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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. 

Date <^rt' Division Admin^trator 
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MMORAIJDUM OP ACTION OP A1MINISTIIA.TOR HAL KASSOPP 
WEDNESDAY,  MAECH 13,  1985 

* * # 

CONCTEBMCE WITH PRIOR ACTION 

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

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

The decision to proceed in this manner 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. E. S. Freedman 
Mr. A. M. Capizzi 
Mr. L. H. Ege, Jr. 
Mr. M. Snyder 
Mr. D. G. Honeywell 
SHA-Contract P-1S5-101-371 
Ms. C. Simpson 



MarylandDepartmentofTransportation 
State Highway Administration 

MEMORANDUM 

f 

March  12,   1985 

William K. Hellmann 
Secrstaiy 

Hal Kassoff 
Admlnittrator 

TO: 

FROM: 

SUBJECT: 

Mr. William I. Slacum, Secretary 
State Roads Commission 

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

%&$ fjisAULUr1 

RE: 

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

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'lified,,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 

3/1 3/*T' 

Date 

HK:mm 
Attachment 
cc:  Mr. John Agro 

Mr. Gordon E. Dailey 
Mr. Edward Loskot 
Mr. Earle S. Freedman 

by: 
Hal Kassoff 
Administrator 

Mr. Anthony M. Capizzi 
Mr. Michael Snyder 
Mr. Louis H. Ege, Jr. 

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 Statewide Toll Free 
P.O. Box 717 / 707 North Calvert St., Baltimore, Maryland 21203 • 0717 
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Maryland Department of Transportation 
State Highway Administration 

William K. Hellmaim 
Secretary 

Hal Kassoif 
Admlnistrater 

March   11,   1985 

MEMORANDUM 

TO: 

FROM: 

SUBJECT: 

RE: 

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

Donald G. Honeywell 
Project Manager 

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

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 Team1s 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 methcfds 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. Krai 

My telephone number Is. 659-1136 
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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Maryland Department of Transportation 
State Highway Administration 

William K. Hellmann 
Secretary 

Hal Kassoff 
Administrator 

February 28, 1985 

MEMORANDUM 

TO: 

FROM: 

SUBJECT: 

Mr. Hal Kassoff 
Administrator 

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

0r^l\ JJQMAW 

RE: 

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

ADDITIONAL WESTBOUND LANE AT MARYLAND ROUTE 564 

At y'our 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 th^s intersection for more 
efficient- traffic operation and^'to allow fu ure expansion, if 
necessary. 

The additiona 
recommended on the 
impact. This lane 
roadway of Marylan 
curvature is revis 
criteria for the 4 
on the parking lot 
acquisition of app 
approximately two 
of the additional 

1 lane, as depicted on enclo 
basis of its cost effective 
requires minor realignment 

d Route 564 toward the north 
ed from S^O' to 5o30' but i 
0 MPH design speed.  There i 
of Steuart Ford AMC Jeep Re 
roximately 675 square feet, 
(2) parking spaces.  The est 
lane (right-of-way and const 

sed prints, is 
ness and minimal 
of the westbound 

The horizontal 
s well within design 
s minor encroachment 
nault requiring 
equivalent to 
imated total cost 
ruction) is $15,700. 

[•/lib: l-.Ti h'C'A     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 

•l-: C3 Jjpureau 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 I 707 North Calvert St., Baltimore, Maryland 21203 - 0717 
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Page Two 

I concur with this recommendation 

Hal Kassoff 
Administrator 

s-Jrr 
Date 

NJP:mm 
Enclosure 

cc:  Mr. Michael Snyder 
Mr. Majid Shakib 
Mr. Vernon J. Krai 
Mr.' Louis H. Ege, Jr. 
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Maryland Department of Transportation 
State Highway Administration 

January 30, 1985 

William K. Hellmam 
Secretary 

Hal Kassoff 
Adminlttntor 

MEMORANDUM 

TO: 

FROM: 

SUBJECT: 

RE: 

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

Donald G. Honeywell 
Project Manager 

Contract No. P 185-101-371 
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: 

Mr. 
Mr. 

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

Hal Kassoff - Administrator 
Neil J. Pedersen, Director, Office of Planning and Preliminary 

Engineering- - 
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 
S»nHo n* McJormi£k' Jr- " Bureau of Planning & Program Development 
Wanda Brocato - Bureau of Planning & Program Development 
Francis X Lauer - Bureau of Engineering Access Permits 
uias. A. Carroll - Bureau of Accident Studies 
P
OU
^.
H

- 
Ege' Jr- - Acting Chief, Bureau of Project Planning 

Cynthia Simpson - Bureau of Project Planning 
Donald Honeywell   " "       u 
S. Lewis Helwig    "       »       n 
Donald Sparklin -  " »       u 
Douglas Simmons -  " "       n 

My telephone number Is     659-1136 
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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Page Two 

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 busihesses 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 t^ere 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 anv 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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Page Three 

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; condemnation 
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 Krai 
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Maryland Department of Transportation „,„„   „ u , r William K. Hellmaim 
State Highway Administration SKritory 

Hal Kauoff 
Admlnistntor 

January 18, 1985 

MEMORANDUM 

TO:      Mr. Hal Kassoff 
Administrator 

FROM:    Neil J. Pedersen, Director ^ .* t\    J  i. 
Office of Planning and    ^TfU^Jl r^4MJJi/ 
Preliminary Engineering      . ( 

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

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 dated August 6, 1984 

-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       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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Mr. Hal Kassoff 
January 18, 1985 
Page Two 

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

3. 

4. 

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. 

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 
available 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 
cc:  (w/enc 

Mr. G. 
Mr. J. 
Mr. E. 
Mr. A. 
Mr. H. 
Mr. S. 
Mr. J. 
Mr. J. 
Mr. C. 
Mr. L. 
Mr. J. 
Mr. M. 
Mr. V. 
Ms. G. 
Mr. C. 
Mr. T. 
Mr. 0. 
Mr. J. 
Mr. P. 

(3) 
1.) 
E. Dailey 
F. Ross 
M. Loskot 
M. Capizzi 
B. Travers 
F. Drumm 
K. Gatley 
A. Logan 
E. Rose 
H. Ege, Jr. 
H. Grauer 
Shakib 
J. Krai 
Anthony 
R. Anderson 
Hicks 
K. Mumpower 
A. Hester 
S. Jaworski 

Mr. D. A. Wiles 
Mr. M. Snyder 
Mr. J. F. Finkel 
Mr. J. L. White 
Mr. C. M. McCormick 
Mr. R. J. Finck 
Mr. B. E. Ditto 
Mr. C. D. Simpson 
Ms. S. L. Helwig 
Mr. L. J. Saben 
Mr. F. Derro 
Mr. L. F. Wilkinson, Jr 
Mr. J. R. Novak 
Mr. G. C. Martin, Jr. 
Mr. A. A. Fluery 
Mr. F. L. Todd 
Mr. D. W. Wallace 
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Table 1 
Comparison of Alternates 

Maryland Route 450 Interchange 
at Maryland Route 564 

/? 

No-Build  (Selected)    Alt.    Alt 
Alt.   Mod. Alt. 2   2       3 

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 

22 
55 
0 

12 

60 
0 

24 
0 

0 
Improved 

Yes 

Natural Environment Impacts 

Loss of Natural Habitat 
Effect on Wildlife Populations 
Effect on Rare Threatened 

or Endangered Species 
Stream Crossings 
Wetland Areas Affected 
100 Year Floodplains Affected 
Agricultural Lands Affected 
Air Quality Impacts 

(sites exceeding S/NAAQS) 
Noise Level Impacts 

(NSA exceeding Federal Noise 
Abatement Criteria) 

None None None None 
None None None None 

None None None None 
None None None None 
None None None None 
None None None None 
None None None None 

None 

None 

None 

None 

None 

None 

None 

None 

Costs (1984 dollars in thousands) 

Construction 
Right-of-way 
TOTAL 

0 
0 
0 

8,659* 
789** 

9,448 
(minimal) 

9,747*   13,093* 
3,597**  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 1-95 ramp to Lanham Station Road: 
Right-of-way - 36;  construction - 317. 

II-1 
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III. 
SUMMARY OF 

ACTIONS AND 
RECOMMENDATIONS 



<t/> 

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 (1-95) 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 the intersection 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 

III-l 
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NTERCHANGE STUDIES 
MARYLAND ROUTES 450/564 

PROJECT   AREA 

LOCATION   MAP 

SCALE   r«2000' FIGURE I 

Ill-la 
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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.^- 

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. 

^   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. 

III-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 require 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. 

III-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 

III-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 
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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 1-95 to 

eastbound Maryland Route 450.  The slip ramp provides access from the 

northbound 1-95 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 

III-6 



V? 

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 1-95 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 raph. 

Modified Alternate 2 proposes that Maryland Route 450 be widened 

to a four lane divided urbar highway without access controls from 

Princess Garden Parkway across 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 eliminated 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 

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=llo30l) 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 local 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 1-95 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 Princess 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 

approximately 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 for 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. JB| 

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 1-95 (Capital Beltway) interchange between 85th ^fc 
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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 Princess 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 

111-13 



TABLE 2 

MARYLAND ROUTES 450/564 INTERCHANGE 
Traffic Summary 

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

July 2, 1984 
Rev. October 22, 1984 

Segments and Intersections 

1 1                          DESIGN YEAR 2010 

Current 
Alternate x 
No-Build 

T5M  

Alternate 
Modiiied     . . . 
Alternate 2 • 

Alternate 2 
Grade Senarated 

Alternate i 
Interchange ' 

MARYLAND ROUTE 450 Volume 
ADT tos* 

Volume ADT 
(Report 12/80) LOS* Increase 

Volume ADT 
(Report 12/82) LOS* 

Volume ADT* 
(Report 2/84) LOS* 

IValumo AIYP 1 • •- 1 V>.1..no ATVP 

LOS* 1 (Report 12/80)1 L0S*l (Reoort 12/80'> 
1-95 (Beltway) to Princess 
Garden Parkway 46,100 D 49,200 D D 51,200 D 70,000 D 51,200 D 51,200 
Princess Garden Parkway to 
Maryland Route 564 39,400 _ 43,700 _ 11X 45,700 45,700 _ 81,000 _ 45,700 _ 
Princess Garden Parkway 
Intersection E* 

F 
(1.22) E E E D 

Maryland Route 564 
Intersection E1 F1 

(1.10) B „2 D2 B2 
Maryland Route 564 to 
Whitfield Chapel Road 20,200 E 22,000 

F 
(104) 9Z 24,000 C 24,000 C 40,500 D 24,000 C 

Whitfield Chapel Road 
Intersection 0 E B B D B 

1—1 
t—* 

MARYLAND ROUTE 564 .   . 
1 Maryland Route 450 to 

Cipriano Road 19,200 E 21.700 E 13Z 
  

D 21,700 D 40,500 C 21,700 D 21,700 

Intersection D E A C A A 
*Level of Service along the various segments is determined by operating characteristics at the intersection within the segments. 

LOS C:  Speeds and maneuverability closely controlled by volumes. Most drivers restricted from selecting speeds, changing lanes, or passing. 
Relatively satisfactory operating speeds. 

LOS D:  Beginning to tax capabilities of street section. Approaching unstable flow. Average overall speed 15 miles per hour. 
Delays at intersection. 

LOS E: Volumes at capacity. Unstable flow. Speeds near 15 miles per hour. Continuous back-up at Intersection approaches. 
LOS F: Volumes near capacity. Forced flow. Speeds below 15 miles per hour. Continuous back-up at intersection approaches and extending 

back with excess distributed through the section. The percentage of saturation is indicated in parentheses. 
1 
Intersection capacity restrained by adjacent roadway segments. 

TJighway Segment , 
3 '   ' 
Assumes widening of both Maryland Route 564 and Maryland Route 450 east of the study area by the design year. 

4 
P.M. Peak operates at LOS B/C. 

^ 
^ 
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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 largely 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 Ar 'ea 

1976 1977 1978 1979 1980 1981 1982 1983 Total 

0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 

8 24 22 31 23 22 23 28 181 

67 46 44 35 19 16 18 21 266 

75 70 66 66 42 39 41 49 448 

Number of: 

Fatal Collisions 
Personal Injury 
Collisions 
Property Damage 
Collisions 

TOTAL COLLISIONS 

The predominant collision types tound 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 Garden 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 

NSA Description 
Ambient 

1984 
LlO 

Mod 
Design Year 

. Alt. 2 
2011 
No 

3 LlO 
-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 

RECEPTORS 
NO BUILD 

1990       2010 
1 HR 8 HR  1 HR 8 HR 

BUILD ALT. 
1990 

1 HR  8 HR 

(Mod. Alt. 2) 
2010 

1 HR 8 HR 
1. P. Garden Inn 7.5 2.8 7.4 2.9 9.2 4.5 12.6 

8.2 
6.3 

2. Lan. Fun. Home 6.3 2.3 6.2 2.5 6.4 2.7 3.7 
3. Whit. Town Apts. 10.1 4.0 9.7 3.7 5.2 2.2 6.4 

8.2 
2.9 

4. Church 6.3 2.3 6.7 2.5 6.1 2.6 3.8 
b. Residence 8.4 3.1 8.0 3.0 7.0 3.2 

3.5 
2.7 

9.1 
10.2 
8.2 

4.3 
6. Residence 6.5 2.6 6.6 2.6 8.2 4.8 
/. Jerry's Sub Shop 6.5 2.4 6.4 2.4 6.4 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: 

MD Route 450  MD Route 564 

Design Speed 

Maxitnum Degree of Curve 

Maximum Percent of Gradient 

Level of Service 

Control of Access 

Travel Lane Width 

Roadway Width (min.) 

Median Width 

Bridge vertical clearance-roadway 

Bridge vertical clearance-railroad 

Bridge horizontal clearance-railroad 

40 mph 40 mph 

4o30, irao* 
7.00 3.92 

D D 

None None 

12' 12' 

27' 28' 

4' to 12' — «•.«._ 

16.5' 

23.5' 

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.  The 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 

1.  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 recently 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 Maryland 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-terra 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 Princess 

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 

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 adjacent 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. 

Improves 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 
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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 Bureau 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 Section. 

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. 

2. 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. 

3. 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. 

4. 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. 

5. 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. 

6. 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. 

7. 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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5^ 
. , Q . QUESTIONS AND/OR COMMENTS 

^. ^-      COMBINED LOCATION/DESIGN PUBLIC HEARING 

Maryland Route 450/564 Interchange 

Contract No. P 185-151-371 

Tuesday, May 20, 1980 

NAME: JOHIU   J,     LAC4iM0&       jS/tfAVWrO 

?RINTE       ADDRESS:     9//Z.     A/Ul/APd^S   &4/? (vZtJc/Te   */'fd) 

CITY/TOWN:     /C/4 AJh) 4 /yj        STATE: /?/.£?, ZIP CODE:   Zdfrd/ 

I/We wish to conroent ^HESinggiaa about the following aspects of this project. 

OtuMnt: 

W« hay* rrri«w«d tk« stedias far Maryland R*ata« ^50/56^ latarehaaga. Wa 

hava »• •bjactian ta Altarnata Plan 2 which wa uadaratand wauld taka »••• tf •ur 

fraataga tut wauld atlll laaya ua with aooaaa ta Rauta ^50 althaugh wa canjt undar- 

ataad why tha Rauta 450 Plan haa baan ehaagad fram faur laaas ta fix laaaa. It 

^^     wauld aaaa that this w*uld oraata a tariaua battlaaaok whaa Barging with tha 
praaant twa lana highway at araanwaad Laaa. 

Aa far iltamata Plan 3 wa atrwwualj abjaet as it wauld dany ua aeeaaa ta 
Rauta 450 and aaeaasitata ralaoatian •t aur praaant raaidanea. Wa hara rasidad hara 
far arar twanty yaara and hava faund this laeatian rary aoeaaadating aapaeially 

aa wa hara a san wha haa baaa oanfinad ta a whaalchair sinea 1956.-pia hauaa ia 
auitabla far his eanditian and tha laeatian is naeaaaaxy far his anplaynaat in 
Washlngtan daa ta tha prajdoaty ta tha Baltway and Rauta 50. 

Wa faal that tha nunbar af paapla using tha dararlaaf fran ^50 ta 5&k 
wauld ba rary liaitadand thasa wha wauld ba gaing trrnm. ^50 ta 56^, priwtrily ta 
Saabraak, alraaefr hava Cartar Ava, and tha railraad avarpass which has just 

racantly baan ea^latad. Tharafar, wa raapactfully raquast that Altarnata Plan 
3 nat ba inplaaantad, 

Additianal oaananti 

My san wha was Injurad in a diving aeeidsnt haa baan a quadriplagio tinea 

1956* Ha is anly abla ta wark six haurs par day and raquiras an attaadant aight 

haurs a day ta prapara his far wark and ta raaain with kin during tha day. Any 

mara tina raquirad ta camnita ta waxit wauld sariausly japardita his ability ta 
hald his jab. Ha was tha Outstanding Bandicappad Baplayaa far tha Fadaral Gav- 

•rnaant far 1979 and wan caaaandatiana fraa Raprasantativa Oladjrs Spallaan. 
Sanatars Frank Church and Alan Cranataa and Prasidaat Jiaay Cartar. 

 Wa aavad ta aur praaant haaa bacausa af aur san'a handicap aftar raara • 
v-i 
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•f searching f«r a hra« aeeassibla t* hin and eur ace««panying n»eda. It is 

el«8« t« D»ct«r«s Hospital and •or fanily decUr In Or««nb«lt. 

At a tiae when emphasis sheuld be placed en nass transit and gerernaents 

are faced with Urge budgetary preblems ve 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 giren te leng ten 

residents ef the area vhe hare verked hard te japrere their preperty and neigh, 

ber heed. Our neighbers are alse leng tern residents ef their current hemes and 

have verked hard making their hemes and land pleasing te the eye altheugh this 

dees net shew up en a blueprint. We feel that Alternate Plan 3 neuld destrey 

the neighberheed ataesphere In this area and sheuld be deleted frem the stwfr. 

flU tUUu U •  fee MlU~L 

- * 

• 

• 

V-la     ,. ; ; ^7 



57 

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 
,v 5 

NAME: 

3 
PRINT 

COMBINED LOCATION/DESIGN PUBLIC HEARING || 

Maryland Route 450/564 Interchange 

Contract No. P 185-151-371 

Tuesday, May 20, 1980 

rt-E£ru/0~r>      To A/SS /O Sty -      ' 
PLEASE       ADDRESS:     &&>>*-      M rf2S Zt> A) ^7 

CITY/TOWNxt/cui    CA&nbttiJenKSZx    ^7JI ZIP CODE; 2o7<?4/ 

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

s*L****'*2£. y^m^. 

