our name(s) to the Malling List. .

@ N MarylandﬂepanmemalZianspanat/an : S
State Highway Artinnistiation Secootary
Hal Kassoli
Adminlsirstor

September 13, 1984

RE: Contract No. P 185-101-371
Maryland Route 450
{Annapolis Road)
Interchange at Maryland Route 564
PDMS No. 163002

Mr. Ronald W. Young

Vice President

sStcuart Ford AMC Jeep Renault
9020 Lanham-Severn Road
Lanham, Maryland 20706

Dear Mr. Young:

Thank you for your recent response to distribution of our Project
Status Report dated August 6, 1984.

Your comments will be considered by the Project Planning Team in
the formulation of the recomwmendation for this project.

Very truly yours,

touis H. Ege, Jr., Acting Chief
Bureau of Project Planning

bonald G. Honey
Project Manager

LUHE:DGH s cns

My Isisphons aumber Is. 656-1136 -

Tololypowrlior for impalred Hearlng of Spsech
3837555 Ballimese Metto — 5050431 D.C. Metro — 1-800-492:5082 Stelewide Toll Frae
P.0. Box 717 7 207 Nosth Calvert Si., Baliimore, Maryiand 21203 - 0737

e N
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STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION '™
QUESTIONS AND/OR COMMENTS

MARYLAND ROUTE 450
(Annapolis Road)
Interchange at Md. Route 564
Contract Ro. P 185-101-371

PROJECT STATUS REPOR?T
AUGUST 6, 1984

. . C e
..._.-!. T i ™

NAME Hn/,:/A M F;uv}( .

ADDRESS 5/55/4/)/:“.5 Gpcoin /au;/, ,

ciryiTown L a4 STATE WA, P cooe.n.?_azaé;.

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

px:rs 1:/%0,/@“'

PLEASE
PRINT

O, R L]

Sl o TVl ke T TR

o ‘@) Maryland Department of Tianspontation
Do .
v o -

.

" LHE:DGHicms

1

Wiilliam X. Hafimann
Socratary

Hal Kassoff-
Adalnistrate

Siate Highway Aditunistialion

September 13, 1984

RE: Contract No, P 185-101-371
Maryland Routa 450
{Annapolis Road)
Interchange at Maryland Route 564
PDMS No. 163002

Ms. Anna M. Funk

6135 Princess Garden Parkway
Lanham, Maryland 20706

Dear Me., Funk:

Thank you for your recent reeponse to distribution of our Project
Statue Report dated August 6, 1984.

Your commente will be considered by the Project Planning Team in
the formulation of the recommendation for thie project.

very truly yours,

Louis H. Ege, Jr., Acting Chief
Bureau of Project Planning

Project Manager - \

ll telsphone mmbu ™ 359—113 s

3837566 Baltimore Metro — usom aam-umwwuuuwmm Free
P.0. Box 747 1 707 North Caivart Si.. Baitimars, Marylanc 21203 - 0717 ‘ .
.o P T . i
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CO., lne. SUITE 707, S900 PRINCESS GARDEN PARKWAY LANHAM. MO. 20801
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See SHA response on the following page.

PHONE: 459-5586
Builders & Developers

January 2, 1985

Mr, Hal Kaaanff

Adminiatratnr

Maryland Department nf Transpurtatinn

Ststa HBighvay Adniniatratinn Re: Maryland Route 450
Bureau nf Prnject Planning (Annapnlias Road)
707 Nnrth Calvert Streat Interchanga at
Baltimore, Maryland 21203 M4, Routa 564

Dear Mr, Kasaoff:

VWa the tananta, gueats and emplnyeea nf the Lanham Thirty Office Building
Incated at Suite 707, 5900 Princesa Garden Parkwsy, Lanham, MJd. 20706, are
strungly nppnsed tn the prupnaed changea tn the Maryland Enute 450 (Annapnlia
Road) Intarchanga st Maryland Rnute 564. The prupnasl knnwn sa the'™Modified
Alteroate 2 Plan", will aliminate left turna nntn Princeaa Gardan Parkway
nff nf Annapnlis Rnad.

Elfiainsting this turn will ba an unjuatified, unneceasary and cnstly nuiaance
to nursalvas snd the community, Plasaa do nnt continua with this plan,

Sincerely,

F.G. Markar Co., Inc,

o,



§ Maryland Department of Transportation

€9-A

Wiiiiam K. Helimann
State Highway Administration Secratary
Hal Kasselt
Adnisistrater

FEB 0 4 198

RE: Contract No. P 185-101-371
Maryland Route 450
(Annapolie Road)
Interchange at Maryland Route 564
PDMS No. 163002
Mr. F. G. Marker
F.. G. Marker Co., Inc.
5900 Princess Garden Parkway

- Suite 707

Lanham, Maryland 20801
Dear Mr. Marker:

Thank you for your letter dated January 2, 1985 expreesing
concern about tbe propoeed traffic patterns associated witb tbe
Project Planning Team's “preferred" solution - Modified Altermate

Recent interim improvemente at the intersection of Maryland
Route 450 and Princess Garden Parkway have resulted in some traffic
operational improvemente, particularly the eastbound Maryland
Route 450 left turn to nortbbound Princess Garden Parkway. However,
westbound Maryland Route 450 traffic regularly experiencee capacity
(Level of Service ‘'E') operating conditione at thie intereection
during the morning rusb period. Therefore, theee interim measures
cannot satisfy design year (2010) travel needs. Predicted growth
in tbe vicinity of tbis project is expected to result in doubling
of traffic volumes on Maryland Route 450 at Princees Garden Parkway
by tbe design year. After exteneive studiee and coordination with
tbe Prince George'e County Government, it has been determined that
adequate traffic service witb planned orderly growth cannot be
achieved without prohibition of certain traffic movemente at the
Maryland Route 450/Princess Garden Parkway intersection as described
in our August 6, 1984 Project Status Report. However, emergency
vehicles will be allowed to make these prohibited movements. Our
evaluatione reveal that tbese traffic pattern revisions will have
some negative effect on local acceseibility, but overall benefite
will far exceed localized dieadvantages.

During the eubsequent deeign phase we will consider refinemente
to alleviate localized dieadvantagee aesociated witb tbe proposed
traffic patterns. Sbould you have any detailed suggeetione applicable
to Modified Alternate 2, please mail them to tbe Project Manager,

Mr. Donald G. Honeywell, Bureau of Project Planning, at tbis addreee.

My talophons aumber ls__659-1111
. Taletypewrites tor impaired Hearing or Speech
7555 Baltimore Metro — 5850431 D.C. Mstro — 1.800492:5082 Statewide Toli Free
P.0. Box 717 1 707 North Calven St., Baitimors, Maryland 21203 - 0717

FEB 0 4 1985

Page Two

Thank you for your interest in this important highway improvement.

Sincerely,

4 By!
original signe
PrIVm (SR
Administrator
HK :mm

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

M Frank Derro
~H2: Louis H. Ege, Jr.

A
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SHA response can be found
page.

on the following

O’Donovan & Associates, Inc.
Insurance and Bonds
5900 Princess Garden Parkway - Suite 709

Lanham, Maryland 20706
(301) 459-2224

January 2, 1985

Mr. Hal Kassoff .
Administrator, Maryland DOT

State Highway Administration

Bureau of Project Planning

707 N. Calvert Street

Baltimore, Maryland 21203

RE: Maryland Route 450 Interchange at Maryland Route 564

pear Mr. Kassoff:

We have recently been made aware of the proposed modifi-
cation to the above referenced interchange. We are strongly
opposed to the changes as outlined on Modified Alternate 2 Road
Plan. Although we are certain that extensive studies have been
made that show this to be the most effective way to eleviate
the problems with this interchange, it will certainly create as
many problems as it will eliminate.

Please keep us advised as to the status of this proposal.
Thank you in advance for your kind consideration in this matter.

Sincerely,
O'DONOVAN & ASSOCIATES, INC.

I -

Jeremiah J. O'Donovan
President

330:tmg

cc: Coakley & Williams, Inc.

STAE HWY AD2

B

IGHEST STANDARDS

JAN T (388

NRELIcR preice o

RECE'ED ‘%

16 & PREUNY MY EnGingeams
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h‘ Maryland Department of Transportation

- Willlam K. Hellmanm
% 3f State Highway Administration Sacratry
Hat Kassoff
Administrater

JAN 21 WS

RE: Contract No. P 185-101-371
Maryland Route 450
(Annapolis Road)
Interchange at Maryland Route 564
PDMS No. 163002

Mr. Jeremiah J. O'Donovan

O'Donovan & Associates, Inc.

5900 Princess Garden Parkway -
Lanham, Maryland 20706

Dear Mr. O'Donovan:

Thank you for your letter dated January 2, 1985 expressing
concern about the proposed traffic patterns associated with the
Project Planning Team's "preferred” solution - Modified Alternate
2.

Recent interim improvements at the intersection of Maryland
Route 450 and Princess Garden Parkway have resulted in some traffic
operational improvements, particularly the eastbound Maryland
Route 450 left turn to northbound Princess Garden Parkway. However,
westhound Maryland Route 450 traffic regularly experiences capacity
(Level of Service 'E') operating conditions at this intersection
during the morning rush period. Therefore, these interim measures
cannot satisfy design year (2010) travel needs. Predicted growth
in the vicinity of this project is expected to result in doubling
of traffic volumes on Maryland Route 450 at Princess Garden Parkway
by the design year. After extensive studies and coordination with
the Prince George's County Government it has been determined that
adequate traffic service with planned orderly growth cannot be
achieved without prohibition of certain traffic movements at the
Maryland Route 450/Princess Garden Parkway intersection as described
in our August 6, 1984 Project Status Report. However, emergency
vehicles will be allowed to make these prohibited movements. Our
evaluations reveal that these traffic pattern revisions will have
some negative effect on local accessibility, but overall benefits
will far exceed localized disadvantages. -

During the subsequeﬁt design phase we will consider refinements
to alleviate localized disadvantages associated with the proposed
traffic patterns. Should you have any detailed suggestions applicable
to Modified Alternate 2, please mail them to the Project Manager,

Mr. Donald G. Honeywell, Bureau of Project Planning, at this address.

My tslsphone sumbes h_&nl_
Teletypewtiter tor impaired Hearing o7 Speech
Baltimore Mstro — 565-0451 0.C. Metro — 1-800492-5002 Statewide Toll Free
P.O. Box 717/ 707 Nosth Catvert 81, Baitimore, Maryland 21203 - 0717

|
I
f
|

JAN @ 1 1385

Page Two

Thank you for your interest in this important highway improvement.

Sincerely,
jzinal Signed By1i
G365 AL KASSOFF
Hal Kassoftf
Administrator
HK : mm
cc: Mr. Michael Snyder

Mr. Neil J. Pedersen
¥yp. Frank Derro
‘H?. Louis B. Ege, Jr.

bt/
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January 4, 1985

Nr. Hal Kassoff, Administrator
Maryland Department of Transportation Heterg
State Highway Administration le :
! Bureau of Project Planning
. 707 North Calvert Street

Baltimore, MD 21203

Dear Mr. Kassoff:

RE: Maryland Route 450 (Annapolis Road) Interchange at Maryland Route 564
Contract No. P 185-101-371; PDMS No. 163002

1 an writing on behalf of Washington Bible College and Capital Bible Seminary
to inform you that we are strongly opposed to the proposed changes being consider-
ed at the abovementioned location. The proposed plan Modified Alternate 2 which
will eliminate left turns onto Princess Garden Parkway from Route 450 will have a
very negative impact on us if it is adopted.

Our schools are located on a 63-acre campus at the end of Princess Garden
Parkway at Good Luck Road. We feel like we will be adversely affected if the
proposal is passed.

About 75% of the people coming to our campus flow off of Route 95.
; The proposed change would make it very difficult for people to find
! their way to the campus.

; 1.

2. Our address is Princess Garden Parkway. Since the flow of traffic
would place people via Ciprieno onto Good Luck Road the natural
entrance would become Good Luck Road. We would be forced to change

' our address.

‘ 3. The natural entrance to our caampus is off of Princess Garden Parkway.
s ¥e have realigned our entrance to confors with County Road work al-
ready. We are roady to finish paving the road and finalize the brick
t entrance way.

At this time we are facing an extreme financial need. Part of the

problem is decline in student enrollment in our undergraduate school

and adult education program. Since a majority are commuters, the -

' nuisance of the propossl may have added negative impact in student
enrollgent, '

£ HWY ADN

!
N -y 1 N

2 P C L » l"hlylllld 20706 (301)552-1400
—

. oW S

——

[—

Mr. Hal Kassoff -2- January 4, 1985
1 pass through the existing intersection quite frequently. The recent modifica-
tions have seemed to eliminate much of the problem of today and I would think the
future. I see the real bottleneck becing the narrow lanes and bridge on Route 450.
We do not want to see the proposed plan enacted. Thank you for considering
the opposition we have raised.

Sincerely,

Y B

Robert T. Evans
Director

0z/
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T (- 4
V“““ } Maryland Department of Transportation Wil K. Hellasm
\’, ":ﬂl State Highway Administration :::::ua
JAN 21 199 ) Aalistater

RE: Contract No. P 185-101-371
Maryland Route 450
(Annapolis Road)
Interchange at Maryland Route 564
PDMS No. 163002

Mr. Rohert T. Evans
Washington Bihle College and
Capital Bihle Seminary

6511 Princess Garden Parkway
Lanham, Maryland 20706
Dear Mr. Evans:

Thank you for your letter dated January 4, 1985 expressing
concern about the proposed traffic patterns associated with the
Project Planning Team's "preferred” solution - Modified Alternate
2.