( J I am currently on the Mailing List. • 

L^Xl^Please 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. 

V-4 



QUESTIONS AND/OR COMMENTS 

COMBINED LOCATION/DESIGN PUBLIC HEARING 

Maryland Route 450/564 Interchange; 

Contract No. P 185-151-371 

Tuesday, May 20, 1980 

W>- 

NAME =  (S* eefonfr e. a gL.iV>€ie/? 

Jgj;E       ADDRESS:      <?3C%    VAJJ  &iJ(L&<J    g^: 

CITY/TOWN:      LAtJI+firtA STATE:      //b. ZIP CODE;   ^tfgg/ 

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

To     1^^    TU^Vr    .A-L-Tg<giLlA.-rii/g.    ^     »S     Mg^G-     Sc/i-T/HSLE       To 

(ZAUT&Z,       ISO     Afup      5^^, Ttl-g      Pg^VlStO/J      O^     f^g^X    TO 

feAsr   -tvg.MS    no   A^-Te^M/vrn/g    3     <s    uuNje-g-gss^we./.  

I  ) I am currently on the Mailing List. IT 
Lft,] Please add my/our  name(s)   to  the  Mailing  List. 

SHA 61.3-9-35 (Rev.   10/10/79) 
V-5 sr 
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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. 
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STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION 

QUESTIONS AND/OR COMMENTS 

COMBINED LOCATION/DESIGN PUBLIC HEARING 

Maryland Route 450/564 Interchange 

Contract No. P 185-151-371 

Tuesday, May 20, 1980 

v n/ 

• 

21 May 1980 

PLEASE 
PRINT 

NAME:  

ADDRESS: 

Mr«. Tlf. A. !.»•••• 

??3}|^ DnTurry AT«. 

CITY/TOWN i^iuia. STATE: Md. _ZIP CODE;   20801 

I/We wish to continent or inquire about the following aspects of this project. 
!•   W«uld it 1M posslfcU t« kar* UJO East as fotar luias until putiac tk« iMt«ri««tio» 

•f are«Bwo«d Lans (east of Wkitfi^ld Ckapsl)?   Maay ef ua aalc« left tunu •» 

Qraunrecd and traffic nev baaka up o* USO.    It would be irorsa if ttaraa lanas 

caiae aaat irara narsiag iata aaa batiraaa Wkitfieli Ckapal and QraaHrreai wkiak 

ia aatually * Tery ahart distaxtaa.    It is aat praatieal to drira ta Waahiagtaa 

Bird, ar Carter Ara. to sake tha laft. 

 2.    Tha fallQTriaa miaatiaa waa firat rala«d w mm, T? w^. 1<?7V **A ,,«w.^^ kr y^ut. 

— Offl— MtT.  26.  197^.     It if aat a quaatlaa ef almal^aa^na ^ WMUM.U Chapel 

 aalaa waat on lift) kit aaa of traffia flair galnr ta tha ri*kt *f «ar« wnH^»c t^T 

 a laft tura on Whitflald Ckapal.    If tha aaa pala aould ka ao-rod furthar f raa tha 

raad it nould ba poaaihla to haTa a aaaaad laaa at Ifaat ooiat.    It ia -vary  

fmatratiaa to tura aut af Graaawoad aad ait thi^n^h twa aad thraa light ahaagaa 

ta araan baaanaa af tha inahility ta Pass p^ra wa^-^i ^^ tha oppartuaity af 

"i^Ang ft laft tura aa THhitfiald Chapal.    Tha praoaaa^ pi«» win  aoiva that hat 

ia tha aaaatdaa what? 

1.    Far m ta aa UP ta Cartar Ara. a«d laft aa g6li ia furthor «a4 tara hattl«M«k« 

 art trfttr* - *"** aaiH^g a laft fraa Dubarrr ta Cartar and a laft froa Cartor ta 

g61i.    A liaht is daaparatalr aeadad at tha lattar. 

t       )  I  am currently on the Mailing List. W*8 addad at last night's hearing. lb 
LZZU Please add my/our name(s) to the Mailing Listr 

SHA 61.3-9-15   (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. 
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KENNETH   TODD 195* Coluabla P^uJl 
#70? 

V^. Washington D.C. 20009 

462 8660 

Hay 23, 1980 

Comments on the Maryland Routes 450/56* Interchamre st«d4»« «— -x^ v 
the Maryland Mat, Hi.hv.v ^^^e^.on^^r^^/^

nted ^ 

Intersection of Hd. 564 and Clprlano Road. The proposed north-eastbound 
roadway of Md. 564 and the loop from this Intersection to eastbound Kd. 450 
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 project is trying to eliminate 1/3 of a mile 
to the south-west. 

Intersection of Md. 450 and Whltfleld Chanel R^. With a radius of nearly 
500 ft., the curve joining south-eastbound Hd. 450 to north-eastbound 

A      14 u ftd!S^ed for speeds "e11 **  excess of 40 mph. It threatens to 
demolish 15 buildings or more, A curve designed for a sp«ed of f<i !?% m** 
would result in less harmful effects. P     25 or 30 ,nph 

Intersection of Md. 564 and Princess Garden Pajftway. Local residents have 

7   i     -? *?f PtS! J50111^ out that the Project would not relieve the bottleneck  A 
^ •)  at this intersection. The latest brochure lists "significant capacity     0 

improvements" here, but these are not apparent from the drawings supplied. 
Without such capacity improvement here and at the Beltway ranros, 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. 

1.) 

3.) 

^w" 

Federal regulations require the inclusion of TSM measures in the no-build 
alternative. It is regrettable that no TSM measures are proposed by SEA 
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 Whltfleld Chapel Road intersection 
through removals of the signals and by minor geometric improvements. 

2. An unsignallzed one-way system at Md. 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 Kd. 450 to give a 
less acute angle of entry. 

4. Geometric Improvements at the Beltway diamond interchange. 

.,? 
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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. 
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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 

Tuesday, May 20, 1980 

Cfr 

June   26,   1980 

• 

NAME       Dan  D.   Auriaemma .DATE. 
PLEASE 
PRINT ADDRESS      12421   Mellinq  Lane 

CITY/TOWN      Bowie .STATE m.  ZIP CODE  20715 

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

On a subject somewhat related to the above proier.t I wish to comment* aw 

——2Z[fi 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   retyped   copy  of   the  oriainaT   due   to  had  orinJ-) 

CH I am currently on the Mailing List. 

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

V-ll 
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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. 

V-12 
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VMt THE PRINCEVGEORGE'S COUNTY GOVERNMENT 
tl^'0/ Department of Public Works and Transportc-ior 

•*!*H^ Room 3090 (301)952-4150 

May 28, 1930 

Mr. Eugene T. Camponeschi ,• Chief 
Bureab of Project Planning 
Maryland department of Tnansoortatioi. 
State liignway Administratio:\' 
Box 717, 
Baltimore, Maryland 21203 

Re:    Maryland Route 450 
Cr:    Maryland Route 554 

(Contract No. P 185-101-271 Mary lane .-.cute 450/564 Intercnsr-s) 

Dear lir. Camponeschi: 

We have reviewed the Environmental Assessment for the prooosed inter--«»- 
at Maryland Routes 450 and 554, and attended the Public Heafing on Hay ^ li?r 

We feel that this Intercnange is very cadiy needed r.o relieve tr£----  • 
gestion and make this intersection safer for the travelina puMic     TnCr="=:--- 
to be only a minimal impact on tne enviromrsnt.    We support ^ne construe--n"- 
Alternate J2.    The additional  ramp construction shown 5lth AiJ-^w =" :; "-c

: 

warranted because of the greatly increasec cost.    These movements can'--- -v'- at Carter avenue. =<-i.-a tan -. ........ 

Thank you for the opportunity of conment^g on this imoonant proje; 

/ 

Vfifi' tru1y youps, 

VatibhnUE. BarTdoll 
Director 

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 
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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 
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THE PRINCE GEORGE'S COUNTY GOVERNMENT 

October 26, 1983 

Mr. M. S. Caltrider, Administrator 
State Highway Administration 
70? 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 proDect on 
October 28, 1983. We also understand that the SHA pro3ect planning 
team will be recommending a two-stage Transportation oyscems «anaye- 
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 recog.iizes 
?he need So upgrade both Annapolis Road (Maryland 450) and Lanham- 
Seve?n Road (dryland Route 564). Thus, we are concerned that when 
thill  highway improvements are undertaken, an at-grade intersection 
will not be adequate.  In this regard, the State's assumption that 
iiprovemen?s wUl not be needed (or provided) until after the year 
20l5 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 problem. 

This intersection is the juncture of two important State highways 
servina a qrowing corridor of this County.  Because a substantial 
IZln^of  deveiopmfnt is occurring in this corridor, it seems certain 
that Annapolis Road will need improvements in the reasonably near 
futureVaccommodate the rising traffic volume  S«vice levels on 
this highway are already low and getting worse daily.  Our concerns 
are reflected in the County's Highway Priority list, which places a 

County Administration Building — Upper Marlboro, Maryland 20S70 
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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 aware 
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 fty: 
westbound traffic on Annapolis Road. Traffic from Princd|pi 
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 Road to make a left turn onto west- 
bound Lanham-Severn Road 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 not 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-14a 
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Letter to Mr. M. 
Page 3- 

S. Caltrider 

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, 

/^ /f.J&^L 
Parris N. Glendening 
County Executive 

Attachment 

</U2~f 'tP&JL 
Frank P. Casula 
Chairman 

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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Maryiand Department of Transportation 
State Highway Administration 

NOV 2 1 1983 

Lowell K. BriaweU 
SKnar> 

M. S. Catthaer 
AdaiLittriu 

RE: Maryland Route 4 50 
(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 Government 
County Administration Building 
Upper Marlboro, Maryland 20870 

Dear Messrs. Glendening and Casula: 

pr 
Te 

The County's recommendations were 
Wilkinson, Jr. to the Project Planning 
Review the morning of October 28, 1985. 
of the Team was that your recommendations 
toward resolving the capacity restraints 
of Princess Garden Parkway at Maryland Ro 
merit is contingent upon the County's ult 
current traffic patterns associated with 
intersection should your alternate be ado 
Should your recommendations prove feasibl 
or public meeting may be required to achi 

esented by Mr. Lester J. 
am at the Administrative- 
The preliminary consensu; 
have considerable merit 

caused by the intersect::: 
ute 450.  However, this 
imate willingness to rev:. 
the Princess Garden Par}:-,/: 
pted by this Administrat:. 
e, another public hearing 
eve project approvals. 

• 

We will evaluate your recommendations and will advice vou o^ 
our findings in the near future. 

Very truly yours, 
Original i.^..^ oy 
MM Sa Caltrider 

M. S. Caltrider 
State Highway Administrator 

MSC.-bh 

cc: m. E. H. Meehan 
/lr. H. Kassoff 

/Mr. W. Schneider, Jr. 

My telephone number is     659-1111 
Teletypewriter lor Impaired Hearing or Speech 

383-7555 Baltnr.ore Metro - 56M451 O.C. Metro - 1-800-492-5062 Statewide Toll Free 
P.r  6ox --17 / 707 North Calvert St   Baiiimai, Maryiond 21203 - 0717 
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CITY of NEW CARROLLTON 
8511 LEGATION ROAD   •    NEW CARROLLTON. MARYLAND 20784 

November 10, 1983 

MAYOR 

JORDAN L.HARDING 

CITY COUNCIL 
ANDREW C.HANKO 

CHAIRMAN 

ROBERT M. POTTER 
VICE CHAIRMAN 

WILLIAM J. McEWEN 
MAYOR PROTEM 

ROBERT E. MARTINI 
COUNCILMAN 

JOHN J. TEMPLE 
COUNCILMAN 

CITY OFFICERS 

JOHN L. BRUNNER 
CITY ADMINISTRATOR 

R. JAMES BYRD 
CITY TREASURER 

JOHN R. FORAN. ESQ. 
CITY ATTORNEY 

PETER F. SHUPE 
GRANTS OFFICER 

MARY L. FLANAGAN 
ACCOUNTINO OFFICER 

CHARLES J.DEITZ 
PUBLIC WORKS DIRECTOR 

DONALD A. ROSS 
CHAIRMAN 

BOARD OF ELECTIONS 

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 
RouteJ)6A (Lanham-Severn Road) Intersection 

Dear Mr ider: 

Prince George's County recently submitted for your 
consideration a modification to a proposed "Transportation 
Systems Management (TSM) Alternated)" for the above inter- 
section. We encourage you to give this modification serious 
consideration. 

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 
Route 564, i 
roadways, ca 
proximity of 
service road 
evening rush 
weaving and 
tion at this 

you know, heavy traffic volumes on Route 450 and 
n addition to the different elevations of the two 
use this intersection to be substandard. Add the 
the Beltway, Princess Garden Parkway, and "McDonalds" 
and traffic backs up to beyond Riverdale Road during 

hours. The combination of high volumes of through, 
turning traffic justify the need for a grade separa- 
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. 

TAl-J fjw ,! 
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You will recall that we had many discussions about    ^ 
Annapolis Road while you were District Engineer, and the problem M 
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 

JLH/ACH:ec 

cc: Honorable 
Honorable 
Honorable 
Honorable 
Honorable 

L. iiarding 

Andrew C. Hanko 
Chairman 
City Council 

County Council 

Thomas P. O'Reilly 
David Bird 
Richard A. Palumbo 
Frank B. Pesci 
Parris N. Glendening 
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Maryland Department of Transportation r William K. Helliram 
Slate Highway Administration Swretary 

Hal Kassoff 
Admlnlttntor 

OCT    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: 

moo Fur^her 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 summarizine 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 Statewide Toll Free 
P.O. Box 717 / 707 North Calvert St., Baltimore, Maryland 21203 • 0717 
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The Honorable x-arris N. Glendening 
The Honorable Floyd E. Wilson r0,-     A  ,.., 

uCi  9 1984. 
Page Two 

The comments resulting 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. 
Trustees of the smaller shopping center along 
the south side of Lanham-Severn Road immediately 
east of Maryland Route 450 perceive severe impacts 
to 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 
mil- as.wellu

as the only alternate that can provide adequate 
vear 901 n^JfVS•-8- th? entire ProJect "ea through the design 
It l^i       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 Lans as adequate signing 
lr^TVJ'   fVT  a te£hni«l standpoint, the benefits in tefms Sf 
orderly planned growth and traffic service seem to outweigh the 
associated disadvantages. wui-weign tne 
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The Honorable Parris N. Glendening 
The Honorable Floyd E. Wilson, Jr. Q 1(.ft. 

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 
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THE PRINCE GEORGE'S COUNTY GOVERNMENT   # 

''HKYI.A^ 

December 5, 1984 

Mr. Hal Kassoff 
Administrator 
State Highway Administration 
P.O. 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.  In 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. 

STATS HWY AD» 

10 DEC 84 \0' "^ 

County Administration Building — Upper Marlboro, Maryland 20772 
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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, 

ilson, Jr. 
County Council 

£ ar^Ts N. Glendening 
County Executive 

r^rfcrt.-Vi 

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 CarrolIton 
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^^k.   Maryland Department ofTmnsportaWn 
State Highway Administration 

DEC 2 6 1984 

William K. Hellm* 
^tcntuy 

Hal Kaiuff 
Admlnlttntw 

n^^ 

KA 

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

The Hoftbrable Parris N.-Glendening 
County r?xecut ive 

The Honorable Floyd E. Wilson, Jr. 
Chairma'fi'. County Council 
The Prifccce George's County Government 
County Administration Building 
Upper M^lboro, Maryland 20772 

Dear Sirs: ' 

Thank you for your letter dated December 5, 1984 endorsing 
Modified Alternate 2 as the solution to the highway problem at the 
Maryland Route 450yMaryland Route 564 intersection. Tour 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. 

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

• 

Sin(gftAfen. SIGNED B 

HAL KASSOSi 
HK:mm Hal Kassoff 
cc:  Mr. Neil J.  Pedersen Administrator 

Mr, Michael Snyder 
Mr,, 

bcc: «^ar 
Gordon Dailey 

.   Louis  H.   Ege,   Jr. 
Mr .   Anthony M.   Capizzi oeo    iiti 

My tfllnphnna mimbar It      000-XJ.J.J. 

Teletypewriter lor Impaired Hearing or Speech 
383-7659 Baltimore Metro — V-19 — 1-800-492-S062 Statewide Toll Free 

P.O. Box 717 / 707 North CaWert St., Baltimore, Maryland 21203 • 0717 
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CITY of NEYV GARROLLTON 
8511 LEGATION ROAD   «    NEW CARROLLTON, MARYLAND 20784 

September 25, 1984 

MAYOR 

ANDREW C. HANKO 

CITY COUNCIL 

ROBERT E. MARTINI 
CHAIRMAN 

JOHN J. TEMPLE 
VICE CHAIRMAN 

ROBERT M. POTTER 
MAYOR PRO TEM 

ROSE MARIE HURDLE 
COUNCILWOMAN 

WILLIAM J. MCEWEN 
COUNCILMAN 

CITY OFFICERS 

JOHN L. BRUNNER 
CITY ADMINISTRATOR 

THOMAS A. PATTERSON 
CITY TREASURER 

JOHN R. FORAN. ESQ. 
CITY ATTORNEY 

EUGENIA V.CZUMAK 
CITY CLERK 

PETER F. SHUPE 
ORANTS OFFICER 

MARY L. FLANAGAN 
ACCOUNTING OFFICER 

CHARLES J, DIETZ 
PUBLIC WORKS DIRECTOR 

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: 

to a nrnnnloH1??^ Pr1n" Jeorge's County submitted a modification 
forth! 0!S£ .Transpoi:?at1on systems Management (TSM) Alternates" 
to al£ ?Mrmo^??Se^i0n' ^ we encou^ged the Administration to give this modification serious consideration. 

Aitpm^c•? ^""^"smodlfIcation accepted components of the TSM 
fiSTSXE^iJ" St^eS !• ^ and II and added a Qrade separation 
cert??n ?J5\,eaS?b0Und'    In additi°n> ^ Proposed to restrict certain left turning movements at Princess Garden Parkway. 

anH Rm.+o Jl/0? ^^S^* 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 

e^lce^ad' ^JlSS' *l!!*sl &tr(ien ParkwaJ, and "ScoSnald's 
IZnl• ».ti\ trafflc o^en backs up to Riverdale Road during 
anei?atpSSJh^U^S'    H^ever' recent interim improvements have     9 
alleviated that congestion somewhat. 