Recent interim improvements at the intersection of Maryland
Route 450 and Princess Garden Parkway have resulted in some traffic
operational improvements, particularly the easthound Maryland °
Route 450 left turn to northhound Princess Garden Parkway. However,
westhound Maryland Route 450 traffic regularly experiences capacity
(Level of Service 'E') operating conditions at this intersection
during the morning rush period. Therefore, these interim measures
cannot satisfy design year (2010) travel needs. Predicted growth
in the vicinity of this project is expected to result in doubling —
of traffic volumes on Maryland Route 450 at Princess Garden Parkway
by the design year. After extensive studies and coordination with
the Prince George's County Government it has been determined that
adequate traffic service with planned orderly growth cannot be
achieved without prohihition of certain traffic movements at the
Maryland Route 450/Princess Garden Parkway intersection as described
in our August 6, 1984 Project Status Report. However, emergency
vehicles will he allowed to make these prohihited movements. Our
evaluations reveal that these traffic pattern revisions will have
some negative effect on local accessibility, but overall henefits
will far exceed localized disadvantages.

During the subsequent design phase we will consider refinements
to alleviate localized disadvantages associated with the proposed
traffic patterns. Should you have any detailed suggestions applicable
to Modified Alternate 2, please mail them to the Project Manager,

Mr. Donald G. Honeywell, Bureau of Project Planning, at this address.

B 659-1111

My tolaph b

T for i ! g or Speech
3837555 Baitimore Metro ~— 5650451 D.C. Metro — 1-800-492-5082 Stetewide Toll Free
0 Box 717 1 707 North Calvert §t., Battimore, Masytand 21203 - 9717

( {
Mr. Robert T. Evans JAN 21 e
Page Two
Thank you for your interest in this important bighway improvement.
Sincerely,
) inal Signed By:

origﬂAL KASSOFF
Hal Kassoft
Administrator

HK : mm

cc: Mr. Michael Snyder
Mr. Neil J. Pedersen
Mr. Frank Derro
5:1 Louis H. Ege, Jr.

Ie(



PRINCE GEORGE'S CHAMBER OF COMMERCE

$877 CENTRAL AVENUE
LARGD, MARYLAND 20772
{3011 350-7300

STATE HsY ADd: January 11, 1985

% BNES 1355
Mr. Hal Kasanff
Aduiniatrator
State Highway Administrstinn
P.0. Box 717
707 Nortb Calvert Street
Baltimore, MD 21203

Dear Mr. Rasaoff:

As you are avare, the Prince Genrge's Chamber nf Cnmmerce has been
& strang proponent of the proposed improvements to the Md. 450/564
incterchange here in nur County. This transpnrtatinn project will
80 & long way in reducing the cnngestinn and traffic problems
currently being experienced by mntoriats in tbis area.

Last yesr the Chamber bnsted a meeting fnr the benefit of the busineaaes
in the ares who wnuld be impacted by the proposal. While it waa nnt
unanimnus, there was a cnnsensus reached that modified alternate 2

waa the anst visble and workable snlutinn tn tbe problem. We recognize
that the restrictinn nf movement onto Princeas Garden Parkway may
sppesr to be an incnnvenience, but alsn believe that acceag to these
businesses as propnaed in mndified alternata 2 will be an imprnvement

tn the present situation and will make better traffic circulstion
througbout tbe entire projact araa.

89-A

We hnpe tbat no additional delays will occur and tbat the Stata
Hig?vay Adminiatratinn will move expeditiously forward on thia
project. '

Sipceyely,

Zinsmeister, Director
vernmental Affairs

#419
JAN 16 1985
A-41
o A § o K -

“1N EUSINSSS FOR
YOUR eUsSIiNESS™

O

B -

Maryland Department of Transportauon

Wililam K. Hellmans
State Highwey Administration Secratary

Hal Kassoft
Administratar

JAN 20 198

RE: Contract No. P 185-101-371
Maryland Route 450
(Annapolie Road)
Interchange at Maryland Route 564
PDMS No. 163002

Mr. Robert M. Zinsmeister

Director, Governmental Affairs
Prince George's Chamher of Commerce
9827 Central Avenue

Largo, Maryland 20772

Dear Mr. Zinsmeieter:

Thank you for your letter dated January 11, 1985 in support of
Modified Alternate 2 ae the preferred solution to the transportation
prohlem at Maryland Routes 450 and 564 at Lanham, Prince George's

County.

On January 23, 1985 I concurred with the Project Planning
Team'e recommendation to adopt Modified Alternate 2 ae the hasis
for further project development. We are now preparing the final
environmental document and expect to ohtain location and design
approvals during the early Spring of 1985. Project engineering
(final design) for this project is scheduled in the Fiscal Year
1985-1990 Consolidated Transportation Program to hegin in Fiscal
Year 1986. Right-of-way acquisition and construction will he
included in suhsequent conetruction programs.

Thank you for your continued support of our efforts to implement
needed highway improvements in Prince George'e County.

Sincerely,

inal Signed B¥:
Ore N rasSor®

Hal Kaseoff
Administrator

HK :mm
cc Mr. Neil J. Pedereen
My Michael Snyder
r. Louis H. Ege, Jr.
Mr. Anthony M. Capizzi

My tolsphone sumber ls__ 659-111
Tal ritee for & 3 Hearing or Spesch
383-7555 Ballimors Matro — 5850451 D.C. Metro — 1-800-492.5062 Sietewide Tol! Free

£.0. Box 717/ 707 North Catvert 8t., Baltimore, Marylang 21203 - 0717

2%/



69=-A

STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION
QUESTIONS AND/OR COMMENTS

MARYLAND ROUTE 450
{Annapolis Road)
Interchange at Md. Route 564
Contract No. P 185-101-371

PROJECT STATUS REPORT
AUGUST 6, 1984

E‘l‘htr"‘b"
QI Lan hawm=_ Severn ed.

name _Dav.& ¢« Diave

DATE ﬁrws 19, 1184

PLEMSE  ADDRESS

citvsrown_Lanham STATE_MD

2IP CODE_R0706

I1/We wish to comment or inquire about the folilowing aspscts of this project:

e £

Y .
a2V R.A < a2 AT, % AL AR LR Rain el

AL f 4 0 /
Yy Sauar s /p;ﬂ a  asitabls , worparg bbby LireOlip ?

w‘\ﬁ rlﬂ/A tlﬂa l}"!

} am currently on the Maliing List.

{3 Plesse add my/our name(s) to the Maiiing List.

~= T. T T T N T

This property is proposed to be acquired in it's entirety for
highway purposes.
The project msnager has made personal contact with Mr. & Mrs.

Etherton and provided them with a copy of "Your Land and Your

Highways” which discusses the various procedures associated with
right-of-way acquisition. 1In addition Mr. & Mrs. Etherton were
referred to our District 3 Office of Real Estate for further

information and assistance.

2
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See SHA response on the following page.

Patricia Callaway
1203 Dreams Landing
Annapolis, Md 21401
February 11, 1985

N

Hal Kassoff, Administrator

Maryland Department of Transportation

State Righway Administration

Bureau of Project Planning

707 North Calvert Street

Baltimore, Maryland 21203 . .