*^,*-       We wer? happy t0 learn that the County's suggested modi- 
conside?edath^^ and «*»**** ^aff.    We hav??JSfUl5 
S! EnliSnSl*!JT S suPPlemental studies, and, in particula?, 
August 6   1984       Assessment and the Pro^ct Status Report of 

'ATOI 

.SEPfcU 39 
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Mr. Hal Kassoff 
September 25, 1984 
Page Two 

mtrir+.A?   •   y concern for us became the Impact of severely 
restricted turning movements to and from Princess Garden Parkwav 
That concern prompted, in large part, the City Council to hold a' 
pubic hearing on the various alternatives that we?e DreLn?pH 
including the County's modification knoTa, -fcdffiedTSJSte 

Following that hearing, on September 5 thp rf+v rn„n^i 
ZTeltrT^nt^t "jl1*""*^ 2." witK^econdi^n^H^/0""017 

Sardln Ha?kwav? ** V••^• Annapoli. »naH at JSL^ 

rts ^ii^^tsrss&r th^o%cei1nt?^rrove- 
caullf^sub lanllaTS^3^ by P^'ecteSIncreases'^6 raffic 
the AnnanoHc S^1!1 d?velopment occurring now and planned for 
ridor     P 0ad corridor and also the Lanham-Severn Road cor- 

Road curre^v1!!^?^1^ 0f AnnaPol1s *<>** and Lanham-Severn waa currently operates at an unacceptable level of servir*   *** 
JlteKXiVJhK! Jha\Modified Alternated is ?he on y v a'ble 
precise tL?nLnJLfeen pr0I0le<i'   We ^"^ understand and ap-      ^ 

However   tho n„^~«+ar"«way wi 11 cause local businesses and residents 
nSm'only gTSrsr""10" ,S """"I"91"*, ""i In the fffiS?**- 

believe tMiVit Jl^u**?* '5 I!?1 t,,e J
perfect solution, but we 

SM jSr » cassis! o^« srss,** 
Thank you for the opportunity to comnent on this project. 

Sincerely, 

Andrew C. Hanko 

ACH/REM:ec t^rll' "^ 
cc:    Senator Thomas P. O'ReiflT C0UnCil 

Delegate David Bird 
Delegate Richard A. Palumbo 
Delegate Frank B. Pesci 
P.arris.lJJ. Glendening, County Executive 
James M. Her!, County Council member 
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Maryland Department of Transportation 
State Highway Administration 

RE: 

OCT 2 2 1984 

William K. Hellmann 
Secretary 

Hal Kassoff 
Administrator 

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 
traffic patterns. 
George's County rel 
traffic diverted to 
proposed improvemen 
Route 450 at Prince 
Modified Alternate 
struction. 

<P .   \ 
"*   Thank you  for 

the^evelopment  of 

concerns about pedestrian safety and changes in 
We intend to continue discussions with Prince 
ative to their responsibility to accommodate 
local residential streets as a result of the 

ts.  A pedestrian crosswalk across Maryland 
ss Garden Parkway will be included as part of 
2 if a decision is made to proceed with con- 

your continuing interest and participation in 
this important highway improvement. 

% 
ih 

HK:cms 

Sincerely, 

Original Signed By: 
HAL KASSOFF 

Hal  Kassoff 
Administrator 

cc:     Mr.   M.   Snyder 
My.   N.   J.   Pedersen 

vMr.   L.   H.   Ege,   Jr. 

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 Statewide Toll Free 
P.O. Box 717 / 707 North Calvert St., Baltimore, Maryland 21203 - 0717 
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PllA.NK B. PliSCI, Sn. 

LEGISLATIVE DISTRICT 22 

PRINCE GEORGE'S COUNTY 

ANNAPOLIS Ort-icc 

203.H MOUSE OFFICE DUILOING 

ANNAPOLIS AREA 041-3050 

WASHINGTON AREA 838-3053 

DISTRICT OITICE: 

0311 FREMONT PLACE 

NEW CARROLLTON. MARYLAND 20704 

(301) B77.042/t 

lifsi 

HOUSE OF DELEGATES 

ANNAPOLIS, MARYLAND 31401-1991 

COMMHTCE ON 

CONSTITUTIONAL ft AUMINISTIWIIVEi 

LEGISLATIVE ADVISORY COUNCIL 

SOUTHOIN KEGIONAL EDUCATION DOAKD 

Cl (AIRMAN 

JOINT riUDGET AND AUDIT 

COMMII'lli: 

October 2, 1984 

Mr. Hal Kassoff 
State Highway Administrator 
P. 0. Box 717 
707 North Calvert Street 
Baltimore, MD 21203-0717 

Dear Hal: 

I am in receipt of a copy of a letter dated  September 75 

ChiJrJnV;6^1^/';01" the May0r 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 ParkSay inter- 
section with MD 450 and MD 564. «j.jvway xnter 

I want you to know that I am in full agreement with the 
?orheSt? ?f ^t  letter-  Modified Alternate 2 is not the per- 
anS VhSlutt0n'^Ut I believe that it is viable, affmrdable? 
and the only alternative that holds the prospect of that 
an  SSI^SS operating at an acceptable level of service.  I 
do regret the inconveniences that restrictions on turnincr 
movements will cause local businesses and certain .r"S l< , ,, 

on^v ^PreSent-Slt?atl0n is acceptable to all and it will 
only get worse in the years to come. 

Since! 

<" 

ply, 

FRANK B. PESCI, SR. 
State Delegate 

FBP/blh 

iT.A'l'B IIWV f.m- i:ri     '|,|'(-   Honorable  Andrew c.   llanko 

u.:;r iv. 
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Maiyland Department of Transportation 
William K. Mollmann 

State Highway Administration Socrotarv 

Hal Kassoff 
Administrator 

OCX 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 

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

sj^.   Louis H. Ege, Jr. 

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 Statewide Toll Free 
P.O. Box 717 / 707 North Calvert St., Baltimore, Maryland 21203 - 0717 
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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: 



^ 

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 
fronting the intersection for geometric and turning improvements.  It 
has been proposed that traffic movements from Princess Garden Parkway 
be channelized into the Princess Garden Inn via curbing.  The intent 
is to assure that traffic 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 justify 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. 

V-24 



99 

Mr. Woodford D. Patton - 9115 Lanham-Severn Road - Inquired about^ne 
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 businessl 
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 #1. 
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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 #1. 

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 #1. 

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 #1. 

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 #1. 

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 #1. 

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 #1. 
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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 wherebyfflp 
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 
9637 CENTHAL AVENUE 
LARGO. MARYLAND 20772 
1301) 390-7300 

July 16, 1984 

Mr. Don Honeywell 
State Highway Administration 
P.O. Box 717 
707 North Calvert Street 
Baltimore. HD 21203 

Dear Mr. Honeywell: 

Enclosed you will find a list of those Individuals who attended the 
briefing on the proposed Improvements to Maryland Routes 450 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 Individuals in attendance were unanimous in their agreement that 
some kind of improvements were necessary.   The overwhelmlrtg 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 additional Information, please do not hesitate to call. 

Enclosure 

Pc«.o.\     F.   Oberle 

L«*4er   F. vMW-v'nsoo   St. 

JDav/'id Vv/. viqUace. 

"IN BUSINESS FOR 
voun •USINCSS- 

PRINCE GEORGE'S CHAMBER OF COfNERCE 
January 18, 1984 
450/564 Briefing 

Attendees 

James Rogers 
James U. Rogers t Associates 

Glenn Harrell 
O'Malley, Miles, McCarthy. Harrell t Levin 

Dick Charlton 
Ml Hard T. Charlton Company 

Tom Hendershot 
Hendershot, Koester, Worshtll & Hal ament 

•Barbara Goldsworth 
Jerry's Sub Shop 

*Lloyd W. Gelser 
Steuart Ford 

*Ronald W. Young 
Steuart Ford 

*J1m Monaw 
Lanham Auto Parts 

*Carl Smith 
"Ramada Hotel 

*M1ke Del Santo 
Coakley & Williams 

'Robert A. Crawley 
Crawley & Thomas.Insurance, Inc. 

•Michael Holllns 
Prospective Land Purchaser 

•Joseph Mori si 
Lanham Inn 

•Gary C. Andrzesewskl 
Duff's Smorgasbord 

•Robert Org 
Duff's Smorgasbord 

Frank Derro 
MNCP&PC 

Les Wilkinson 
MNCP&PC 

•Stan Terry 
Midas Muffler 

Samuel Beck, Jr. 
Fedco Systems, Inc. 

Robert Almond, Sr. 
Beltsvllle Agricultural Center 

Tim Mahoney 
Llnowes & Blocher 

Cleo Weaver 
Kenneth H. Michael Companies 

•Bob Hills 
Storch Developers 

•Frank Storck 
Storch Developers 

•Indicates business representative 
In Impacted area 

Other Individuals listed are members 
of the Chamber's Transportation 
Comnlttee 

^ 



STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION 
QUESTIONS AND/OR COMMENTS 

MARYLAND ROUTE 450 
(Annapolis Road) 

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

PROJECT STATUS REPORT 
AUGUST 6, 1984 

NAME    *//? t-^l/P<i   ALLErl   y. PA&T/M&Tert   nATP 
pi c » op 
PRINT        ADDRESS   600T MAVAl,    AVtT  

CITY/TOWN /-AfJHAM) STATE  M/> .ZIP canFas-taC 
I/We wish to comment or Inquire about the following aspects ol this project: 

U^&sC ^JZe^u^c^C   ^l^c^i^f 

-^t^f 
ZJZs-sd^x^ 

it- 
 IJI/-0   ^%^-v-v    i~*saAA^iA*^Li.  sin^^r-i*^-*-' su^riM- -**sHSL/l   ^4s 

d^-CflA  ^JjrUfJt   .^AsJviseJi   ^A    ^M/ly^J^[^JL.fl^J SS -tjtsnl* 

& 

<rfr\ 

AAsM/i. 

•Z//-^    ^yvl > jt tti^•^ sa&*«- AAAAJAU*/ AS^-IJAZ sv^iZo-iAA^fc 

CZD I am currently on the Mailing List. 

d3-Please ag^my^ouf name<s)> io the Mailing List. 

• 
^ 

^ Maryland Department ofTransportation 
Slalu Hi(|liw.iv Athiiiiiisliatitjii 

William K. Hellmtnn 
Sicolirv 

Hal KltiOll 
Adralmtltilet 

Seiitember \3, 19R4 

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

Mr. K Mrs. Allen V. I'art imn mi 
MHIS Naval Avunuu 
Uinham, Maryland 2(1706 

l>'!.ii Mr. k Mrs. Partimjtnn: 

Thank you for your riiciiiil response to distribution of uur Project 
.Status Report dated Aucjust 6, 1984. 

Your comments will be considored by the Project Planning Team in 
Lin: formulation of the recomuiondation for this project. 

Very truly yours, 

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

'•y    /C&eaZzti 
Projnct Manager 

l.lli::l)(;il:cmr. 

7^ 
Ui Ulsphom numbir U        65&-1136 

Telttypowrllot loc Impalrad Hairing ec Spnch 
38i765S Billlrmwo Molio - 66WM51 O.C. Mono - l-MCKMiOflJ Slllawlda Toll Fnai 

P.O. Sss ?! J J 70? Noflh C»hrM SI., Mllmort, Maiyund 21)03 • 0717 
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STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION 
QUESTIONS AND/OR COMMENTS 

MARYLAND ROUTE 4SO 
(Annapolis Road) 

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

PROJECT STATUS REPORT 
AUGUST 6, 1984 

NAME Robert A. Diemer -DATE. 

pp^*®E     AnnBFSS   5900 Princess Garden Parkway  (Lanham 30 aka Gould Bldg.) 

CITY/TOWN     Lanham. .STATE. Maryland       7IP r.anr:    20706 

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

The 450/Lanham Stn./Princess Gdn.  Pkwy./56ft / 195 intersecting areas are indeed  

PERPLEXING.    However,  in reviewing the respective proposal made me  feel that  1 had 

hct>»r   fall    tn   ynnr   a^^».o^•inn   t-n   a   ripuclnpinf)   aifnaHnr.   that   rtrmc   nn^    ippm   tn   havp   hppn 

taken into consideration: viz.: At present Princess Garden Parkway runs a.distance of 

a little over one mile— from 450 to Goodluck Road, however where Princess Gdn. Pkwy. ' 

mefitfi nnnrilnrtf Rd. there in  a hospital and nurainff hnmg hnth nf whirh nre adiacemt  

to a substantial nrpa nf varant lanrt npnn whirh thprp i•; plannprl.anH cdniilri Ingirally  

be used for high density office/cotrmercial/ and residential uses. Aroadway from-  

Greenbelt   Rd.    flninq   tn   Tinn'11'"*1'   "^ i°   nhnut    T/S   finichpH   nnw        Rpf-aiiQP   nf  npf-pggity  

fhor?    TT    1'f^^0   H»..Kt    ^r.   my   minH   that    tha   ^nnnanHnij   mart   Mill    ha    finirhoH   Mith'/fhn  

couple of years.  The most logical point of connection is where Princess Garden 

Parkway connects with Goodluck Rd. This means that the roadway from Greenbelt Rd to 

450 will be Princess Garden Parkway. The traffic will be extremely heavy and a greater 

dilemma will develop than exists there now. >*+ 
One way of resolving the problem could be to'Lanham-Sevem Rd. (564) meet with Cipriano 

Rd. andijmerge with 450 on the other side of the tracks. Thus, the Princess Get). Pkwy. 

would only intersect with 450. Conceiveably, the traffic solution would enjoy the improve-v«ji"C 

many years, more foresight would be given the significance of Princess Gdh. Pkwy. as e 

connecting corridor. I suspect that the cost of this approach would make it practable. 

C3 I am currently on the Mailing List. 

PJI Ploaae gdd my/our nam«(«) to the Mailing List. 
& .^7,^ ^'•^ 

MaiylandDepartmentolTiansportation 
MIIIL- HH|li*<)y AtlinimshalKMi 

William K. Hillmim 
Sicnliry 

Hal Kauoll 
AdinlalilrtIM 

September 13, 1984 

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

Mr. Robert A. Diumor 
5900 Princess Garden Parkway 
Lanham, Maryland 20706 

Ikiiir Mr.   uiuiiHiri 

Thank you Cor your recent responso to distribution of our Project 
Stains Koport dated Auijiisl. 6, 1984. 

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

Very truly yours, 

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

&--J£L 
Donald G. Honeyw£lT- 
Project Manager 7 

/tteO? 

l.ilK:l>GII:cniK 

I . 
My ttltptiont nunbu to        65&-1136 

Tttalypewcllor lot Impalrad Hoallnfl or SpMCtl 
363 7555 Oalllnwio Molro - MMMS1 O.C. Molls - HO0-4B2 6062 SMt«wld« loU f loo 

P.O. Bo» M» / 707 Nodh C«l»«1 61, Mljmott. Mwyuna 91201 • 0717 



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.   A  Mrs.   KgnnP-hh T.nr,» DATF     R/«AUi 

PmNTSE     ADDRESS   8Q2fr  Hntnn  Hill   T^ 

CiTY/TOWNLanhan STATE      HJ 

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

.ZIP CODE 20706 

if 
Ilk 

Everyone  in our area knows what Is  the great*** r.nn^wi„e 

cause to the congestion at th8 495(95) Intprrhanga at )l50. 
There should have been an Interchange built at »95(95) and 
Good Luck Road.    All drivers in New Carrollton make their 
way   10 Jfle it50 IHtaWtonga to travel northwest or aouth on  
1*95195) and all the drivers from oultildu  »m Hallway  that live 
on or near Good Luck Roafl rpust-travfil  Prlnress Garden Parlcway, 
Cipriano.  or Lanham Severn to enter 495(95) northwest or 
south.    Drivers from 495 South use the 450 interchange as a 
snort cut to Goddard(NASA)# ~ 

Your snliitlrai tn thp problem should bo to considej,  un and 
off ramps at Good Luck Road and 495(95).     Evervnnp  «„    
area would certainly be supportive of such a plan and we 
are almost certain that there would be heavy support from 

-Um majority 61 psapia H6w living in New Carrollton 

CD I am currently on the Ma!!!»s List. 

CD Please i ny/our nafne(s) to the Mailing List. 

• 

Maryland Department ofTransportatnn 
Stata Highway Admtniatration 

WHUa K. Hainua 

Septenber 13,  1984 

IE:    Cbotract No. P 185-101-371 
Uaiyland Route 450 
(Annapolis toad) 
Interchange at Maryland Route S64 
KM3 H>.   163002 

Ur. fc Urs. Kenneth Lane 
8024 Hilton Hill Drive 
Lanhan, Ifaiyland 20708 

Dear Mr. fc Mrs. Lane: 

dated'taSLrte/lSBr11' "**** response to ^strtbution of our Project Statis Report 

iteihJ^fJi?8^0? 'Jfjlnterdiange raqps- connecting Interstate toute 95 (Capital 
Beltway) with OxA Uick toad cannot be supported by the Project Planning TteaT 
Requests tor additional access points to the interstate system oust undergo review 
¥U£,?&J£ T?er ?' strt"Bent warrants ctesiBned to preserve the tree flow and 
!£»??     J      i,,*«niJ»ie systaa.     In this instance,  the warrants for type (Good Luck 
toad is not an arterial highway) and traffic carrying capacity of the ^load 
interdiange spacing, inclusion on approved master plans, previous approval of a 
tUSiTuS <^!D "XT'.?* e^id??oe 0' » compelling pifclic need.^uld not be 
satisfied     Ihe satisfaction of all warrants is ordinarily required to obtain 
approval by the Fbderal Highway Adninistraticn. "".mn 

Very truly yours, 

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

&-^l 

lHE:DCH:cnis 

Dunuld G. Uoncywol 
Project Itanager 

M| MtylMw iiaktr h_ 659-U36 

3BS.75SS Mtlmr. Malm - 6SM4S1 0.C MMID - 1«»4«2-50U Staiawld. Toil FrM 
P.O. Boa 71? (70? North Cainn St, SaJjiinsfs. Ster^na a«a0S • 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 

NAME Qt. /h. P.'dc'fZacizr.s n»TP PAJ< /ff<f 

PLEASE     .____«.„ 
PRINT ADDRESS 6f/f tt*tHL<&/<C &i>x.r 

CITY/TOWN &4Mh4*0 STATF        /Jin 7IP   ROnp l*>70<- 

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

k**- <V^L^ /C/^t. fa fiuuL^ At*, fffots- iA*-tA   gr-^a/- 

CD I am currently on the Mailing List. 

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

Maryland Department of Transportation 
Slate Hin'may Ailininisliation 

William K. Hellmiim 
Slcritlry 

Hal KattoH 
Admlnittralor 

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. DeKobertis 
6515 Greenfield Court 
Lanham, Maryland 20706 

Duar Or. DoKobertis: 

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 

Donald G. Hofrgy&el 
Project Manager 

LHK:DGH:cms 

My taloptioiw nurabii li        6S9-1136 
Tatotypowrltor lo< Impaired Hurlng or Spotch 

383-7US Balllnxxo Malro — 96MMS1 O.C. Malro — l-80tM92 5062 Slalawlda Toll Fiae 
P.O. Bo« 7171 707 Noilh Calvait St.. Balllmoia. MaryUM 21209 • 0717 
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STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION 
QUESTIONS AND/OR COMMENTS 

MARYLAND ROUTE 4 SO 
(Annapolis Road) 

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

PROJECT STATUS REPORT 
AUGUST 6, 1984 

NAME     (3f\hY\el JkaiJ, Ofly\pL>M hiTprw 9.1^ 

^fN
A
T

SE     ADDRESS_S£32_2^1^C  

CITY/TOWN Pr,\o CR1!£.nl1L(iV STATE ynflfiyl.tiud,   ZIP COOF !2O7W 

l/We wish to comment or Inquire about the following aspects ol this project: 

 Vnn, - jrie^P ~7lie.   Pe.n Lj^c> -&*** prt^p ^er 
taill  'Ti',    I/oT-ft   7t,e   nfX   L|C^   MV-I

1
   ^h-^S^tg r>tlq^> 

-T/f.  ,' ^ r*. i ppiAt^A  gA . ^FT fr^/j  n,uA niciflur^ V-^  

kreo p    <rrnrntirrr>t-T.jii-iu  V-i^Kt" f*.M\y -) ^P   (MA    UfTft kv-i * it lab <4cyf 
IJ*\\\    jpe    M /w.^^c.N ^Ltolirv^. TUr WuJ   L| fro   r> en*,*. Tli#» o\'^ 

oVNActo-toM-'Tft (1 liprVflHQ yAv 
• ^r> G&MMenJfe T*~\ 1 

(3oo<i TOP:^',. 

d] I am currently on the Mailing List. 

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

MarylaiH] Department of Transportation 
Stale Hi;|liwiiy Atliuinislrdltoii 

Wllllim K. Hillmam 
Sicfitini 

Hal Kassoll 
AdroinlsUlUt 

Septenber 18,  1984 

Mi;    Contract lb. V 18&-101-371 
tlaryland Route 450 
(Annapolis Hsad) 
InterdiaiiBt.' at Uiryland Itxili' 564 
PDJB No.   163002 

Mi'.   ltJ)riol   I.  UaiHi)Lll 
ri!):i:i mill Avuiun 
Nuw Oirmllton,  Muryinnd 20784 

11.•ill- Mr.   (5iJii|i«'l I : 

'lliajik y(« lor your recent rc.s|)iiiise to distribution of om- Project  Status 
lt:|i>rL diacd August 6,   1084.     Y<»i li;ivi: ixirmclly  interpreted |)TO|used Mxlified 
Allcniiiti! 2. 

Your suggestion Jbr realiujinicjit of Maryland Haute 450 was previously con- 
KitknYKl In oinooptua]   lorrn liy tl«! Pm.locl Pliuining Team.    Hoivfiver.  tht- Rtvmetric 
:uul I ral'l'ic uperutiuuil pivbluits nssnujntud with that concept  ruaulted in its 
ili.siiii>»al   from further cnnsidumt inn. 

'Ilnuik yuu  for Kii|i|«ii1. of this iiii|iii-|.iu)l  highway improvemc5)t. 

Very truly yours, 

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

<&&%? 
Project Manager 

lllK:l(li;uiK 

My tilipliona Piimbir U_ 653-1136 
Tololypowilior fcx Impaiiad Hearing or Sposch 

303 7555 Uolllniom Mono - • 6050451 O.C Mollo — I SOO-492 50(2 SUItwIDa Toll fu 
P O Bo> 71? / 707 Nonh Calvort 61.. BolUmoto, MaryltnO 21201 • 0717 



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 

PLEASE 
PRINT 

DATE- y/y/yy 

CITY/TOWN yS^vuA, a-v^*-^ .STATE Vnb .ZIP RnnF &O706> 

l/Wa wish to comment or Inquire about the lollowlng aspects of this project: 

£ 

^J2. 

L-^ _-C<T-iiO   fcu      Y\Cir*-a-K-  ££>**-*— 

*U±LJL 
P^L^^ 

i^ T 
.^. /4t>*at~Hirfs

a~£-t;HCt>£*~l 

t,*~Jl 

. _-<Cc-0   ^LSl*   li   l'*t4Zt*4M 

CD I am'currently on the Mailing List 
}u>-jL~^nSj-^»-fcj gZZ^. 

G3-'Plea»e add my/our nameC.) to the Mailing tlst.^y^;^,^ ^^^^-» J. rl«- 

/ 

p Msiyland Department of Tiansportation 
Suit Highway Ailnilnislration 

William K. Hillmim 
SiuiUfy 

Hal Kisttll 
AdmlaltlraUf 

Septenber 19, 1984 

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

Mr.  & Mrs. Dvight M. Snyder 
6504 Greenfield Court 
Uuiham, Maryland 20706 

Dour Mr. & Mrs. Snyder: 

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

With Ibdified Alternate 2, motorists exiting 1-95 and destined to Cipriano 
li>ad will be benefited by having a greater length in which to select their 
ti-.ivol lane and they CJUI proceed straight (no left turn) onto Cipriano Road. 

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

Your comnents will be considered by the Project Planning Team in the 
fomilution of the recaimendation for this project. 

Very truly yours, 

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

lJlli:nai:ans 

cc:    Mr.  M. Shakib       (w/encl.) 

HoneywQ 
Project Manager 

My lilapHoot iiiabw h    65B-1136 
TXtlnxwtUM loc Impdrtd Htwlng or Spoch 

383-769$ Bdllnnt* Mttro - 665^51 B.C. Mtlro — t-tOCMK-SOU StttrxM* Toll Frn 
P.O. Boi 717 / 707 Nonh Calvtft St.. Bslllmoto. MwyMnd J120J • 0717 
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STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION 
QUESTIONS AND/OR COMMENTS 

MARYLAND ROUTE 4SO - 
(Annapolis Road) 

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

PROJECT STATUS REPORT 
AUGUST 6, 1984 

NAME     Rnherr A. Cravlgy    iir. Crawlev & Thomas InsuranoaTP   August 9.   1984 

PR?NTE    ADDRESS 59QQ PrlnrRfis Garden farlwaT '.  

CITY/TOWN    Unham STATE     HP .ZIP r.onr  20706 

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

1.     I vould suggest with the upgrading of RQU££. 164 r*"^    » Rirfpualfc be_ 
built   along   the   north  side   between  the   Pleasant   Lanham   Inn  up   to   the 

itrnpncort Rprt Rnnf  Tnn ar  Clprlann Rnad.   

2. I    vnnlrl    RiipppRfr    t-hat-    t-rafflr    gHgnalft    tio    pi argH—at—thp    HPW    IntlTyprtl OH 
at Clpriano Road and Route 564. 

3.  Since our firm Is located In the Gould Building, we do rely on clients 
cooing to us.  I would suggest that some type of signing be put together 
 that would inAirnre    hem   a pprann ran gat- to—tha—Gould—Ruildinfl ,—tiw- 

Ramada Inn, and possibly Stewart Ford.  The signing would be at the 
 point whore 56fi would go te the right and under <50i • •  

& I am currently on the Mailing List. 

CD Please, e^^d my/our name(s) to the Mailing List. 

Maiytand Department of Transportation 
Stale Hiyliway AtlimmsHMlKm 

William K. Hallmim 
SictlUry 

Hal Kauotl 
Admlnltlntw 

September 13, 1984 

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

Mr.   Robert   A.   Crawley 
crawley  U   Thomas   Insurance 
S'lOO   Princess  Garden   Parkway 
Uiiilijin,   Miiryliinil   :!l)7()b 

Uuar  Mr.   Crawley: 

Thank   you   for   your   reconl    rosponsu   to  distribution   of   our   Proiect 
KKitus   Report   dated  August   6,    1984. 

Your  comments   will   bo   cnnr.irtered   by   the   Project   Planninr,  Team   in 
l In.1   rnrmtiliitton  "I    the   rccmiimnnriat ion   tor   this   project. 

Very   truly  yours, 

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

by: c. ?, 
Donald G. Honeywe 
Project Manager 

l.lll-J: IKill: cms 

*1 Ulipiunt Rumbu li      659-1136 
TalMrpMifltn lot Impalrwl H.«rlng o> S(»och 

jai-7665 Balllmoie Mllfo - (SMMSl ttC. M«ln> - 1400482 3082 SllUwIda Toll ff.^ 
P.O. Box 717 / 707 Nwlh Cahwn SI.. Wllmoo. MtfyMnd 21203 - 0717 
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5915    89th   Ave. 
Hew Carrollton, Maryland 207^4 
August 9th, 1984 

Mr. Nail J. Pederoen 
Office of Planning & Preliminary Engineering 
Maryland Department of Transportation 
State Highway Administration 
707 North Calvert St. 
Baltimore, Maryland 21203 

Dear Mr. Pederaen, 

With reference to your PIWS No. 163002, contract No. 
P 185-101-371, please allow me to furnish the following 
comments; 

I've been living Just off Princess Garden Parkway for 
27 years.    During that time, the  state has turned this 
residential area into a glittering business plaza.    First, 
came Steuart Motor Co. to  load up the  intersection now in 
question.    Quickly there followed the Ramada Inn, the Gould 
office building and now a seven-eleven.    Now you tell us the 
intersectio is too busy and is accident  prone.    I wonder why?? 
When you people approve, businesses moving Into residential 
areas don't you ever think of the impact on people who have 
lived there for years & years.    Any intelligent person wfauld 
be able to visualize a very real possibility of traffic 
problems when so much business was added to a residential 
street. 

What  street do you propose to use to route traffic 
back to princess garden parkway?    There are only two available. 
Spring Street & Hickory Hill Ave.    Neither are suited to 
such a task and even nor* accidents will likely happen. 

Tou've recently finished a two lane left turn off of 
450 into  Princess Garden Parkway.    It seems to work well. 
Why not spend your money somewhere else,  like Kenilworth 
Ave. in Rlverdale.    It needs repaving before it shakes my 
new car to pieces* 

Maiyland Department of Transportation 
State Highway AtlminislrtilMm 

William X. Hellmim 
Sicriunr 

Hll KJIIOII 

Admlnlilntof 

Sincerely, 

?M~+-fi{p~~- 
Thomas F. Avery 

Soptember 13, 19R4 

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

Mr. Thomas P. Avery 
5915 89th Avonur; 
Now Carrollton, Maryland 207U4 

Dear Mr. Avery: 

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

Your coinmentfi will he 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 

"y: -J^<**a&€r' Vuegf 
Donald G. Honeywell 
Project Manager . 

l.llli:l)GII:cms 

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 some traffic to be diverted onto the local streets connecting 
Ciprlano 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 impact on these streets 
initially, but they would be considered for future improvements. 

My tilophona numbw h       6S&-1I36 
Tolilypowrllo! lot Impaired Htulnp w Sp«Kli 

3837H5 DMIItnon Malta - SOMMSl D.C. Motto — l-etXMW 5002 SUKwId* Toll Frea 
P.O. Dot JI71 707 Notlh CMvcfl SI., Balllmort. MaiyUnd 21203 • 0717 



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 Miry Ann* Frland niTF   8/10/8» 

PmNTSE    ADDRFSS    581A 89th AT«nn. 

CITY/TOWN "ent Ctrrollton RTATF Maryland .ZIP  CODE_2fla4_ 

< 
I 

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

 If you would lPTeatlgtt» what othw cltl«« h«T» done to allwrlate riMlar 

 probloms It would be profitable to «U,. (I.e.) SashTllle, T»nn»«see and  

 Pittsburgh, PennaylTanla, hrr* constructed oT«rp«s»«g feallad "tnhon'^  

 OT«r conjostcd Intersactlons such as the aboT»-cltad.  

. Joat widening the exlstlnn roadicays wlll/h»lp because Tom still h«T«  

 slg streans cf traffic fimn«HnT Into on. .pnt. .  Th. .w... •"»-TI -fiH allow 

free-flow of at least three streaas.       •   

I I • am currently on the Mailing List. 

CD Pleasei ^my/our name(s) to the Mailing List. 

Maryland Department of Transportation 
Slate Highway AUmimstiatioii 

Wllliim K. Hallminn 
SicrlUll 

Hal KatsoH 
Adnlmiuitw 

September 13, 1984 

Contract No. P 185-101-371 
Maryland Route 4 50 
(Annapolis Road) 
Interchange at Maryland Route 564 
POMS No. 163002 

Ms. Mary Anne Friend 
5814 89th Avenue 
New Carroll ton, Maryland 207114 

Dear Ms. Kriewt: 

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

Kour 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 

Donald G. Honeywel 
Project Manager 

«M^ 

Lllt;:DGH;cms 

-?Hr5—''-m j f 
Ml lalapbona aumbir la       659-1136 

Tatalypowrttor tor Impalrad HaarlnQ or Spaach ' 
3U75U Balllmo.il Metro - SfcWMSI O.C. Matro - 1«I(MK-MM EMIaoldt Toll Flee I 

P.O. Bon 7|> 170/ Norih Calvart Su Balilmora, Manrund 21203 - 0717 



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 4.  & Mary A.  Webster ntTP  8/11/84 

PLEASE 
PRINT ADDRESS. 8908 Hickory Hill Avenue 

CITY/TOWN. 
Lanham .STATE. 

MD .ZIP CODE- 
20706 

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

We are  concerned about the impace of the proposed traffic pattern 

three residential  streets:  Hickory Hill  Avenue  (where we live.l jjn 

l 

oo 

Spring Avenue, and Magnolia Street.  The proposed traffic pattern 

would lead to a greatly incteased traffic floyi between Cipriano 

Road and Princess Garden Parkway on at least one and probably 

all of these streets.  If this should m.  occur we believe that 

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

at the intersections and Ideally the sxfcg 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 exchanging one 

dangerous intersection for three dangerous streets.  

C33 I am currently on the Mailing List. 

I—I Please add my/our nama(s) to the Mailing List. 

¥^*L Maryland Department of Tmnsportation 
Stale Hiytiwiiy Atiiiuiiiklitilinii 

Wllliim K. Hillmam 
Sactitiry 

Hal Kaisotl 
Admlniitritoi 

September 13, 19B4 

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

Mr. & Mrs. William J. Webster 
1)908 Hickory Hill Avenue 
l.anham, Marylcind 20706 

Hear Mr. h  Mrs. Webster: 

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

Your comments will be considered by the Project Planning Team in 
tin; formulation of tho rocommnmiation for this project. 

Very truly yours, 

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

bVr~ 
Donald G. Honeywe 
Project Manager 

^f 

l,IIK:l)r,H:cras 

Mf liiephont nurnbu ii       6S&-1136 
T«lolyp«wrlior foe Impairvd Htwlng or Spttcft 

983-7555 Bolllmon Motfo - 565-0451 O.C. Mtlio - 1400-4825062 Slugwtm Toll Fiee 
P.O. Bo» 1\11 707 Norlh Calmn St.. Baltimore. Mvyltnn 21203 • 0717 

^ 

^ 



J^TI r 
S1«TE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRnTION 
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 

#U« 

o      See   SHA  response   on   following   page. 

NAME 
ALVWi O.   CONLEY TRUST UNDER HILL,   OWNER 
LANHAM SHOPPING CENTER 

Pi p*ac                           C/0 clleaaPea''e National Bank 
PRINT ADDRESS   *•  O-  Bo» 1419  

DATP       8/13/84 

CITY/TOWN     KilmatnocX, STATF    Virginia y.p  conF    22482 

I/We wlah to commenl or Inquire about the following aspects of this project: 

 ""' the 0wners °f the """^ SHOPPING CENTER. Lanhan,. Maryland, l^tgrt at- M,. Hnn^^^ 

of Maryland Routes 450 and 564. are greatly concerned about the adverse effect that thr- 

modified Alternate 2  Plan will have on the usefulness and value nf .•„<« l.nH   K„K.„  rr|V 

estate is d...,icribo.l ,m .01697 acros, more or loss, iim-ovod with Shn.„,i„., «„,. ,T ,=..,„•  - 

ings and Known as Parcel No. 55 at Grid B-3 on Prince Georges County. MD ta* Map No. 44 and. 

further, in Liber 4867 at Polio 625 of the land records.  Our specific comments and obie.tinn 

to the proposed rerouting of the roads and traffic pattern are as fniinw..  

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

QJ It is estimated that the six stores and ^hon tenants of Lanharo Shopping Center would los 

at least 50% of thalr customers because of th« difficult access situation planned. 

(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 businesses there. 

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

tino, but we feel that the damage would be devastating.  We strongly urge the state 

 ^ghway Administration to review their options and propose other alternatives which 

would not dt-strov the value of this real estate parcel. 

Biaav, f?e—.,^/. &-. 
Hrs. Alma H. Conley Dixcrfi, Co-Trustee 

SIGNED: 
^3 ' •ni currently on the Mailing List. Thomas B.  Denegre, VJr.t' 

CH Please add my/our naine(s) to the Mailing List. 

Sr.  Vice Pres.  c Trust o 
Chesaoealce National  Bank.   Co-Trn^fo. 
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Maryland Department of Transportation 
Suit; Hi{ftiw;iy Ailiniiiisiiahuli 

William K. Hillmim 
tinitiri 

Hll XlltlH 
AdninUlnlfr bepLaiber i'J,   lay-1 

HE:    Ccntract No.  P 185-101-371 
llaryland Route 450 
(Annapolis ftjud) 
Interchange at Uar^'land Ibute 564 

. PUB lb.   163002 

/u.vflii o. CCNUW rniBT pnoPERTY 
H/IV Item No. 67757 

Mi*.   Ahiti II. Cbnley Dixon ' 
Mr. 'Iliumts B.  Dsnegre, Jr. 
(hi's:i|iuuke National Bank 
I',  l). Ilox 1419 
Ki liiEiniiK:k,   Vi 1*^1111 a 2U-1K^ 

IL-iii- Uiy.  Dixon and 111-.  Denegre: 

lluuik you for your iV!s|x»iso dalod Augusl  J3,   19Bi to distribution of our Project 
SI al us Iteixirt dated Aupist 6,  1U84.    You have perceived the effects of Jbdified 
Allcmute 2 as particularly udvcrxo to the Lanham Shopping Center (9005 thi-u 9039 
liiiilKun Kovum llrxul) iuid ii.f|iii»l<nl mr mviiiw of options with I he- purposi' nf discover- 
ing mm- bunoficiul ullomuUiK.    Hxliliud Alternate 2 requires no right-of-way 
iiuiuisition  fixjiii the shopping txnitei,  ullhougl) seme entrance chnnnelizaiion would 
Ui  iviiuired by our liiuxan of Knginu:i'ing Access Permits as part of our construction 
imi.ji'ci . 