Dear Mr. Kassoff,

1 am extremely concerned about the proposed change in traffic
patterns at the intersection of Route 450 (Annapolis Road) and Princess
Garden Parkway. I fe;l this would be an unnecessary change that
would not only cause a great inconvenience to many motorists, but also
increase traffic to heavily congested areas or small intersections
without traffic lights.

1 use this intersection every day from the beltway to Doctors'
Hospital; having tried all other routes to the hospital 1 find this
route the safest aod most practical.

1 hope you will consider wy letter and give this proposal

second thoughts.
Sincerely,

Btuci sy

Patricia Callaway
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\ Maryland Department of Tfansportation

State Highway Aominisiration

Wiltiam K. Heltmann
Saciatary

Hal Kassoff
L Administrator
[ CRP

RE: Contract No. P 185-101-371
Maryland Route 450
(Annapolis Road)
Interchange at Maryland Route 564
PDMS No. 163002

Ms. Patricia Callaway
1203 Dreams Landing
Annapolis, Maryland 21401

Dear Ms. Callaway:

Thank you for your letter dated February 11, 1985 expressing
concern about the proposed traffic patterns associated with the
Project Planning Team's "preferred" solution - Modified Alternate
2.

Recent interim improvements at the intersection of Maryland
Route 450 and Princess Garden Parkway have resulted in some traffic
operational improvements, particularly the eastbound Maryland
Route 450 left turn to northbound Princess Garden Parkway. However,
westbound Maryland Route 450 traffic regularly experiences capacity
(Level of Service 'E') operating conditions at this intersection
during the morning rush period. Therefore, these interim measures
cannot satisfy design year (2010) travel needs. Predicted growth
in the vicinity of this project is expected to result in doubling
of traffic volumes on Maryland Route 450 at Princess Garden Parkway
by the design year. After extensive studies and coordination with
the Prince George's County Government it has been determined that
adequate traffic service with planned orderly growth cannot be
achieved without prohibition of certain traffic movements at the
Maryland Route 450/Princess Garden Parkway intersection as described
in our August 6, 1984 Project Status Report. However, emergency
vehicles will be allowed to make these prohibited movements. Our
evaluations reveal that these traffic pattern revisions will have
some negative effect on local accessibility, but overall benefits
will far exceed localized disadvantages.

During the subsequent design phase we will consider refinements
to alleviate localized disadvantages associated with the proposed
traffic patterns. Should you have any detailed suggestions appli-

cable to Modified Alternate 2, please mail them to the Project Manager,

Mr. Donald G. Honeywell, Bureau of Project Planning, at this address.

My telephons number Is__ 659-1111

Tetetypewnter for impared Heating or Spasch
555 Balumore Metro — 565-0451 D.C. Metro — 1.800-492-S062 Statewlde Tolt Free
‘ P.O Box 717 1 707 Norih Calvert St , Batimore, Marytang 21203 - 0717

Page Two

Thank you for your interest in this important highway improve-

ment.
Sincerely,
Original Signed By:
HAL KASSOFF
Hal Kassoff
Administrator
HK : mm

cc: Mr. Michael Snyder
Mr. Neil J. Pedersen
Mr. Frank Derro
T. Louis H. Ege, Jr.

5/



DOCTORS’ HOSPITAL

OF PRINCE GEORGE'S COUNTY

February 13, 1985

Mr. ¥all Kassoff, Administrator
Marvland Department of Transportaticn
State Highway Administration

Buresu of Project Planning

707 North Calvert Street

Baltimore, MD 21203

Dear Mr. Kassofi:

This letter is to rerister my vbjections tc the proposed changes of Routes
56« and 430 (Annapclis Road) in Lanham. 1 use the intersection of Annapelis
Road and Princess Garden Yarkway daily ancd would he greatly; inconveniencued b
the proposed changes. To reach the area at the end of Princess Garden Parhway
and just bevond the proposed Climat de France restaurant will be very indirect
and difficult from Princess Garden Parkway. This section of Annapolis Road

See SHA response on the followi e. >
f p lng pag will become nearly inaccessible with these changes.
;j 1n addition, as the Director of Social Work/Discharge Planning for Doctors’
Hospital of Prince George's County, ] irequently deal with families from out

of the area or who are themselves incapacitated and would have great difficulry
reaching our facility with a more indirect route. On behalf of these people as
well, 1 ask you to reconsider your proposal.

1 believe that the traffic difficulties of this intersection could be
greatly reduced with the installation of traffic lights with directionsl arrous
from Princess Garden Parkway onto Annapolis Road.

Thank vou for your consideration of these concerns and any chanpes you can
make in this proposal which will facilitate, not impede, transportation will be
greatly appreciated.

Sincerely,

Connittr Pogpe

4 6 Annette L. Ryan, LSV
RECEIVED Directcr, Social WOrg/stcharge Flanning

LFIZES gyt LN
FEB 2% 1985
LB
Bis..
PLIRNINE & §

8118 GOOD LUCK ROAD, LANHAM, MARYLAND 20706, (301) 552-9400

ge |
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| \(“T Maryland Department of Transpartation Wiliam K. Hellmam

b,
W Slale Highway Adminisiration Saerstary
- Hal Kassolt

HAR 1 1 1985 Administraler
Page Two

RE: Contract No. P 185-101-371
Maryland Route 450

(Annapolis Road) Thank you for your interest in this important highway improve-
Interchange at Maryland Route 564

PDMS No. 163002 ment.
Ms. Annette L. Ryan, LSWaA
Director
Social Work/Discharge Planning c Sincerely,
Doctor's Hospital of Prince George's County . By:
8118 Good Luck Road OriS{?31K§§g3§% y
Lanham, Maryland 20706 HaL
Hal Kassoff

Dear Ms. Ryan: Administrator

Thank you for your letter dated February 13, 1985 expressing HK :mm
concern about the proposed traffic patterns associated with the
Project Planning Team's "preferred" solution - Modified Alternate cc: Mr. Michael Snyder
2. Mr. Neil J. Pedersen

Mr. Frank Derro
Recent interim improvements at the intersection of Maryland _Aﬁ;. Louis H. Ege, Jr.

Route 450 and Princess Garden Parkway have resulted in some traffic
operational improvements, particularly the eastbound Maryland

Route 450 left turn to northbound Princess Garden Parkway. However,
westbound Maryland Route 450 traffic regularly experiences capacity
(Level of Service 'E') operating conditions at this intersection
during the morning rush period. Therefore, these interim measures
cannot satisfy design year (2010) travel needs. Predicted growth

in the vicinity of this project is expected to result in doubling
of traffic volumes on Maryland Route 450 at Princess Garden Parkway
by the design year. After extensive studies and coordination with
the Prince George's County Government it has been determined that
adequate traffic service with planned orderly growth cannot be
achieved without prohibition of certain traffic movements at the
Maryland Route 450/Princess Garden Parkway intersection as described
in our August 6, 1984 Project Status Report. However, emergency
vehicles will be allowed to make these prohibited movements. Our
evaluations reveal that these traffic pattern revisions will have
some negative effect on local accessibility, but overall benefits
will far exceed localized disadvantages.