Mi>^.   AhiEi II.   Utnl.oy UiMMi 
III-, 'lliureis B.  Iteiiugiv,  Jr. 
Sepltflil>er 19,  1984 

I'-.igu- 'Win 

Humlil you dosiu: In tli.siniss this IIEII ter  further,   please contact  Hi',   fbnald 
(1.  lliiiwywcll,   the l>ru.jKc.l   HuiugHr, wluisc leleitione nunber is 301-659-1136. 

Very inily yours, 

Noil •!.  Pedei'sen,   nirector 
01 lice of Planning and 
Preliminary Engineering 

HII>:UIH 
I'JucltKllll: 

Mi-. U. Snyder 
Mr. V. J.   Krai 
Mr. I.. II.   Irfce,  Jr. 
Mr. C. li.   Ikise 

Yixir opixisitioii to Kbdilied Allcmute 2 is based upon the proposed traffic 
pat Icni and the convci»ion of existing Maryland Route 564 to one-way westbound 
I nil lie: al. your sliopping oonlor.     Vim. mity huw ovorlooked the pinposetl inrouttng 
ni I'iiNlliiMiitl l.i-.ifliu dosliiiuti for I'I'IIIOUKS Gui-den Puiltway past your shopping 
inili'i.    (Ploaso set- Pni.iecl Status li:|X>n, Cases 1 and 3.)    This feature of Ibdi- 
I iiil Alli-niiite 2,  together with the mliof of study area congestion attributable 
In |ii'ii|>isi*l  iinimwd highway i:a|im:ily,  limy inilig:iLo possible 1<KS of pal ninago due 
In Hie lanivt.'iMion of UtryJiutd ItxiLo r/Vl to one-way traffic. 

During the camrsc- of thi: Projoci  Pliuining study, a nmtjer of options have been 
ttevelniAKl.    All-oniiUr » (set: affaiiiiHl hiiHiitiiYi),  ptwiously pnifonud by the Project 
I'l.iiiniiii; 'll.'iun, would have aoiuimil Uie mtiu? sliopping cimter,  as would Alternate 3. 
Anolhrr option,   flu* Tr.in.siairl.uliou Sysl.iiiK ttuia^mvxif  ('ISM) Allomulc would have 
iitiiul aiuetl two-way  I rail it: alimg I lie shoaling conter, hut the insulting intersection 
emiKiid ion wmild liavi'  iiii|ii»;iHl a negal ive iKxinetnic imiiacl on Ihc (^nl im slud>' area. 
Nil ulhei* all.enial i ws have pnivisi  ftv.Lsiblu. 

My tilopboni nirnibu b     659-1110 
Tololypowritor lor Impaired Hearing or Speed) 

Ml7514 Uolllmom Motto - 505 0451 DC Metro — 1 KXHB2.50M Stalewlde Toll Free 
PO Doi 7171 707 North Calvorl St.. Baltimore. Maryiano 21203 - 0717 

9^ 



KENNETH    TODD 

Th» Stata Hlgbwv Adnlnlstntlon 
Offlo* of ninning and 

Prellmtoaxy Biglneerlng 
P.O. Box 717 
Baltlaoxa, M.  21203-0717 

ISM Colombli Hold. N.W. 
Suitt 707 
Wi.hluglon. DC 200O9 

(202) 4B2-<eao 

August Ik,  1984 

Oouianta os ths Project Status Report of August 6, 19&'t> on 
Oontxact Ho. F 165 -101-371, Interchanga at Haiyland Bouts 4^0 
and Routs 564. 

< 
I 

See SHA response on the following page, 

In mj oral stateaents at ths public hearings on Novenber 21, 
1978, and Hajr 20, 1960, as wall as In ay letters of November 24, 
1978, and Mar 23, 1930, I pointed out that ths relief of congestion 
could bs achieved with Isss adverse impact by aesns of Intersection 
designs thai; Increased the capacity of congested intersections but 
did not require additional lanes along the entire length of a road 
or a uldenlng of the bridge over the Axtrak line. Such designs 
would require a Binixal amount of new construction. 

It appears that the State Highway Administration has not fully 
explored and evaluated such an alternative, and its impact as 
compared to the preferred alternative. 

To proceed with the preferred alternative without a full evalu- 
ation of an alternative that added capacity to congested inter- 
sections but required only a «'<n<"-'1 amount of road widening and 
new construction would bs a violation of Maryland State law (Trans- 
portation Code 8-IO2) and of Federal regulations (40 CFR I5OO-I508;• 
and 23 CFS 795). 

Kenneth Todd 

/ 

Q* 

A 
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CO 

[YJ^>   Maiytand Department onhnsportaaon 
Stale Highway Admlniatralion 

• K. H 

tWKMMfl 
Septentier 13,   1984 

HE:    Cbntract No. P 185-101-371 
Uaryland ftxite 450 
(Annapolis Road) 
Interchange at Maryland toute 564 
PEMS NQ.  163002 

Ur. Kenneth Todd 
1954 Colurfala Ibad, N.W. 
Suite 707 
Washington, DC 20000 

Dear Ur. Tbdd: 

„., i^n.yS? 50r S?Ur letter dated *UB*st 14'  1984 ^ response to distribution of 
TZS^V* *f "L?1"^ ^ i,U8USt 6' 19M-    you ^^ ^i*^ that this Atainis- 
CZ ^?2 ^Sr^seXPl0rBd leSSer "^ •l*«*1'- - -l^- ^ State 

The Annotated Cbde of Uaryland, Transportation, 8-102, to which you refer 
J^rea^?rtai?.<1?ten,,lnatlon8 P**0* to P»«=eeding to the final project planning 
S2?iwi^ta fT1^?"8 ?naCted July ^  1981-    *• ^ note ln V""- lette?, the 
^^„i0^LQ?^1SU?U^1C

1
heafinBwf2r thl8 '>roJect «» "".hKAed May 20,  1980, indicating that final project planning had reached a significant cfegree of odnle- 

totbiS   Jx0ecraCtma,t 0f the Statute-    ^erefore. this statute is not Bpplic^>le 

M^     ^vl ^   'S^,,^?We?aX*D• tbe aB,to 0f 1,Meral ltoBUlatloas by Uecentoer 31. 19m.    However, this Adninistration continues to IbUow developnental procedures 
?£,^?!lJ!LriiSUlt ?f ^ prl0r reeul^^n-    Ihese procedures have been utilized in the developnent of all alternates for this project. 

H-.J^T 5^!lr*ay deveJ0I,Dfnt processes are structured to achieve oonpliance with the 
NationalEhvirorra^tal Policy Act and associated Ftederal statutes and regulations 
SfSSSL1?!40 P* i^i508-    ^ ,BBder,d HlBlHay Adninistration is i!£n*en^d on 
WliJTo?^^ "* *?? f0r "J18 P^e^-    •«"«» "Sency is chafed with Se responsi- 
^^1 L^!^^00^£lli,n0e

<
O, 'aMfe*•l-»11 "Ehway projects with all pertiSart ifederal regulations.    We are in oonpliance with thene regulathms. 

Subsequait to the public hearing, we explored a two stagu Transmrtation SvsteoB 
S^^i^ ^mate "^hnizing the use of existing rS.ays.    mStlS^S^ 
Sf wI^

tl.ffryland.?^tel45e ^ "* ,u,d replaced the deteriorating bridge ove? 
• ^-I^1,!ay-    "though this alternate exhibited the least cost, the disadvan- 
tages outweighed the cost savings.    The disadvantages included retention of the 

Mr. Kenneth Ibdd 
September 13,  1984 

2 

problematic Maryland Itoute 450/564 intersection and the Uaryland ftxite 450/Princess 
Garden Paritway intersection.    The latter intersection was forecasted to have reached 
capacity operating conditions prior to tbe design year.    These constraints were per- 
ceived by Pririoe George's Cbunty as a threat to orderly planned growth to the east 
of the study area.    This alternate is available for review in my office in Baltinore. 

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

Very truly yours, 

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

Ebnald G. Honeywi 
Project Manager 

^^ 

IUE:Dai:ccB 

Mr MqHtM* Mnkw h     658-1136 
-v• *.,.,  Ta(«t)rp.wrM« lo. knp^fad HMrlnf or SOMM 
M>7»M Wlknor. MMn> - 5»<m, O.C. MMn. - 1-MMtt«W StMnM. Trtl F». 

r.O. to. 1171 JOT Noilh CMvM tl, •tllknon. MvylaM 11203 - WIT 
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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 

PLEASE 
PRINT ADDRESS 

CITY/TOWN L*bk a.v^V .STATE. M^ .ZIP  CODE ao7o6 
l/We wish to comment or Inquire about the following aspects ol this proiect: 

dprt'tt.vso ^J... is   innr*    ro,^ft.iplv oT CQ|rrVi*K^ p. 

t dl 
•ft 

ip^T   Par 

ryi^«i 

± Ocl\< 

,1- 

^r^. 

ir*v^e> Ata-Ve-I y   Q-f 4e y   tUe,   4-^ryv    g^A   ^Jg.  L^V^ 

U)e    -Teg I    tU^-f   ji   ootAU   Le   vooftL   kcvi^ 

tsM 
tUtvk 

& am currently on the Mailing ul      ^^ ^^ 
I    I Pleaa^^dd my/our name(s) to the Mailing List. 

k^fe Maryland Department of Tiansportatm 
Slulu Hiyliway Ailininistidtiuii 

William K. Hellmim 
Sicnlli) 

Hil Kattolt 
Aifmlnituaiu 

September 13, 19B4 

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

' PUMS No. 163002 

Mr. i   Mrs. George Reggettz 
6160 Princess Ganlen Parkway 
Uinham, Maryland S.filuh 

Dear Mr. (,   Mrs. Rccjgettz: 

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

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

Very truly yours, 

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

Donald G. HoneywelV- 
Project Manager 

l.lit:: OGH: cms 

^ 

My Mapboni sumbn U_ 659-1136 
Telalypewrllor to< ImpaUsd Htwlne of 8p««ch 

Xa-im emilmoio Molw - 6650451 O.C. Mttio — l-SOMM 5083 8MI»wld> ToU Fr« 
P.O. 8o» 717 / 707 Noctti Ctvtn Si., BdlknMt. Mvyland 11203 • 0717 
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STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION 
QUESTIONS AND/OR COMMENTS 

MARYLAND ROUTE 450 
(Annapolis Road) 

Interchange at Md. Route 564 
Contract Ho. P 185-101-371 

PROJECT STATUS REPORT 
AUGUST 6, 1984 

NAME NFII' A  HniMKFR -DATE. 

PLEASE 
PRINT ADDRESS. 

5935-89th Place 
NPW Pj.rrnlHnn, MD   9n7«d 

e//s/«r4f 

CITY/TOWN. .STATE. .ZIP CODE. 

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

/^&A>L ol.       ^^fn^da^   '/ffltSi ~-^t-^^g^   >f^^ 

7^~^ <Tt*6<<-(l 
nAa**4/,' s/ue*. 

x/IOdjjfxjf^  <^-A*<J 

tSA^ ^Lt&daH&*> .     <#e- *s yas***^ 

<W ^r 

s//)Zv4   a    -AV -Oicds,    YML ,Ae*jto^/ €&> f*•^ 

df] I am currently on the Mailing List. 

dzT Pleas te add my/our name(s) to the Mailing List. 
}gferf<ttf 

pF?ip£- 

Maiyland Department of Tiansportation Willlim K. Hillminn 
Sltilu Hiutiwiiy AilitunikiiitlitMi 

tteniir) 

Hit K»so» 
Admlnittrilir 

September   13,   1984 

Contract No. P 1H5-101-371 
Maryland Route 45G 
(Annapolis Road) 
Interchange at Maryland Route 564 
PDMS No. 163002 

Mr. Noil A. Hollikor 
5935 89th Place 
Now Carroll ton, Maryland 207H4 

Dear Mr. Holliker: 

Thank you Eor 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 
tliu formulation of the recommendation for this project. 

Very truly yours, 

touts H. Ege, Jr., Acting Chief 
Hureau of Project Planning 

Donald G. Honeywe*^" 
Project Manager 

LHk;:DGH:cras 

^ 

My Ultphoni aunbir h       65&-1136 
TaMtnxwrliw lor Impalnd HMflng at SpMdi 

3M-7555 BUMlwra Mtlro - 9SM4S1 DC. Malro — t«0-4»240t2SIMawld* Tell Frtl 
P.O. Boi m I OT North Cahwt SI, Mtlmor*. Mwyund 21303 • 0TI7 
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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, 1964 

NAME J£ -c^-^ae-fe-   U-> /Srt y S/L &. 
'*- 

DATP     Av-^    /if.    R-/ 

PWMTE     ADDRESS S. / S </    UA WA )       4^* 
"f- 

CITY/TOWN LA*/L   A tm STATC JM. .ZIP CODEJ2-£2£_£_ 

l/We wish to comment or Inquire about the following aspects ol this project: 

of 17^^ 

e^t-' «t-i 
T^rf^; 

/ 
L£A A^^g- JU^. TtY if i -/-^^»- I^2±Z22^ 

CD I am currently on the Mailing List. 

G3 Please add my/our name(s) to the Mailing List. 

\ 

Maiytand Department ofTransportation 
Suiu Highway Adiuiiiislrtfliofi 

WlllilO K. HinnuiB 
tiuMaiT 

Hal Kutitt 

Supleiitier 18,   1984 

HE:    Cbntract No.  P 185-101-371 
Maryland ftxite 450 
(Annapolis Rjad) 
Interchange at Maryland Route 564 
PClS No.  163002 

Mi'.  George W.  Bailey 
6104 Naval Avenue 
Umlitun, Maryland 20706 

Hear Mr. Bailey: 

'JJinnk you for ycur recent  res|i>nses to distribution of our Project  Status 
itL'iiuil dated August 6,  1884. 

•nils Adnlnistration has no authority in local zoning natters. 

As you are enrolled on air project mailing list, you will be infonnsd of 
piuject decisions. 

Vury truly yours, 

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

UIE:lXW:aiB 

^e^ 

Ml Wipboni aumtiir h     659-1136 
T«l«yii«wrti« let Imiwlrad HHring of SpMck 

383-7656 Bdllmon Mslra - e6MM91 DC. Mrtio - l-tOIMM 60U SlUtwkta Toll fin 
P.O. Bo» >l? (m North C<lnn •».. teliknon. Mwyuna J1J01.0717 
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STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION 
QUESTIONS AND/OR COMMENTS 

MARYLAND ROUTE 4SO 
(Annapolis Road) 

Interchange at Md. Route S64 
Contract No. P 185-101-371 

PROJECT STATUS REPORT 
AUGUST 6, 1984 

NAME foMi* H-   Ccfl e6e- -DATE. rjii/w 
PLEASE 
PRINT Annppss   9lU-lo^x ST flotftSl-SteS) 

CITY/TOWN   l,ftA)rt4A\ .STATE. Mn .ZIP CODE9°^^_ 

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

-V^SlMkU.   ers   -4^.    0 i>-^v\^\. 5 )0-fi,   &   j,   %c*JL^- JlMtu^ 

/^^r^-^ 

z0-^-" 

JL Jn&M<>-£ki^ . ^-u^ to^ja^^ Dor J: dL 

am^urrently on the Mailing List. 

lease add my/our name(a) to the Mailing List. 

kJP~^   Maryland Department of Transportation                           „,„„   „ „ „ 
la       ^H                                                                                                                                William K. Hilltnann 
^Mb^B^        Stalu Hiflhway AiliiiinisliMliui 

1 

Siuium 

HalKntolt 
Admmisuitv 

SepLailxjr 11,  1984 

• 

RE:    Cbntract No.  P 185-101-371 
Maryland Itoute 450 
(Annapolis Hoad) 
Interchange at Uaryland ftoute 564 
VUIS No.   163002 

kk.   Miry H.  Cbllege 
i)lli! 'U-nth Stivx.l 
liuihain,  Maryland 20706 

ftMir lb.  OollegB: 

'lliunk you lor your rucenl njsixjiso to distribution of our Project Status 
lluixjrt dated August 6,   1084. 

Yuir prlmiry uim-m  lulalcs l.o intsjuil IrulTit: i^ier.it ioiis on (Inmly stivcla. 
'Hiis matter is within llu: .jurisdiction of the County. 

1 am taking the liborty of forwarding your concern to Mr.  P.  Michael Errico, 
Aysocinlc Director for Tmns|xn'tuli«i, Prinoo George'H Cbunty's Departmcnl  of 
Pulilic Woite and TrunsiHirlul ion with the request that he contact you about this 
matter. 

Wiiy truly yours, 

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

LHL:Uil:oiK 

cu:    Mr.  I'.  Midiucl lirriLX) 

&~l£t 
tDnald G. Honeyuell 
Project Manager 

(w/cncl.) 

Mf litepboni •umbN h   65&-1136  
Ttlttnwwilict lot knpalrad HMitng or SpMdi 

08>JS5S BtllloMca ttalie - SOMMSI DC UUn - 1«XHS3SOU 6Mln>ld* Toll FrM 
P O Boa »I7 / m Nonh CM»«1 SI, enilmot*. Mwyuna H20J • 0717 



STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION 
QUESTIONS AND/OR COMMENTS 

MARYLAND ROUTE 450 
(Annapolis Road) 

Interchange at Md. Route 564 
Contract No. P 185-101-37X 

PROJECT STATUS REPORT 
AUGUST 6, 1984 

NAME &). ////?/*.   J.     ^Jf/f - -DATE r//irAry 
PRINT ADDRESS ^V^V     /'Je<>T& J rj?   ft f *   n  

dTY/TOWN     //?^^^^   STATE Mfi. ,„ CODi;     ^Q-,^ 

I/We wish to comment or Inquire about the following aspecta ol this protect: 

^LJ^ fair Sjtys   /^fasJ^ ^^J y&it/J',^ ^     Jr^L, ^^  .v, 

^_ 

^ 

tZ] I am currently on the Mailing tlst. 

.^0'- QjPloaae^d^^/our name(a) to the Mailing List. / 
> 

o M&ylandDepartment of Tianspoitatum 
Slala Hiotiway Adminiftlralion 

William K. Hinmin 

Hil Katun 
Atfnlolttntir 

^tenbet 19, 1384 

IE:    din tract fc>. "p 185-101-371 
.     ,. Maryland Route 450 

(Annapolis Road) 
.      ,, Interchange at Iteryland Ibute 564 

\ PDMS R>.   163002 

Ur. William J. Wolf 
5704 Westgote Ikwd 
LaJiham,  Maryland 20706 

' • . .1        1.     .--i 

near Mr. Wolf: 

Itepor^eS^TlSM06'* reSPOnSe tb ^W*- o« our ^jpet Status 

bropeS6 "l^t^^^V^V^ PrJfect re<Julre' "^"isltion fran your 

\tery truly yours, 

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

<^Z* 
Donald G.~Hoi 
Project Manager 

Uffi.DOlrcns. 

Ml MtpliMi auabtr h     659-1136 
«.. •„ . Ttltlyp»wril«r lor ImfwIrMl HMrtna or flnnrji 

P.O. Bw n? / 707 North C«lnn 81, BMImon. Maiyuna 31203.0717 

% 

-•-•I. 



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 ' lV*^>y GroAsW&a .DATE 

PmN
ATSE   ADDRFSfi5Sb^<'BaW Sfr***- 

8J2o/84- 

PRINT 

CITY/TOWN IAJIW *V .STATE \(\»r^ \»lA ZIP CODE_^2££. 

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

C./X. OAOT 

<;      x—.      -gT = . , •      — 9  s? 

. Shvi s^f n^tr-\vv>j'fr«v*-4-'9>j^>nVWiih>s 

A-.dL,UJL v/JL.J/ 

C^ALN^^  VHL_.-T\.L, pof^-ll   p^^tV.ltfl/t/n.rfttr  IA^»,  k-jf -Hj^-il    S-hl< Al.  pU^o 

otf ftx-K»MJ«A ^s^Vi*»»-fe^ 5A, vxl^.U-t    Cmti'^t^ .^^"^ a   t ^ 81 3L.t'/A^ 

^-rtLi, Aitl L-A.^   /d»1<.r   o^o     crAltLTh^+LL. Ir-utf*  

tiul tVvyre/t-MtV^ K l«rr^ O^ciJ . Ufa ^ rv* ii.4tv 'if - fcuu^ -tli    pri ^.-k  up W^- *IMJ»V 

JS1 I .m currently on the lUljfo List. Tf^ ^  Aii^tr^rtnlL.' K  kvit 

CD Please add my/our nsmed^tc the Marlllng List AltH 

"\ 
^ £&C£-. 

Maiyland Department of Transportation 
Slalu Hi{|liw;iy AiliiiiniiilinlifNi 

Septenber 18,   1984 

William K. Hillmam 
Sscfiuty 

Hal Katsoll 
Admlnlttmsi 

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

Mr.  Roger Cronshey 
5502 Delva Street 
Ijniliiun, Maryland 207(JU 

U.'ur Mr.  Craishey: 

'iliank you for your recent   n^ixxise to distribution of our Project  Status 
lt:|Mi'l dated August 6,   1984. 

As you have noted, our Project   Status Report indicated on page 3 that with 
MHlifiixl Altomulo 2 Maryland rtnile 450 is proposed to be widened to /our (4) 
IIUIUM In WlilLficld Uiupel lloud.    'IIu; (xiblic hearing alternates proposed Maiyland 
llmilo 450 bo widened to six lanes.    'Ihis revision was adopted because our traffic 
studios indicnto thai   four lanes would provide acceptable traffic sen-ice (Level 
ol  Sorviou   'I)')  lliiiiucli t-lio di.ssi|n> yoitr 2010.    Wlicn studios  lusiure-,   lour Innos 
will Ix.- ojislcloivd  for Maryland Ikml.o 450 east of Whitfield Chapel Road. 

You have correctly described llm weaving problem at the westbound merge of 
Uiryliind IIHIUN 450 und 564.    It  in iinijxxed that both routes bo meLcivd at this 
lix:altiii to allow lime changing toward several destinations. 

Your c<«inx;iits will be considcUKi by the Project Planning Team in the fornula- 
I i'*\ or the ivunncndation for this'project. 

Very truly yours, 

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

&- 

lilK:IXli:uix 

Utnold G. Hon^wteX 
Project Manager 

/ 

Mf tikphooi numbu h     658-1136 
TtKlypaariiM for linpatrtd HMflns or SpMcn 

383-7565 Soltlmora Mono - S6MM91 D.C. Motro — 1«)(M9a 5062 Sltlowklo Toil Frn 
P.O. Boi »l J ( 707 Nocth CUXfl SI., BUIInMra. MwyunO 21303 - 0717 

^ 



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.  Bhite 8/22/84 
NAME .DATE. 

PLEASE 
PRINT ADDRESS. 

Adelphl 
CITY/TOWN  

10107 Towhee Avfe., 

Md. 
.STATE. .ZIP CODE. 

20783 

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

About May  1,   1980,   I went to vork for Legal  Services rono.. ay   
which has offices  In the old. Lanham Mansion on-Lanham Station Road. 
This was  too  late to hear,about .or.partl^pxi-^ -In tht* hunrfng  
on the change of_traffic pattern:at-thia.major. Intersection. 

Coming  to work-in the morning.,  I. exit onto Route  450 from 
t-hp Rplt-way,   Frft   70  A,   artd thoro appeaj-tn-be no problem In  Llilb 
direction,.      In the evening,..leasing Lanham. Station Road and making 
a  left. tiign onto _Rnule—450.10. rnirT" Hie ft Lai.. miU-aimt ip the uelC- 
way 95j   there l»-a terxibleixxtnf 1 frt^wlth..people' turning south in 
Um tidiua fllrectlon. of f of FElB{fe5S_Garden Varkway. .—This is a  
current,   immediate and .urgent' probleau... I feel  that. there  should 
Im uu mlYliu?.allftWEd ±i-ni».Prfnf.AM flnr-^nn p<»rWftx.whFin the traffic 
is crossing to.malce^a.J.e£t tnrn.-to.try ^o raake-t-ha -frnrn nnt-n frhc 
Beltway.     It  is..no..wnndar^£hat.t!iere-liaLS.been.excessive accidents 
flt this   Infprm-rt-lnn bacauKa.tho  flow.of  traffic, la not rationally 
directed at.lea^t. as.to-_thes«.-t«t-feeder turns. 

As to ^yur proposal .for. t.he^future,.. It may work,  but  it will 
inconvenience.people. llku-iuystU-r-lf.mi.arfe-jtmi-using  this  inter- 
section In the year- .2000._ Frankly,;Xf you'.are going to make any 

-tr Iflga to assist.thBlxaJUlcJiAy^ the bridge should.be to divide 
the  traffic at .the-.-lnteraectlian and not.-np .the road a milp or  en. 
Have.you thought about the-possibillty-of:mak4ngrthese Intersections 
into  a   traffic   flow rrl-relp  nnnh  »B :»rp  n«~A   lr Wathlngtan,   !>.—&» 
Ordinarily I. would.not.recommend a traffic-circle,   but the com- 
pin^<)-y nf «-Kr^  •'"frrratrtian imuid  nrrn  tin  hr  hcl-tcr  hnni^lcil LIT 
same more economically, theux.ln.any other, way..   Otherwise,   I would 
recommend, tha-jnoiu expensive, bridge. Ireiuij  built at  Uu*  intersection. 

V   > JC (E>^o—'^ P ufESxr 

i    i I am currently on the Mailing List. 

QS) Please ^my/our name(a) to the Mailing List 

Ma/yfand Department of Transportation 
Siaiu Hiuhwruy Ailniituslialiuit 

William K. Hillmim 
SlMIUry 

Hal KatioH 
AdrolntttnloT 

September 13, 1984 

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

Mr. Warren C. White 
111107 Towhee Aveniiu 
Ailulphi,   Maryland   2117111 

Duar Mr.   White: 

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

Your urmniuiiLK will be considered by the Project Planning Team in 
tliu Cormulation of the recommendation for this project. 

Very truly yours, 

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

,c2i 
Donald 
Project  Manager 

'qtedZ?. 

Lllli:l)GII:cmii 

Ml talaptmni oumbar li      65&-1136 
TeKlyptwnlei lot lfnp<lr*d HMrtng « SpMeh 

3Bi75i5 Bolllmoro Molro - 6CWM51 DC. MUro - 1«XMB2-S0e2 Guiwid* Toll Fne 
P.O. Boi JI7 ( 707 NOflh CalXft SI., BalUomt. Maryuna 21301 • 07U 



STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION 
QUESTIONS AND/OR COMMENTS 

MARYLAND ROUTE 450 
(Annapolis Road) 

Interchange at Hd. Route 564 
Contract Mo. P 185-101-371 

PROJECT STATUS REPORT 
AUGUST 6, 1984 

MAMFM/   h ^^.S     A7oO«^<J     B'.JL'iA oj2_ .DATE z/tth1/ 
PLEASE 
PRINT ADDR pA«.S7rt9 ^y^ *"*- 

.ZIP r:nnp^07'gy CITY/fOWNAZ-g-Vj   C'-rrollftin STATE        f^J^  

lAWe/wish to comment or inquire about the following aspects ol this project: 

JT   A. f.   ^rff ««-^   y\*fj rZo i^v- 

"•"j •ft /ff.h     A i2-t-? t^-fl. ̂ //    0 h^ 
^ 

^ 

I 
on 
O 

^5 

nJ. 6=^ Ct>n'*hb 

-f^~\     -fn        u^$'*.i.+i~J      t->/->A      uoe-      L/Q'P       "^ 

2~  

LQC^I TA a Js    ( *3f>(m 'Jh     Sfr i >J     Av -t) ^"•^ 

A* ^^L^ .     E:<£f±<dJLj 

. LZS I am currently on the Mailing List. 

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

J 

o Maryfand Department of Transportation 
Sluiv Hi||hwiiy AiliiniiisliMliuii 

William K. Hellmiim 
Slcritinf 

Hil Kaiioll 
Admlnlitralor 

Septatber 18,  1984 

lili: Cbnlract No.  P 185-101-371 
Maryland Route 450 
(Annapolis Road) 
Interchange at Maryland Rome 564 
PUB Nu.   163002 

Mr.   & MI'S.   IlLWlllll li.   lti.slK)|i 
fiiXKJ Hllh Avenue 
Ni.-w Carralllui,  Muiylimd 20784 

II ai- Mr.   b Mi's.   ni.sh<i|i: 

'Ihunk you for your recent response to distribution of our Project Status 
It.'iorl  dated August 6,  1984. 

WiUi tlxliliod Alternate 2, you wixild have two routes frcxn your luaiie 10 
Whit Held Qiapel Hoad, neither us eiiicient as the present route.     Fixnn Cipriano 
liinrl, yixi would proceed easterly nlong Innham-Sevem Road, southerly along 
(iu'li.T Avenue ami westerly on AIIIIII|I>I is Iliad li> Wliill'ieid Ihapel lloail.     Allernu- 
i ively, you could pi-oiutKl westerly m Lanham-Sevem Road and U-tum    at   Pi'incess 
(iiiidt;n Parkway,  then pnioeed easlurly along Maryland ttoute 450 to ilhitl'ield Qiapel 
llimil. 

'Die kbbile service station you mentioned could remain in service. 

Your comnants will be unsicfared by the Project Planning Tteam in the fornula- 
liiiu or the ix;uimit!iitliil ion   lor this (xxijecl. 

Very truly yours, 

touts H. Ege,  Jr., Acting Unel 
Bureau of Project Planning 

llli;:i<JI:uiH 

M| lilaplmat aunbw li     659-1136 
Tctolnxwiliw loc knpdcad Having w SpMdi 

3S17555BalllmHt Mtlio - SSMMSI O.C. M«ln> — 1«XMB2MS2 SMInld* Toll Fl«i 
P.O. Bowltll 701 North C<l«srt St.. Builmon. Manrwnd 21201 -0717 



FHt PRINCE GEORGFS COLWTy GOVERNMENT 
County Adminiarelion Building 
Upper Mariboro, Muybnd 20772 

THE PRINCE GEORGE'S COUNTY GOVERNMENT 

Office of the Fire Chief 
Room 2132 952-4730 

AUE 28 1984 

Li,..:. ;   r "•«• r;-- 

WAS;:IH6 s p.ii;;;;;...» ^..iiuist 

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

Maryland Department of Transportation 
P.O. Box 717 
707 North Calvert Street 
Baltimore, Maryland  21203 

August 24, 1984 

Neil J. Pedersen 
August 24, 1984 
Page 2 

3. 

4. 

I 

Dear Mr. Pedersen: 

un,,*,,1^^? feoeived the Project status report for Maryland 
Route 450 Interchange at Maryland Route 5647 After careful 
consideration, I have concluded that the Modified Alternate 2 

I 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 
tw^XA <Thl',.?r?" *• P^rily occupied by two highrise, high occupancy buildings, the 
Ramada Inn Lanham, and the Gould Office 

p^b?«S9,.n20^ bu"di»9- PO" « eerious rescue 
problem, and therefore, an immediate undelayed 
response is imperative. »j«»* 

2. Truck Company 28 is the first aerial ladder 
£«-  X" at ?ho Wa»hin9ton Bible College, the 
Prince George's Doctor's Hospital and the 
Magnolxa Gardens Nursing Home, all of which 
are located in the 8180 Block of Good Luck 
Road.  Truck Company 28 presently 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 occupancies. 

Engine Companies 48 and 18, when responding 
west bound on Route 564. will have nTaccels 
to the Lanham Shopping Center, unless they 

R^a«n
a ?"?,,rJ? in "^ east boun,1 iwe of Route 450 at Lanham Station Road.  They must 

then travel east bound to the proposed new 
ESF'SS- t0 ffvBervlce lane for Annapolis 
?£?» IV

>
fr
reach t*6 Lanhan' Shopping Center. 

•i!#=S"  " mfnfl,ver aboulA  be considered 
unsafe, especially when approaching from 
west bound Route 564. 

152^2,C<^P*2y 48' when responding to the 
5200 Block of Whitfield Chapel Roid, presently 
tiltf}'  vl"1

Carter Avenue.  However Snderthe 
SsTn^?^"1' S0^^ « will be limited to 
toe Hh^fLfS"^ o*}* ***"***  to calls in 
the Whitfield Chapel Road/Annapolis Road area. 

Parkwa^co^ frw^rLvf^l?^ at PrinCe88 Garden thia ai»» mTlz. I Z      Y an alternate response route to 

Ml B.   (Jim) Estepp 
F«e Chief 

MHE/lsp 
842020 PD <A 

Cou||t Administration BuUding — Upper Mariboro, Maryland 20870 jm^J/ 

• 



<      , • ^  This is m response to the letter dated 
•NJ  August 24, 1984 on the preceding page. 

Maryland Department of Transportation 
Slalu Hif|tiway Ailiiiiiuslialion 

Septenber 25,  1984 

Willlim K. Hallmim 
Sictcury 

Hal Kiuoll 
Admlnltlntsr 

m.-. Cbntract No.  P 185-101-371 
Uaryland Route 450 
(Annapolis Road) 
Interchange at Uaryland Raute 564 
PDkB R>.  iaT002 

Ur.  M. H. Estepp 
Fins Chief 
OITiix; of the Fire Qiief . 
OounLy Adninistration Building 
U|)pe]' Marlboro,  Uaryland 20870 

liiiu- Hr.  liilepp: 

Thank you for your letter dated August 24,  1384 in support of Ibdified 
Alternate 2. 

We are pleased to know that implenentation of this alternate would not 
inhibit the response tine for energency vehicles in the study area as long 
as emergency access is inainlained to Princess Garden Parkway  from eastbound 
ftirylund Rxite 450.     II is our intention to provide noun table curbs to allav 
this movement  for emergency vehicles. 

Qie point of clarification should be of interest to you as it  regards 
yuur Cbmitml  lluii #3.    With Ibdified Alternate 2, westbound vehicles fium 
both khryland ttoule 450 and 564 will continue to be allowed to turn left 
at Princess Garden Parkway onto Lanham Station Road to access the Lanhara 
Slopping Cbnter.    11)0 U-turn maneuver you de-scribe will be unnecessary. 

Thank you for your participution in this Project Planning Study. 

\fery truly yours. 

w j) f£Mj£M 

NJP:uiti 

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

Mr. M. SnyUur 
Mr. L. II. ERU, Jr. 

Mr tilephoni numbii li       659-1 UP 
TalolirponllM lo> ImpUrM Hiving or SpMCti 

383 7i55 Bllllmoio Melro - MMM51 O.C. Metro — l-MMKSOU Slalcwlda Toll Free 

P.O. Bo> Jl» I 707 North Cahgrt SI.. Ballimoit. Maryund 21203 • 0717 



WASHINGTON BIBLE COLLEGE 

PUBLIC AFFAIRS OFFICE 

August 26, 1984 

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

Preliminary Engineering 
Maryland Department of Transportation 

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

*"   ft** 
Mifc »« 

tITI'J 
•PIMSW l f'"'"''" !'5\ UWiiilWW 

< 
I 

See  SHA   response  on   the   following  page, 

We are concerned about the impact Modified Plan 2 will have on access to 
our campus on Princess Garden Parkway. Probably 75% of our traffic cooes 
off the Beltway at Exit 20. 

Access to Lanham Station Road will also be greatly hindered from Princess 
Garden. 

Modified Plan 2 will push a larger volume of traffic onto Good Luck Road. 
Hiis is already known to be a hazardous road between the Good Luck Re- 
creation Center and the Beltway underpass. 

What are the future plans for Princess Garden Parkway? Will it be extended 
to Greenbelt Road? 

We are not sure that the modified plan serves us and Princess Garden Park- 
way residences well. We desire to be kept informed. 

If I can answer questions or give more detailed information, please contact 

Robert T. Evans 
Director 

^ 

6511 PRINCESS GARDEN PARKWAY. LANHAM.MARYLAND   20706  3D1-552i 

ir. 
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Maryland Department ofliansponation 
Slate Highway Adminislralion 

WUlUn K. HaDnuai 
tacmai 

Hal KjIMfl 
Uauontm 

SEP 2 'SM 

Re: Contract No. P 185-101-371 
Maryland Route 450 
(Annapolis Road) 
Interchange at Maryland Route 56A 
PDMS No. 163002 

Mc. Robert T. Evana 
Director, Public Affairs Office 
Washington Bible College 
6511 Princess Garden Parkway 
Lanham, Maryland 20706 

Dear Mr. Evans: 

Thank you for your letter dated August 28, 1984 regarding 
the subject project.  You expressed concern about access to 
your campus and other proposed revisions to traffic patterns 
associated with Modified Alternate 2. 