During the subsequent design phase we will consider refinements
to alleviate localized disadvantages associated with the proposed
traffic patterns. Should you have any detailed suggestions appli-
cable to Modified Alternate 2, please mail them to the Project Manager,
Mr. Donald G. Honeywell, Bureau of Project Planning, at this address.

My teiephone number Is___659-31111

Telelypewriter lor Impaired Hearing or Speech

J-7555 Balumore Melro — 565-0451 D.C. Meiro — 1-800-492-5062 Stalewide Toll Free
‘ P.O Box 717/ 707 Norih Calver! Si., Balitimore, Marylanc 21203 - 0717

Le
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See SHA response on the

following page.

DOCTORS’ HOSPITAL

OF PRINCE GEORGE'S COUNTY

February 14, 1985

Mr. Hal Kassoff, Acdministrator
Maryland Department of Transportation
State Highway Administration

Bureau of Project Planning

707 North Calvert Street

Baltimore, MD 21203

Dear Mr. Kassoif:

1t is public knowledge that New Carrollton, Seabrook and Lanham areas
have rapidly grown and that there has been a need to fray traffic. 1
believe the proposed change at the intersection of Routes 450 and Princess
Garden Parkway may be one way to deter congestion but it will greatly
inconvenience many individuals who use this route on a daily basis.

1 share your concern but believe this proposal is not the answver ta
problems which have obviously been huilding for years. Many of our patients,
families and employees including myself use this route. Personally, 1 do
not look forward to the proposed change. 1 feel installation of lights
would make it simplier.

Sincerely,
ﬁ?w X;WQY

Ann Smurz, LSWA
Social Work/Discharge Planning

AMS: mmr

RECEIVED
+ 53

FEB 23 1985
211
Ruftha GTEL &
RUKURG § FRIBGLIET (KRIELRME
8118 GOOD LUCK ROAD, LANHAM, MARYLAND 20706, (301) 552-9400
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\('-3- Maryland Department of Transportation

V‘ i State Highway AOmimistranion Secntry

William K. Hellmann

Hal Kassolt
Administrator

MAR 1 1 1985

RE: Contract No. P 185-101-371
Maryland Route 450
(Annapolis Road)
Interchange at Maryland Route 564
PDMS No. 163002

Ms. Ann Smutz, LSWA

Social Work/Discharge Planning

Doctor's Hospital of Prince George's County
8118 Good Luck Road

Lanham, Maryland 20706

Dear Ms. Smutz:

Thank you for your letter dated February 14, 1985 expressing
concern about the proposed traffic patterns associated with the
Project Planning Team's "preferred" solution - Modified Alternate
2

Recent interim improvements at the intersection of Maryland
Route 450 and Princess Garden Parkway have resulted in some traffic
operational improvements, particularly the eastbound Maryland
Route 450 left turn to northbound Princess Garden Parkway. However,
westbound Maryland Route 450 traffic regularly experiences capacity
(Level of Service 'E') operating conditions at this intersection
during the morning rush period. Therefore, these interim measures
cannot satisfy design year (2010) travel needs. Predicted growth
in the vicinity of this project is expected to result in doubling
of traffic volumes on Maryland Route 450 at Princess Garden Parkway
by the design year. After extensive studies and coordination with
the Prince George's County Government it has been determined that
adequate traffic service with planned orderly growth cannot be
achieved without prohibition of certain traffic movements at the
Maryland Route 450/Princess Garden Parkway intersection as described
in our August 6, 1984 Project Status Report. However, emergency
vehicles will be allowed to make these prohibited movements. Our
evaluations reveal that these traffic pattern revisions will have
some negative effect on local accessibility, but overall benefits
will far exceed localized disadvantages.

During the subsequent design phase we will consider refinements
to alleviate localized disadvantages associated with the proposed
traffic patterns. Should you have any detailed suggestions appli-
cable to Modified Alternate 2, please mail them to the Project
Manager, Mr. Donald G. Honeywell, Bureau of Project Planning, at
this address.

My telephone number Is. 659-1111

Teletypewriter lor Impaired Hearing or Speech
383-7555 Balumore Metro — 565-0451 D.C. Metro — 1-800-492-5062 Slatawioe Toil Free

P.O. Box 717 1 707 North Calvert Si., Baliimore, Maryiano 21203 - 0717

Page Two fikk: 1.1 1535

Thank you for your interest in this important highway improve-

ment .
Sincerely, _
. - ed Byt
. - =1
fam Seene SR
Hal Kassoff
Administrator
HK : mm

cc: Mr. Michael Snyder
Mr. Neil J. Pedersen
5;4 Frank Derro
~Mr. Louis H. Ege, Jr.

4e/
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See SHA response on the following page.

RPAY

oY ALY

7415 Wilheln Drive
Lanham, Marylard 20706

February 20, 1983

RECEIVED

B-96

Mr. Hal Kassoff{, Administrator
Marvland Department of Transportation
State Righway Administration

Bureau of Project Planning FEB 22 1985

707 No. Calvert Street 35
Baltimore, Maryland 21203 BIRECTOR OFFICE OF

¢ PLANKING & PRELIMINARY [BIKEERING

Dear Mr. Kassoff:

It is wmy understanding that changes hae been proposed in the traffic
pattern for the intersection of Route 450E (Annapolis Road) and Princess
Garden Parkwav. If the proposal is to eliminate the left turn cnro °rincess
Garden Parkway, why was ALL THE TAXPAYERS' monev spent on upgrading Princess
Garden Parkway and making a double lane left turn if it is all to be wasted?
That certainly sounds like the normal way for the bureaucracy to spend other
people'’s money.

The intersection is working quite well now with traffic flow rarely
backed up as it used to be. And certainly the Route 254 is not wide enough
to handle its traffic and Princess Garden's also. There's another way to
spend some money if you want excuses—-Widen 254 up to Cipriano Road and
Cipriano Road's last 500 feet.

A berter solution to any bottle necks would be to close the numerous
uncontrolled driveways at the intersection on Princess Garden Parkwav (into
the tavern and two into the office building/Ramada Inn.), and how about
widening 450 geing past Whitfield Chapel Road to Enterprise.

You also might consider the need for quick access to the hospital on
Good Luck Road from 450 for ambulances. No left turn would certainly add manv
precious minutes to any patient's ride.

Thank you for considering my objections which I hope will be censidered
in your planning.

Sincerely, .
>
ﬁ ;E;‘?* £ (:;;:L JjaécaﬁéL,-».

Barbara P. Wilson (Mrs. John M.)

TS =
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! \(‘T- Maryland Department of Transportation

w s Stale Highway Administration Secratary
Hal Kassotf

William K. Hellmann

MP\R 1 1 ‘985 Administralor

RE: Contract No, P 185-101-371
Maryland Route 450
(Annapolis Road)
Interchange at Maryland Route 564
PDMS No. 163002

Mrs. Barbara P. Wilson
7415 Wilhelm Drive
Lanham, Maryland 20706

Dear Mrs. Wilson:

Thank you for your letter dated February 20, 1985 expressing
concern about the proposed traffic patterns associated with the
Project Planning Team's "preferred” solution - Modified Alternate
2.

Recent interim improvements at the intersection of Maryland
Route 450 and Princess Garden Parkway have resulted in some traffic
operational improvements, particularly the eastbound Maryland
Rouie 450 left turn to northbound Princess Garden Parkway. However,
westbound Maryland Route 450 traffic regularly experiences capacity
(Level of Service 'E') operating conditions at this intersection
during the morning rush period. ‘Therefore, tbese interim measures
cannot satisfy design year (2010) travel needs. Predicted growth
in the vicinity of this project is expected to result in doubling
of traffic volumes on Maryland Route 450 at Princess Garden Parkway
by the design year. After extensive studies and coordination with
the Prince George's County Government it has been determined that
adequate traffic service with planned orderly growth cannot be
achieved without prohibition of certain traffic movements at the
Maryland Houte 450/Princess Garden Parkway intersection as described
in our August 6, 1984 Project Status Report. However, emergency
vehicles will be allowed to make these prohibited movements. Our
evaluations reveal that these traffic pattern revisions will have
some negative effect on lecal accessibility, but overall benefits
will far exceed localized disadvantages.

1 have attached a Status Report describing the selected Alter-
nate and the reasons for its selection. During the subsequent
design phase we will consider refinements to alleviate localized
disadvantages associated with the proposed traffic patterns.

My telephone aumber is____ng__uL
Tetetypewriter lor Impairac Hearing or Speech
37555 Battimare Metio — 565-045) D.C. Metra — 1.800-492-5062 Statewide To!l Frea
e P.O Box 7177 707 North Calverl St., Ballimore, Maryiang 21203 - 0717

Page Two

Should you have any detailed suggestions applicable to Modified
Alternate 2, please mail them to the Project Manager, Mr. Donald
G. Honeywell, Bureau of Project Planning, at this address.

Your name has also been added to the project mailing list
assuring your receipt of information that will be distributed
relative to this project.

Thank you for your interest in this important highway improve-

ment.
Sincerely,
Original 3igr=3 "
BAL EASSGF?
Hal Kassoff
Administrator
HK:mm

Attachment

cc: Mr. Michael Snyder
Mr. Neil J. Pedersen
Mr. Frank Derro
_Mr. Louis H. Ege, Jr.

h/
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See SHA response on the following page.

TATZ RAY ADA
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DOCTORS’ HOSPITAL

OF PRINCE GEORGE'S COUNTY

February 25, 1985

Mr. Hal Kassoff, Administrator
Maryland Department of Transportation
State Highway Administration

Bureau of Project Planning

707 North Calvert Street

Baltimore, MD 23203

Dear Mr. Kassoff:

1 am writing this ta register my complaint regarding the proposal
to change the traffic patterns at the intersection of Route 450 and
Princess Garden Parkway.

This proposal will have an impact on me in two ways. First as
a commuter. Each day 1 use the beltway and take that intersection,
this change will increase my already extensive commute by having to

- find an alternate route. 1 also am concerned as a Maryland taxpayer

as to the excessive expense of the already expanded lanes at this
intersection. The construction is newly completed.

Secondly, as a social worker at Doctors’ Hospital, this chaoge
will also have sn effect on my patients. Many of my patients and
their families are elderly and have a difficult time driving to the
hospital. This change will make this trip more difficult for them by
not offering an easy access. .

Please consider the concerns of the community before following
through with this proposal.

Sincerely, 1

Debra Silverberg, L.ST

Social Work/Discharge Planning K.E. "\‘HV'ED
DAS : mnr 543
FEB 27 1885
g-105

DIRECTOR OFFICE OF
PLARNING & PRELIMIARY ENGINELRIRE

8118 GOOD LUCK ROAD, LANHAM, MARYLAND 20706, (301) 552-9400

zh)
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Mk 1 ¢,

Y 3 Maryland Department of Transportation Wiliam K. Helmarg
W State Highway Agminisiraion :':"l:::““
Administrater Page Two

RE: Contract No. P 185-101-371

f our interest in this important bighway improve-
Maryland Route 450 Thank you for y P g ¥ P

(Annapolis Road) ment .

Interchange at Maryland Route 564

PDMS No. 163002
Ms. Debra Silverb L.S.¥.4 Sincerely,

s. Debra Silverberg, L.S.W.A. 0

Social Work/Discharge Planning riginaleégggg By:
Doctor's Hospital of Prince George's County HAL
8118 Good Luck Road Hal Kassoff
Lanham, Maryland 20706 Administrator
Dear Ms. Silverberg: BK - mm

Thank you for your letter dated February 25, 1985 expressing
concern about the proposed tratfic patterns associated with the
Project Planning Team's “preferred" solution - Modified Alternate
2.

cc: Mr. Michael Snyder
Mr. .Neil J. Pedersen
My Frank Derro
Mr. Louis H. Ege, Jr.

Recent interim improvements at the intersection of Maryland
Route 450 and Princess Garden Parkway have resulted in somé traffic
operational improvements, particularly the eastbound Maryland
Route 450 left turn to northbound Princess Garden Parkway. However,
westbound Maryland Route 450 traffic regularly experiences capacity
(Level of Service 'E') operating conditions at this intersection
during the morning rush period. Therefore, these interim measures
cannot satisfy design year (2010) travel needs. Predicted growth
in the vicinity of this project is expected to result in doubling
of traffic volumes on Maryland Route 450 at Princess Garden Parkway
by the design year. After extensive studies and coordination with
the Prince George's County Government it has been determined that
adequate traffic service with planned orderly growth cannot be
achieved without prohibition of certain traffic movements at the
Maryland Route 450/Princess Garden Parkway intersection as described
in our August 6, 1984 Project Status Report. However, emergency
vehicles will be allowed to make these prohibited movements. Our
evaluations reveal that these traffic pattern revisions will have
some negative effect on local accessibility, but overall benefits
will far exceed localized disadvantages.

During the subsequent design phase we will consider refinements
to alleviate localized disadvantages associated with the proposed
traffic patterns. Should you have any detailed suggestions appli-
cable to Modified Alternate 2, please mail them to the Project Manager,
Mr. Donald G. Honeywell, Bureau of Project Planning, at this address.

My telephone number is___659~1111

Teletypewriter lor impaired Heering or Speech
383.7555 Batumore Metro — 565:0451 D.C. Melro - 1-800-492-5062 Statewide Toll Free

a P.O. Box 7174 707 Nortn Catvert St., Ballimore, Marylana 21203 - 0717 e

ehl
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See SHA response on the following page.