After an extended period of study, the Project Planning 
Team has developed an alternate that promises to provide ac- 
ceptable traffic service along Maryland Route 450 while allowing 
continuation of orderly planned growth in this part of Prince 
George's County.  Previous, more expensive alternates were 
unable to achieve these objectives. Unfortunately, attainment 
of these objectives requires the rerouting of certain traffic 
movements at the Maryland Route 450/Prlnce8S Garden Parkway 
intersection.  However, if this were not done, it would be 
likely that congestion at that intersection would become so 
severe that access in the vicinity would be severely hampered. 

Prince George's County proposes construction of Hanover 
Parkway beginning 1985.  Initially, this will be a two lane rural 
roadway beginning at Princess Garden Parkway and Good Luck Road 
extending northerly to Maryland Route 193 (Creenbelt Road) at 
the Greenway Shopping Center, more or less shown on the attached 
map. 

Ml toUphoot nrntaf n  659-1110 
TatMypmntttr lac Impaired HMrtng or Spwcti 

363-7554 Baltimore Motip — 96S4MS1 O.C. UMro - 1-aOM82-5062 Stalnrkt* Toll Fre* 

P.O. Boa 717 /107 Hanti Cahrert St, Balllmora. Maryland 2191)9 • 0717 

Mr. Robert T. Evans 

Page TW&EP 2 4 1984 

As you are enrolled on the project mailing list, you will 
be Informed of decisions for the captioned project. 

Very truly yours, 

ORGINN. S-GNED BY: 

NEIL J- PE0ERsEN 
Neil J. Pedersen, Director 
Office of Planning and 
Preliminary Engineering 

NJP:tn 

Attachment 

Mr. Michael Snyder 
Mr. Louis H. Ege, Jr.^ 

^ 



STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION 
QUESTIONS AND/OR COMMENTS 

MARYLAND  ROUTE  4 SO 
(Annapolis  Road) 

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

PROJECT STATUS  REPORT 
AUGUST  6,   1984 

PLEASE 
PRINT ADDRESS        CftWgj       NqvJ csA       %\4&+*n-a' 

NAME .DATE ti»^Ou^2gUiJ 

CITY/TOWN L-Car*\r\ Cvr\ \r\&.v>+. .STATE. JOk. .ZIP CODE. ^f>< 

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

"TiAL )^Kye^k ci-»-» e.       LfcA*>. 
-Ce* 

\&&£e. \ 

>c-t^^A«£.    UA^u-MJ   ^ef 1   <avj 

3T 
k -far ^«/A      to     t^t.    43«yLe_J    Ow^    \Z7 

^ 
^ 

4r^   ^ v^i. r^ gjf^^^. 

.P t**t+Mf    I?    '« If •;\M^"fetfl 'Ut/     'f flH^f -"'wu^     r^-C-^t^v   -in 

b^^ M^r 6or/^ <Z>\GSJ 

Qv^K-iO- 

^.W^ooO^   ^e,   uuja-4^ vjet^e- 
CZJ I am currently on the Mailing Lit 

7   oJ^ r^^JL   v^v^. 
_^: 

^•^v K>X^f& 

CD Please iiy/our name(s) to the Mailing List. 

Maiytand Department of Transportation 
Slille Hiutiway Aihitmisliultufi 

Wllliim K. Hillmim 

Hal Kiuoft 
Admlnittnlar 

September 13, 1984 

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

Mrs. Rriwarri p. Lynch 
61)09 Naval Avenue 
l.anham, Maryland 20706 

Dear 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 

bySr X^ 
Donald G. Honeywel 
Project Manager 

*C^ 

LIMJiDGII tcms 

^$> 

P 
My tileplitM nuistiw h       659-1136 

Talelypowrltoi lor Impslrad Hurlng or Speacli 
3B3-75i5 Balllmort Molro - WMMS1 DC MtUo — l-SOMM 504! SIMawld* Toll fin ' 

P.O. Bo« 717 / 707 Nwlh CWyon St., BaII|llK>ra. Mwyland 2120} • P717 



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 jTe*.**    A.    L^U .DATE 

PLEASE     .„„„,.„ 
PRINT ADDRESS. ff/f       Sp-i^g    A/e , 

CITY/TOWN. t-fLx Wt-> .STATE. ^v^ .ZIP CODE_?^i^k. 

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

A^JU- "/hr**.    lu+f fc-ff^    Lr^jpJL j>*L*<jtzf *-£- ~i%i~ 
$r**(A&U6."     jg-   ^^/     *at*4~-  S *'--•&    tZS^Z^    ^4-7^^*. 

7C^    ^    L—yrt^J?   (^£&&6~C)     ^ -d^ 
/^r^jZ-^it ytfij^Z*-JJttLt* ^ 

/* 
L7^-*V- 

r>-~ ~g~e- 
--^ 

&      "fc S^V-lftn'f' l*-e>^+-*-l 

Jh~4- 
•*& Y ^^ 

IJD I am rfSTgnftyo^' 

^p^   yn^WL^    tff^J?^r>- s»r- 

h im&4T"fc*zz4f.**~~Jti 

I    I Please add my/our name(s) to th* Mailing List. 

Maiyland Department otTianspoitation 
WUIUm K. Hallmim 

tilulu Highway Ailiiiiiuuliuliitii StcratiiY 

Hal Kastoll 
tdmliilitnui 

Septenber 13,  1984 

nn:    Cbntract No.  P 185-101- 
Maryland Route 450 
(Annapolis Ifaad) 
Interchange at Harvland 
PUB !t>.   163002 

371 

Route 564 

Mr.  Juiiui A.   LuLz. 
tiO-lU Sprint; Avenue 
Uuiliuni,  Maryland 20706 

liiiu* Mr.   Lutis: 

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

Your uuniunls will LKJ cunsiii-'iuci by the Piuject Planning Team in Hie loi-nulation 
of Uio ixjcuiinendation  liir lilts pi-ojocl. 

U>|>i(K ul   UH! ICiivmiiununtnl  Asxi^ujiiuiL mid u tnuiscripl ol' the tbiy 20,   1980 pub- 
lic hi'uring mv uvuilulile for review and copying at the New C&rrollton Branch Librarj', 
7414 ftivurdule Itoad. 

Very truly yourx, 

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

Uamld G. Ikmuyifcll 
Project Manager 

Ult::U]l:cnG 

^ 
My HJipboiu aunbw h      6S9-1I36 

Tvlttypowrllor lor ImpaJrrt Htwlng or SpMctt 
383-7555 B«lllmo<. MlIlD - 66MM51 D.C. talro - l-SXMW-iOU SKtawkM Toll Frte 

P.O. Bo» '17 / 707 Nonh C«IVK| SI., Balllmora, MwyurKJ 11203 • 0717 



< 
I 

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 'f'tfOnAS     * CRCt-d .DATE 
AU&     <*<?   /ttV 

PLEASE     .„„„,-„,. 
PRINT ADDRESS. Iroa    cjt££nF£*L. t    c-/ 

CITY/TOWN //>A> Mt\ .STATE *£> .ZIP c.nn^AayoC 

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

-fa*/,l,*C^    B>t-t 
t^A^-a-CL^ 

 I/AM     aerCt     u>-*-- /uufc^yaCi^j   JAUB    AtX^oaoo   &J Cfc*^. 

Oc   ItL***'    4.&A-+>0 

C^l I am currently on the Mailing List. 

CD Pleas* my/our nameta) to the Mailing List. 

-- \ A. 

f± Maryland Department of Transportation 
ttlale Highwuy Admimsliitlioii 

Wllliim K. Hallminn 
(icriunr 
Hal KISIOH 
MttMUMK 

September 13, 1984 

Contract No. P 185-101-371 
Maryland Route 450 
(Annapolis Road) 
Interchange at Maryland knute 564 
I'DHS No. 163002 

Mr.   Thomas J.   Green 
6111)2  Groenfield Court 
Uinliam,   Maryland   2070A 

Dodr Mr.  Green: 

Tlnink ymi Cor ynur rioiunl roBpnitso to iliBtrihut ion of rmr Project 
Status Keport dated August A, 1984. 

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

Very truly yours, 

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

Donald G 
Project Manager 

I.IIK:DGH:cms 

*> 

Mf tllgphom aumbir h       659-1136 
TololypowilKx loi Impatrwl H>u|ng oc SpMdi 

3S3-76S5 Batllmof* Molro - 5CMMSt O.C. Mtlio — 1400492 Mtt SllUwIdi Toll F| 
P.O. Boa HI I 707 North Calvwt 61.. BtlUnwro. MurUod J1203 • 0717 
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OCVILOPCRSiOPCUTOflSCV MOTCLStCOMUERCUimOrtaTieS 

August 30, 1984 

Mr. Donald C. Honeywell 
Project Manager 
Maryland Department of Transportation 
State Highway Adnlnletration 
Preliminary Engineering 
707 North Calvert Street 
Baltimore, Maryland 21203 

Re:  Maryland Route 450 
(Annapolis Road) 
Interchange at Md. 
Route 564 

Dear Mr. Honeywell: 

This project will seriously hurt our business at the: 

1. Ramada Hotel, Lanhaa 
and the 

2. Lanham Thirty Office Building 
(also known as The Gould Building). 

The reasons are: 

1. Guests will have to take a very circuitous route to get tc 
our hotel and office building. 
Presently they simply turn left into Princess Garden 
Parkway.  Our major selling point of ease of access will 
be defeated. 

2. Unfair competition 1* afforded by rerouting our guest* 
directly in front of two new proposed hotels before they 
can get to ua.  They are the proposed Red Roof Inn and 
Cllmat de France Hotels. 

3. The signage and criss-crossing affect of these changes 
will be a nightmare for our guests.  They will choose to 
stay elaewhere• 

In light of these comments, we urge the project committee to 
reconsider the alternatives.  Our two buildings will be the most 
seriously affected buelneases in the area. 

We formally request a meeting with the committee to discuss this 
entire proposal. 

COAKLEYl WILLIAMS. INC./M«rylandTr»deCenler/SuK» 1600/7600 ^rMnwayCanlerOriva.GiMnbalt Maryland 20770/1301)»4M)730 

Mr. Donald C. Honeywell. 
August 30, 1984 

Page 2 

We ask you to alao recognize the following facts: 
1. Coakley 4 Williams, Inc. made a major commitment and Investment 

in developing The Gould Building and the Ramada Hotel, Lanham. 
We made these investments based on the road patterns that are 
currently exletlug- 

2. Coakley & Williams, Inc. has since moved their corporate 
headquartera to Prince Georges County in support of the County 
and its economic development. 

3. Coskley 4 Williams, Inc. currently has two major hotels (the 
Holiday Inn, Greenbelt is the other)' and 450,000 square feet of 
existing office space and another 400,000 square feet to be 
developed . 

Note:  I have discussed these comments with Mr. Lester F. Wilkinson, Jr. 

I have set up a meeting for next Wednesday to review the plans.  We want 
to fully understand this project. 

Sincerely,      ^ 

/Gary S. Williams 
^•Executive Vice President 
Coakley 6 Williams, Inc. 

GSW/ss 

^ 
* 

._J 
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i This is in response to the letter dated 

August 30, 1984 on the preceding page. 

if 

Q MaiytandDepartment of Tiansportation 
Slalu Highway AtliiMnislialion 

Sepleiiber 13,   1984 

William X. Hillminn 
Sicriunr 

Hal XattoH 
Atfmlnlflnlv 

RE:    Cbntract »>.  P 185-101-371 
Maryland ftoute 450 
(Annapolis toad) 
Interchange at Uaryland Route 564 
PCMS No.   163002 

Mr.  Gory S. Williams 
Executive Vice President 
Qiukley & Williams,   Inc. 
Uirylund Trade Center • 
Suite 1600 
7500 Greenway Center Drive 
Greenbelt,  Maryland 20770 

IL-ar Mr. Williams: 

lhank you for your letter dated August 30, 1984 in response to distribution of 
our Project Status Itoport. of August li,  1984.    You expressed great concern that the 
pruposed traffic patterns associated with Modified Alternate 2 would adversely affect 
the Gould Building and the Ramada Hotel and requested the Project Planning Team 
tuconsider the alternatives. 

After an extended period of study,  the Project Planning Team has developed an 
alternate that premises to provide acceptable traffic service along Maryland Route 
450 while allowing continuation of orderly planned growth in this part of Prince 
(iuoi'Ku's County.    Provloit; more expensive alternates were unuble to achieve these 
objeutives.    Uifortunately, attainment of these cbjectives require the restriction 
ol' certain traffic movements at the Maryland Route 450/Princess Garden Parkway 
intersection. 

Although you met with Mr. Lester F. Wilkinson, Jr. of the Maryland-National 
Capital Park and Planning Ctcndssion on Septenber 5, 1984,  I wish to continue conmuni- 
unliim to enhance our mutual understanding and to receive your suggestions.    Should 
you witJi to discuss this further, please contact ma. 

Vfery truly yours, 

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

UIE:IXH:cnK 
G. HoneyWel 

Project Manager 

^^ 

Mr. 
Mi'. 
Mr. 

N. J. PedeiKcn 
M. Snyder 
L.  F. Wilkinson, Jr. 

Ml lalapbBM Qunter h      6S9-1136 
TtMypwrilsr lot Inqwlrad Htaring or SpMOi 

383-7555 Balllmo.. MMID - SSMMSI DC. Uatra - l-BttMU-SOtt SIMtwid* Tell F<* 
P.O. Boi ri; i Tor Noon ctnn Si, Balllmor*. MwyMm) 21281 • 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. 
RONALD W. Young, Vice President 
STEUART FORD AMC JEEP RENAULT 

8/30/84 
.DATE- 

PLEASE  »r.noce.e 9020 '••nham-Severn Ro»'' PRINT   ADDRESS_  

CITY/TOWN. Lanham gTATF   Maryland  7IP ftnnF   20706 

I/We wish to comment or inquire about the lollowing Aspects of this project: 

 We have some concern over the lack of "left turn" and "access to 

Lanham Shopping Center" facilities when proceeding southbound on  

Princess Garden Park dray - Reference Traffic Parrprn Casg 2.  Our clientele. 

wishing to travel Eastbound on Route 450, would have to circle through 

very Inadequate residential side streets to access the proposed • 

Clprlano Road pattern.!  It would appear that'allowing a left turn  

(and/or straight through) lane would only sllnhtly dlplnlsh the efficiency 

of the proposed project and certainly alleviate congestion and noise In 

a now pleasant residential area. 

Cxi I am currently on the Mailing List. 

CD Pleate add my/our named) to the Mailing List. 

Maiyland Department of Transportation 
Statu Hidliway Aiiiiimislliilioii 

William K. Htllmim 
SicnUfT 

Nil Kasiotl 
Admlnlitrltar 

September 13, 1984 

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

Mr. Ronald W. Young 
Vicu President 
Stouart Ford AMC .leep 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, 19R4. 

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 

1.111): DKIUcms 

My liliphotu numtiw It. 656-1136 -£ 
Tolotypowrlloi (Of ImpalrMl Htftrlng or SpMCh 

US-THS BalllDWil) Mtlrs - 50MM51 O.C. Mttra - 1-600-4M4062 SUtswId* Toll Fn» 

P.O. Boi 717 / 707 North Calvert SI, Milmora. Muyiand 21201 - 0717 



STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION 
QUESTIONS AND/OR COMMENTS 

MARYLAND ROUTE 450 
(Annapolis Road) 

Interchange at Md. Route 564 
Contract Ho. P 185-101-371 

PROJECT STATUS REPORT 
AUGUST 6, 1984 

NAME        rt.y*   /Vf. ('ilkfK -DATE fjzohv- 

CITY/TOWN   L/?/rt/*'rt STATE   Q?/L . ZIP  C.tltW J7r> f/>/f 

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

JL C^Cz^ 

^ tL^imi jUx^o-t-t-^A- dJl^ti^A-tJ 

o- &£. 

\^t~Ki~\y^  -jL^J'lKtJt      'i L* ,AJ*-«.J 

\yiHo^^ 
1/y yv-m-p ^^-<^<^7VA 

4iit 
^-^A^ ,.0jJLV-t3T± 

(t&,A/_-<»-e*s*sA>,^. 
C/A/ 

Jj'A^-f PAUO/OI 

bkw fiAfarf a*" 

(Zt • •"> currently on the Mailing Llst.^i 

?--. 
ZU 

CD Pleas* add my/our name(s) to the Mailing Wttr*^- i  • 

J 

Q Maryland Department of Tiansponation 
WlllUm K. Hillminn 

5U1I HiQhway AdinuitllKlion llCflltfT 

Hil KaisoH 
tdalnlltiilir 

September   13,   1984 

Contract No. P 1B5T101-371 
Maryland Route 450 
(Annapolis Road) 
Interchange at Maryland Route 564 
POMS No. 163002 

Ms. Anna M. funk 
6135 Princess Garden Parkway 
Lanham, Maryland 20706 

Dear Ms. Funk: 

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

Your coraments 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 

LHBiDGHicms 

Ml tthphon Qumbtr fc       65a-1136 
TdMmowrliM lor loipdrad HMring w SpMck 

3M-7S66 Baltlmoi* MMro - MMMM AC. IMte — 1«]0-4tt SOU SlUtwKM Te» FrM L 

pa. Boi in 1707 Nonh CMvtit ti, BtMlmora. Mwyxna JIM • WI7" 



3(&M. A nvnev 
Co., Inc. 

Builder* & Drvtlopm 

SUITE 707. 5900 PRINCESS GARDEN PARKWAY 
PHONE: 459-SSB6 

LANHAM. MO. 30801 

January 2,  1985 

I 

See   SHA  response   on   the   following  page. 

Mr. Hal Kaaaoff 
Admlolitrator 
Maryland Departnenc of Tranaportatlon 
State Highway Admlnlttratlon 
Bureau of Project Planning 
707 North Calvert Street 
Baltlnore, Maryland 21203 

Dear Mr. Kaaaoff: 

Be:  Maryland Route 450 
(Annapolla Road) 

Interchange at 
Md. Route 664 

We the tenanta, gueata and employeea of the Lanhaa Thirty Office Building 
located at Suite 707. 5900 Princes. Garden Parkway, Lanhaa, Md. 20706, are 
atrongly oppoaed to the propoaed changea to the Maryland Route 450 (Annapolla 
Road) Interchange at Maryland Route 564. Ihe propoaal known aa the"Modlfled 
Alternate 2 Plan", will ellnlnate left turna onto Prince•• Garden Parkway 
off of Annapolla Road. 