STATE EWY ADY

5 FE3 €5 3z 14

S. R. 1, Box 171, Rt. &
Huntingtown, Maryland 20639
February 14, 1985

Mr. Hal Kassoff, Administrator
Maryland Department of Transportation
State Highway Administration

Bureau of Project Planning

707 No. Calvert Street

Baltimore, Maryland 21203

Dear Mr. Kassoff:

It is my understanding that changes have been proposed in the traffic
pattern for the intersection of Route 450E (Annapolis Road) and Princess
Garden Parkway that would eliminate left turns from 450E onto Princess
Garden Parkway. ch _a cha would lengthen travel time from the Beltway

' of Pri 0 's Co . This concerns me for two
main reasons: Patienfs' travel time would be lengthened from the Beltway
to the hospital, and employees who travel that way would be inconvenienced
by the addicional travel time. As an employee of that hospital whose
travel time would be lengthened, I am writing to you of my objections

to such a change. Most importantly, I object because of the inconvenience
possible danger to patients that this sort of change would cause.

and 3
With sincere concern,
<3w&4ki.ﬂ2kakn‘

Ms. Judith Phelps, R.N.

b
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\r—-——: - \' = Maryland Department of Transportation

X ol Sacretary
N e Stale Highway Aomunistiation
. Hal Kassoll

Wilitam K. Helimann

MAR 11 1985 Administrator :

RE: Contract No. P 185-101-371
Maryland Route 450
(Annapolis Road)
lnterchange at Maryland Route 564
PDMS No. 163002

Ms. Judith L. Phelps, R.N. |
S.R. 1, Box 171, Rte. 4
Huntingtown, Maryland 20639

Dear Ms. Phelps:

Thank you for your letter dated February 14, 1985 expressing
concern about the proposed traffic patterns associated with the
Project Planning Team's “preferred” solution - Modified Alternate
2,

Recent interim improvements at the intersection of Maryland
Route 450 and Princess Garden Parkway have resulted in some traffic
operational improvements, particularly the edstbound Maryland
Route 450 left turn to northbound Princess Garden Parkway. However,
westbound Maryland Route 450 traffic regularly experiences capacity
(Level of Service 'E') operating conditions at this intersection
during the morning rush period. Therefore, these interim measures
cannot satisfy design year (2010) travel needs. Predicted growth
in the vicinity of this project is expected to result in doubling
of traffic volumes on Maryland Route 450 at Princess Garden Parkway
by the design year. After extensive studies and coordination with
the Prince George's County Government it has been determined that
adequate traffic service with planned orderly growth cannot be
achieved without prohibition of certain traffic movements at the
Maryland Route 450/Princess Garden Parkway intersection as described
in our August 6, 1984 Project Status Report. However, emergency
vehicles will be allowed to make these prohibited movements. Our
evaluatjons reveal that these traffic pattern revisions will have
some negative effect on local accessibility, but overall benefits
will far exceed localized disadvantages. ‘

During the subsequent design phase we will consider refinements
to alleviate localized disadvantages associated with the proposed
traffic patterns. Should you have any detailed suggestions appli-
cable to Modified Alternate 2, please mail them to the Project
Manager, Mr. Donald G. Honeywell, Bureau of Project Planning, at
this address.

My telophons number Is_659-1111
Teletypewriter for Impaired Hearing or Speech
ii-mss Baltimore Metro — 5650451 D C. Metro — 1-800-492-5062 Siatewlde Toll Fres

P.0. Box 7171 707 North Caiveri St.. Battimore, Marytand 21203 - 0717

Page Two

Thank you for your interest in this important highway improve-

ment .
Sincerely,
oargiea Sid
ST Al
241 Bao -
Hal Kassoff
Administrator
HK :mm

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

%ri Frank Derro
~Alr., Louis H. Ege, Jr.

Sl
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RECEJVED

LANBAM MOBIL
9071 Lanham Severn Road
‘Lanham, MD 20706

February 26, 1985

Mr. Neil J. Pedersen, Director

Office of Planning & Preliminary
Engineering

Maryland Department of Transportation

State Highway Administration

P.O. Box 717

Baltimore, MD 21203

Re: Contract No. P185-101-371
Dear Mr. Pedersen:

I have been watching with interest the development of the
project for the Maryland Route 450 and 564 interchange. Your Febru-
ary 11, 1985 status report showing Modified Alternate No. 2 as the
plan of choice leaves me, the owner of the Mobil service station on
Rt. 564, in serious financial jeopardy. I am caught in the final
loop of Cipriano Road and the Rt. 564 cutback. This proposal not
only makes one-way traffic at all hours buf it denies access from the
station back onto Rt. 564 (east or northbound). All traffic leaving
my station must go west or south on Rt. 564 towards Princess ‘Garden
Parkway and try to make a "U" turn there to get back to where it
started from if they were heading home in rush hour. In rush hour,
from 3:30 p.m. onward, I will have no gasoline business since I
cannot foresee anyone doing that. The afternoon rush hour accounts
for one-third of my business income and I cannot survive without it.
None of my business comes from west of Princess Garden Parkway or
south of Rt. 450. .-

To eliminate this adverse effect for serious business depletion
of Griffith's Lanham Mobil, I propose that the state purchase the
business from me or compensate me for the loss not only of revenue
but potential sale of business. The state does not need to buy the
land since Mobil 0il Corporation owns that and they can put up
anything they want in the future.

I can be contacted at the service station at (301) 577-3751 or
at my office at (202) 393-4562.

Sincerely,

PSS

Dr. Prancis P, Griffith, Jr.

545
FEB 28 1985

PIRECIOR OFFICE GF

PULNNING & PREUMISARY ERRIAEL: S Y

Maryland Department of Transportation

w State Highway Administration Secratary
Hal Kassofi

Administrater
April 15, 1985

RE: Contract No. P 185-101-371
Maryland Route 450
(Annapolis Road)
Interchange at Maryland Route 564
PDMS No. 163002
R/W Item No. 67760

Dr. Francis P. Griffitb, Jr.
Lanham Mobil

9071 Lanbam-Severn Road
Lanham, Maryland 20706

Dear Dr. Griffith:

Thank you for your letter dated February 26, 1985
expressing concern about the proposed traffic patterns
associated with the Project Planning Team's "preferred"
solution - Modified Alternate 2 and proposing purchase
of your business interest.

Your proposal that this Administration purchase your
business is being investigated. We expect to furnish you
with a further response witbin a month.

Very truly yours,
Neil J. Pedersen, Director

Office of Planning and
Preliminary Engineering

NJP :mm

cc: Mr. Michael Snyder
My. Frank Derro
r. Louis H. Ege, Jr.
Mr. Vernon J. Kral
Mr. H. B. Travers

My tolophone number Is___659-1110
Teletypewriter for impaired Haaring or Speech
383-7555 Baitimore Meiro — 5650451 D.C. Metro — 1-800-492-5062 Statewide Toli Free
P.O. Box 717 / 707 North Caivert St., Baltimore, Maryiend 21203 - 0717

Willlam K. Heilmann

20/
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Attachment for Fnvironmental
Impact Documents

Revised February 18, 1981

Bureau of Relocation Assistance

"SUMMARY OF THE RELOCATION ASSISTANCE PROGRAM OF THF

STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION OF MARYLAND"

All State Highway Administration projects must comply with
the provisions of the "Uniform Relocation Assistance and
Real Property Acquisition Policies Act of 1970" (Public

Law 91-646) and/or the Annotated Code of Maryland, Real
Property, Title 12, Subtitle 2, Sections 12-201 thru 12-212.
The Maryland Department of Transportation, State Highway
Administration, Bureau of Relocation Assistance, administers
the Relocation Assistance Program in the State of Maryland.

The provisions of the Federal and State Law require the

State Highway Administration to provide payments and services
to persons displaced by a public project. The payments that
are provided include replacement housing payments and/or
moving costs. The maximum limits of the replacement housing
payments are $15,000 for owner-occupants and $4,000 for
tenant-occupants. 1In addition, but within the above limits,
certain payments may be made for increased mortgage interest
costs and/or incidental eéxpenses. 1In order to receive these
payments, the displaced person must Ooccupy decent, safe and
sanitary replacement housing. In addition to the replace-
ment housing payments described above, there are also

moving cost payments to persons, businesses, farms and
non-profit organizations. Actual moving costs for residences
include actual moving costs up to 50 miles or a schedule

moving cost payment, including a dislocation allowance, up
to $500.

The moving cost payments to businesses are broken down into
several categories, which include actual moving expenses
and payments "in lieu of" actual moving expenses. The owner
of a displaced business is entitled to receive a payment for
actual reasonable moving and related expenses in moving his
business, or personal property; actual direct losses of

tangible personal property; and actual reasonable expenses
for searching for a replacement site.

The actual reasonable moving expenses may be paid for a move

by a commercial mover or for a self-move. Generally, pay-
ments for the actual reasonable moving expenses are limited

VIi-1
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to a 50 mile radius. In both cases, the expenses must be
supported by receipted bills. An inventory of the items
to be moved must be prepared, and estimates of the cost
may be obtained. The owner may be paid an amount equal
to the low bid or estimate. In some circumstances, the
State may negotiate an amount not to exceed the lower of
the two bids. The allowable expenses of a self-move may
include amounts paid for equipment hired, the cost of
using the business's vehicles or equipment, wages paid to
persons who physically participate in the move, and the
cost of the actual supervision of the move.

When personal property of a displaced business is of low
value and high bulk, and the estimated cost of moving
would be disproportionate in relation to the value, the
State may negotiate for an amount not to exceed the dif-
ference between the cost of replacement and the amount

that could be realized from the sale of the personal prop-
erty.

In addition to the actual moving expenses mentioned above,
the displaced business is entitled to receive a payment

for the actual direct losses of tangible personal property
that the business is entitled to relocate but elects not

to move. These payments may only be made after an effort

by the owner to sell the personal property involved. The
costs of the sale are also reimbursable moving expenses.

If the business is to be reestablished, and personal prop-
erty is not moved but is replaced at the new location, the
payment would be the lesser of the replacement costs minus
the net proceeds of the sale or the estimated cost of moving
the item. If the business is being discontinued or the

item is not to be replaced in the reestablished business,
the payment will be the lesser of the difference between

the value of the item for continued use in place and the net
proceeds of the sale or the estimated cost of moving the item.

If no offer is received for the personal property and the
property is abandoned, the owner is entitled to receive the
lesser of the value for continued usé of the item in place
or the estimated cost of moving the item and the reasonable
expenses of the sale. When personal property is abandoned
without an effort by the owner to dispose of the property
by sale, the owner will not be entitled to moving expenses,
or losses for the item involved.

The owner of a displaced business may be reimbursed for the
actual reasonable expenses in searching for a replacement
business up to $500. All expenses must be supported by re-
ceipted bills. Time spent in the actual search may be reim-

bursed on an hourly basis, but such rate may not exceed $10
per hour.

VIi-2
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In lieu of the payments described above, the State may deter-
mine that the owner of a displaced business is eligible to
receive a payment equal to the average annual net earnings

of the business. Such payment shall not be less than $2,500
nor more than $10,000. 1In order to be entitled to this
payment, the State must determine that the business cannot

be relocated without a substantial loss of its existing
patronage, the business is not part of a commercial enter-
prise having at least one other establishment in the same

or similar business that is not being acquired, and the

business contributes materially to the income of a dis-
placed owner.

Considerations in the State's determination of loss of
existing patronage are the type of business conducted by
the displaced business and the nature of the clientele.
The relative importance of the present and proposed loca-
tions to the displaced business, and the availability of
suitable replacement sites are also factors.

In order to determine the amount of the "in lieu of" moving
expenses payment, the average annual net earnings of the
business is considered to be one-half of the net earnings
before taxes, during the two taxable years immediately

. Preceding the taxable year in which the business is reloca-
ted. If the two taxable years are not representative, the
State, with approval of the Federal Highway Administration,
may use another two-year period that would be more repre-
sentative. Average annual net earnings include any compen-
sation paid by the business to the owner, his spouse, or
his dependents during the period. Should a business be in
operation less than two years, but for twelve consecutive
months during the two taxable years prior to the taxable
year in which it is required to relocate, the owner of the
business is eligible to receive the "in lieu of" payment.
In all cases, the owner of the business must provide in-
formation to support its net earnings, such as income tax
returns, for the tax years in question.

For displaced farms and non-profit organizations, actual
reasonable moving costs generally up to 50 miles, actual
direct losses of tangible personal property, and searching
costs are paid. The "in lieu of" actual moving cost pay-
ments provide that the State may determine that a displaced
farm may be paid a minimum of $2,500 to a maximum of $10,000
based upon the net income of the farm, provided that the
farm has been discontinued or relocated. 1In some cases,
payments "in lieu of" actual moving costs may be made to
farm operations that are affected by a partial acquisition.
A non-profit organization is eligible to receive "in lieu
of" actual moving cost payments, in the amount of $2,500.

VIi-3



A more detailed explanation of the benefits and payments
available to displaced persons, businesses, farms, and
non-profit organizations is available in Relocation Bro-
chures that will be distributed at the public hearings
for this project and will also be given to displaced per-
sons individually in the future.

In the event comparable replacement housing is not avail-
able to rehouse persons displaced by public projects or

that available replacement housing is beyond their financial
means, replacement "housing as a last resort" will be uti=
lized to accomplish the rehousing. Detailed studies will

be completed by the State Highway Administration and approved
by the Federal Highway Administration before "housing as a
last resort" could be utilized. "Housing as a last resort"
could be provided to displaced persons in several different
ways although not limited to the following:

1. An improved property can be purchased or leased.

2. Dwelling units can be rehabilitated and pur-
chased or leased.

3. New dwelling units can be constructed.

4. State acquired dwellings can be relocated,
rehabilitated( and purchased or leased.

Any of these methods could be utilized by the State Highway
Administration and such housing would be made available to
displaced persons. In addition to the above procedure, in-
dividual replacement housing payments can be increased beyond
the statutory limits in order to allow a displaced person. to

purchase or rent a dwelling unit that is within his financial
means.

The "Uniform Relocation Assistance and Real Property Acquisi-
tion Policies Act of 1970" requires that the State Highway
Administration shall not proceed with any phase of any pro-
ject which will cause the relocation of any person, or pro-
ceed with any construction project until it has furnished
satisfactory assurances that the above payments will be
provided and ‘that all displaced persons will be satisfactorily
relocated to comparable decent, safe and sanitary housing
within their financial means or that such housing is in

place and has been made available to the displaced person.
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