Bllnlnatlng thla turn will be an unjuetlfled, unneceaaary and coatly nulaance 
to ouraelvea and the community. Pleaae do not continue with thla plan. 

Sincerely, 

F.G. Marker Co.. Inc. 

* 
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Maryland Department ofTransportation 
State Highway Adminlitratton 

FEB 0 4 13SS 

WmUn K. HiOmiia 
tteootf 

Hil KiueB 

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

Hr. F. G. Marker 
F.. G. Marker Co., Inc. 
6900 Princess Garden Parkway 
Suite 707 
Lanbam, Uaryland  20801 

Dear Mr. Marker: 

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 Uaryland 
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 Uaryland 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 
Uaryland 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 applicable 
to Uodlfied Alternate 2, please mall them to the Project Uanager, 
Mr. Donald G. Honeywell, Bureau of Project Planning, at this address. 

My tilaphoai umbtr t 
TriMypawritar lor Impalrad Hawing or Spaach 

07555 Balllnwra Matro — 5SS04M O.C Matro — l-OOMW 5082 StatawMa Toll Fraa 

P.O. Ban 7171707 North Cahian St.. Baltlmora, Mafyland 21103 • 0717 

FEB 0 4 1985 

Page Two 

Thank you for your interest in this important highway improvement. 

Sincerely, 

Origin?! Signed Byt 

Administrator 

HK:mm 

Ur. Michael Snyder 
Mr. Neil J. Pedersen 
Mc~ Frank Derro 

Jlr. Louis H. Ege, Jr. 

^ ̂ 
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O'Donovan & Associates, Inc. 
buunnc* Mnd Bondt 

5900 Princess Garden Parkway - Suit* 709 
Lanham. Maryland 20706 

(301)459-2224 

A-M 

January 2, 1985 

I 

4^ 
SHA   response can  be  found  on  the  following 
page. 

Mr. Hal Kossoff 
Administrator. Maryland DOT 
State Highway Administration 
Bureau of Project Planning 
707 N. Calvert Street 
Baltimore, Maryland 21203 • 

RE i Maryland Route 450 Interchange at Maryland Route 564 

Dear Mr. Kassofft 

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 t  ASSOCIATES, INC. 

JJOitmg 

CCJ  Coakley t  Williams. Inc. 

sTAre Hmf AD* 

4 JM 

HKWHT ftAMUWOS 

RECETVED 
JAN   7  |9g5 

_,„    IIUCICI   IFfKt u 
'"MWlWilHUirtHIMUItf 
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Maryland Department ofTiBnsportation 

< 
i 

Slate Highway Adminislralion 

m 21T98S 

WHUaa K. HiOnuni 
Sicratuy 

Hal Kiitott 
Malilitnia 

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

Mr. Jeremiah J. 0'Donovan 
0'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 - Uodified 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 pe.riod.  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 applicable 
to Modified Alternate 2, please mall them to the Project Manager, 
Mr. Donald G. Honeywell, Bureau of Project Planning, at this address. 

My DlapboM unbM h  659-1111 

•" 

TalMypMutuc lor Impaind HMring or Spaacti 
Ballimora Main — 563-MS1 DC. Main — l-aotMtt50S2 Statewkla Toll Frea 

P.O. Boi 717 / 707 North Cahart Si, Ballimora. Maryland 51203 - 0717 

r 
JAN2ll$§5 
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Thank you for your interest in this important highway improvement. 

Sincerely, 

Original Signed By» 
HAL KASS0FP 

Hal Kassoff 
Administrator 

HK:mm 

cc:  Mr. Michael Snyder 
Mr. Neil J. Pedersen 
Mn. Frank Derro 
ifr. Louis H. Ege, Jr. # 
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January 4, 1985 PUBLIC AFFAIRS OFFICE 

JAH   - 8  1985 

iMMauitt 

ST; re HIT ADM 
I 

7 Jfce izj is 

Nr. Hal Kassoff, Administrator 
Maryland Departaent of Transportation 
State Highway Adainistration 
Bureau of Project Planning 
707 North Calvert Street 
Baltimore, M> 21203 

Dear Mr. Kassoff: 

RE: Maryland Route 4S0 (Annapolis Road) Interchange at Maryland Route S64 
Contract No. P 185-101-371; PDMS No. 163002 

I 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 froa 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. 

1. About 75% of the people cooing to our campus flow off of Route 95. 
The proposed change would sake it very difficult for people to find 
their way to the campus. 

2. Our address is Princess Garden Parkway. Since the flow of traffic 
would place people via Cipriano onto Good Luck Road the natural 
entrance would becoae Good Luck Road. We would be forced to change 
our address. 

3. the natural entrance to our campus is off of Princess Garden Parkway. 
We have realigned our entrance to confon with County Road work al- 
ready. We are ready to finish paving the road and finalise the brick 
entrance way. 

4. At this tiae we are facing an extreme financial need. Part of the 
problem is decline in student enrollaent in our undergraduate school 
and adult education prograa. Since a aajority are coanuters, the   — 
nuisance of the proposal aay have added negative iapact in student 
enrollaent. 

r 
Mr. Hal Kassoff -2- January 4, 1985 

I pass through the existing intersection quite frequently. The recent modifica- 
tions have seemed to eliainate auch of the problea 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, 

^tf^rS-v^ 
Robert T. Evans 
Director 

6511 Princess Garden Parkway. Lanham, Maryland 20706 (301)552 1400 
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ty^Y*   Maryland Department ofTransportation 
•tfr^f*^/       Slate Highway Adminislratron 
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WUtam K. Hrtmia 

Hit Kaitofl jftH211W 

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

Mr. Robert T. Evans 
Washington Bible College and 
Capital Bible Seminary 
6511 Princess Garden Parkway 
Lanham, Maryland  20706 

Dear Mr. Evans: 

Thank you for your letter dated January 4, 1985 expressinK 
concern about the proposed traffic patterns associated with the 
Project Planning Team's "preferred" solution - Modified Alternate 

B„ * R!^nt ^^r1"1 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 Roate 450 traffic regularly experiences capacity' 
HnrT  11  SerVi?e 'E,) 0Pera"°K conditions at this intersection * 
ft!  ?  !,"orning rush period.  Therefore, these interim measures 
?n ?h» S?tiSf? defig? Jrear (2010) travel needs-  Predicted growth 
^? J•*« lniJy 0f thif. ProJect ls expected to result in doubling  - 
of traffic volumes on Maryland Route 450 at Princess Garden Parklay 
?he Prin^f ^ yeaT- .A"er "^"eive studies and coordination with 
V£Zl\    *  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 emereencv 
^aluitf Wm be »"°»ed to make these Erohlbltermo^ments* SL- 
evaluations reveal that these traffic pattern revisions will have 
some negative effect on local accessibility, but overall benefit! 
will far exceed localized disadvantages.        uveran oenents 

tn .i?^"! t?e s^se2u!nt design phase we will consider refinements 
Jr.J\< It  locall5ed disadvantages associated with the proposed 
to iodifie5 I^^nJ^a" ?OU have any detailed suggestions applicable to Modified Alternate 2. please mail them to the Project Manaeer 
Mr. Donald G. Honeywell, Bureau of Project Planning, at this fddress. 

Mr. Robert T. Evans 

Page Two 

JM2i|a£ 

Thank you for your interest in this important highway improvement. 

Sincerely, 
Original Signed By: 

HA1 KASS0F* 

Hal Kassoff 
Administrator 

HK:mm 

cc:  Mr. Michael Snyder 
Mr. Neil J. Pedersen 
Mr. Frank Oerro 
IpT Louis H. Ege, Jr. 

<o0 

My tiltphom auBbw k        659-1111 
TaluypnntMr lor Impalrad MMrtng or SpMdi 

383-7555btttwon Mttro - 5650451 DC. MMra - l-BOMKKXi Sl.UwKJ.Toll t<— 
-» 0. Bo« 717 / 707 North Calvatl 81, Btf llmon. MaiyunO 21201 • 0717 

• 
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PRINCE GEORGE'S CHAMBER OF COMMERCE 
9837 CENTRAL AVENUE 
LARGO. MARYLAND 30772 
(3011 1S&7300 

January 11,   1985 

Mr. Hal Kassoff 
Administrator 
State Highway Administration 
P.O. Box 717 
707 North Calvert Street 
Baltimore, MD 21203 

Dear Mr. Kassoff: 

As you are aware, the Prince George's Chamber of Commerce has been 
a strong proponent of the proposed Improvements to the Hi.  450/564 
Interchange here In our County. This transportation project will 
go a long way In reducing the congestion and traffic problems 
currently being experienced by motorists In this area. 

Last year the Chamber hosted a meeting for the benefit of the businesses 
In the area who would be Impacted by the proposal. While It was not 
unanimous, there was a consensus reached that modified alternate 2 
was the most viable and workable solution to the problem. We recognize 
thst the restriction of movement onto Princess Garden Parkway may 
appear to be an inconvenience, but also believe that access to these 
businesses as proposed in modified alternate 2 will be an Improvement 
to the present situation and will make better traffic circulation 
throughout the entire project area. 

We hope that no additional delays will occur and that the State 
Highway Administration will move expedltlously forward on this 
project. 

.Zlnsmelster, Director 
Bvemmental Affairs 

o Maryland Department ofTransponavon 
Stata Highway Admlnlstralion 

JAN29198S 

WWiim K. HiOmini 

Hil KattaM 

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

Ur. Robert H. Zinsmeister 
Director, Governmental Affairs 
Prince George's Chamber of Commerce 
9827 Central Avenue 
Largo, Uaryland 20772 

Dear Ur. Zinsmeister: 

Thank you for your letter dated January 11, 1985 in support of 
Hodified Alternate 2 as the preferred solution to the transportation 
problem at Maryland Routes 450 and 564 at Lanham, Prince George's 
County. 

On January 23, 1985 I concurred with the Project Planning 
Team's recommendation to adopt Modified Alternate 2 as the basis 
for further project development.  We are now preparing the final 
environmental document and expect to obtain location and design 
approvals during the early Spring of 1985.  Project engineering 
(final design) for this project is scheduled in the Fiscal Tear 
1985-1990 Consolidated Transportation Program to begin in Fiscal 
Tear 1986.  Right-of-way acquisition and construction will be 
included in subsequent construction programs. 

Thank you for your continued support of our efforts to implement 
needed highway improvements in Prince George's County. 

Sincerely, 
Original Signed By: 

HAL KASSOFF 

Hal Kassoff 
Administrator 

-IN euiiNiu ron 
VOUA BUSINESS" 

RECRTVEJT) 
aw 

JAN 16 19 jj 

J_ 

UK; mm 
cc    Mr. 

Mr. 

Neil J. Pedersen 
Michael Snyder 
Louis B. Ege, Jr. 
Anthony M. Capizzl 

My UtophOM lumbar h     659-1111 
Teletypewriter lor Impaired Hearing or Speech 

383-7559 Baltimore Metro — StSMSI DC. Metro — t-BOMM 5082 Statewide Toll Free 

P.O. Bo» ?1T / 707 North Calvert St, Baltimore, Marylart 21203 • 0717 
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STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION 
QUESTIONS AND/OR COMMENTS 

MARYLAND ROUTE 450 
(Annapolis Road) 

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

PROJECT STATUS  REPORT 
AUGUST 6,   1984 

PLEASE 
PRINT 

NAME       Dau.4    •»-  "kicme       1=:-t-W-b>~ ntrc     fW    ll^fSH 

ADDR ESS       1 //I    Lq^   l\q>n~     Sfv .&£. 
CITY/TOWN     Lfi^^faVn STATE       HO -ZIP conp    ao"?o^ 

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

.dl.YiU   LVf -A<u-r     aJUlinJ*    /w^fltf 

•La   MP 

•fa fr^v*. 
*fy 

n^a-lM.     ^t-y^f &><~~J-n£3      t)~J.    • JKO*-* 

TCAP 

i)   uJk**- ,„ H**.   1i~$toM0 
-m &L 

/ 
•AJC? eA*,a*j*j 

£j%ri2L.-&TJL*?>r 

AJLt J.iuini (S3«_ 

li ^2 Si 

y-*^ 
&L 

of lA-i-nfd/a 
¥* 

t&y~>-p c^fl/Zt.   Jburfff/i v-1- 
rffp^ 

.&-~-<A. nil yr*$ il £Zt sfaur 

l^W    ^o ,lg~^- ^rVv-<8   'Ip^-^—^  ?<»€>  /v..^     y, 

#^1- itc 

iaAcj ai_ 

«^^h, 

^ I am currently on the Mailing List. 

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

This property Is proposed to be acquired In it's entirety for 

highway purposes. 

The project manager 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.  In addition Mr. & Mrs. Etherton were 

referred to our District 3 Office of Real Estate for further 

information and assistance. 

^ 
^ 



Hal Kassoff, Administrator 
Maryland Department of Transportation 
State Highway Administration 
Bureau of Project Planning 
707 North Calvert Street 
Baltimore, Maryland 21203 

Patricia Ca11away 
1203 Dreams Landing 
Annapolis, Md 21401 
February 11, 1985 

< 
I 

O 

See   SHA   response  on  the   following  page, 

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 feel 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. 

I use this intersection every day from the beltway to Doctors' 

Hospital;  having tried all other routes to the hospital I find this 

route the safest and most practical. 

1 hope you will consider my letter and give this proposal 

second thoughts. 

Sincerely, 

Ow •6a**aty 
Patricia Callaway 

V>4 



MfY*;   Maryland Department ofTransportation 
State Highway Aormmsiraiion 
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William K. Hellmam 
Sictiuiy 

Hal KassoH 
AdinlnUUltor 

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 li      659-1111 
Teletypewriter lor Impaired Hearing or Speech 

^555 Baltimore Metro — 5650451 O.C. Metro — 1-80O-492-5062 Statewide Toll Free 

P.O Box 717 l 707 North Calven St . Baltimore. Maryland 21203 - 0717 

U-V:   J_i  UJ 

Page  Two 

Thank you for your interest in this important highway improve- 

Sincerely , 
Original Signed By: 

HAL KASS0FF 

Hal Kassoff 
Administrator 

HK:mm 

cc:  Mr. Michael Snyder 
Mr. Neil J. Pedersen 
Mrs'Fra.nk  Derro 

"-Mr. Louis H. Ege, Jr. 



' " ;;: \f    DOCTORS
/
 HOSPITAL 

^•^^ —*- ••'-_i?- OF PRINCE GEORGE'S COUNTY 

February 13, 1983 

Mr. Hall Kassoff, Administrator 
Maryland Department of Transportaticn 
State Highway Administration 
Bureau of Project Planning. 
707 North Calvert Street 
Baltimore, M>    21203 

beht  Mr. KassofI: 

See   SHA   response  on   the   following  page. 

This letter is to register my objections tc the proposed changes of Ruutc-s 
5b- arid ^50 (Annapolis Road) in Lanham.  1 use the intersection of Annapolis 
Koad nnd Princess Garden Varkway daily and would be  greatly inconveniencfd t);* 
tl.t proposed changes.  To reach the area at the end of Princess Garden Parkway 
and just beyond the proposed Climat de France restaurant will be very indirect 
and difficult froir. Princess Garden Parkway.  This section of Annapolis Road 
will become nearly inawcessible with these changes. 

In addition, as the Director of Social Work/Discharge Planning for Doctors' 
Hospital of Prince George's County, 1 frequently deal with families fron, out 
of the area or who are themselves incapacitated and would have great difficulty 
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 directional arrows 
from Princess Garden Parkway onto Annapolis Road. 

Thank you for your consideration of these concerns and any changes you can 
make in this proposal which will facilirate, not impede, transportation will be 
greatly appreciated. 

Sincerely, 

-A.i hi? A£:.i 

- f:z  £3 9: S.! 

Annette L. Ryan, LSWA,' OT}x^Tj*T'\rC*'pv    Annette L. Ryan, LSWA1 

XVX-/*w-i>>t V JLJLJ Director, Social Work/Discharge Planning 

FEB   21 1985 

ft   ^' 
tii.. 

8118 GOOD LUCK ROAD, LANHAM, MARYLAND 20706, (301) 552-9400 
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MAR 1 1 1985 

Slate Highway Admirusirahon 

William K. Hetlmam 

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

Ms. Annette L. Ryan, LSWA 
Director 
Social Work/Discharge Planning 
Doctor's Hospital of Prince George's County 
8118 Good Luck Road 
Lanham, Maryland  20706 

Dear Ms. Ryan: 

Thank you for your letter dated February 13, 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 Itlophono numbar li       fisq-nn 

# 

Telelypewriter lor Impaired Hearino or Speech 
k17555 Bammore Melro — 565 0«5l DC. Melro — 1800-4925062 Slalewlde Toll Free 

P.O  Box 717 I 707 North Calverl St.. Baltimore. Marylano 21203 • 0717 

Page Two 

Thank you for your interest in this important highway improve- 

Sincerely , 

^iseiBisgBy: 

Hal   Kassoff 
Administrator 

HK :mm 

cc:  Mr. Michael Snyder 
Mr. Neil J. Pedersen 
M^1'. Frank Derro 

^AAr. Louis H. Ege, Jr. 

^ 



DOCTORS' HOSPITAL 
OF PRINCE GEORGE'S COUNT* 

Fehruarv 14, 1985 

Mr. Hal Kassoff, Administrator 
Maryland Department of Transportation 
State Highway Administration 
Bureau of Project Planning 
707 North Calvert Street 
Baltimore, MD  21203 

I 

See   SHA   response  on  the   following  page, 

Dear Mr. Kassoff: 

It is public knowledge- that New Carrollton, Seabrook and Lanhair. 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 ansver to 
problems which have obviously been building for years.  Many of our patients, 
families and employees including myself use this route.  Personally, I do 
not look forward to the proposed change.  1 feel installation of lights 

would make it simplier. 

Sincerely, 

r 
Ann Smut2, LSWA 
Social Vork/Discharge Planning 

'•»'t ALA RFCFTVED 
FEB 2i taas 

8118 GOOD LUCK ROAD, LANHAM, MARYLAND 20706, (301) 552-9400 
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MAR 1 1 1985 

William K. Hlllmjim 
SicnUrY 

Hal Kauotf 
AdminUtmsr 

Page  Two 
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Thank you for your interest in this important highway improve 

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

Sincerely, 

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 

Hal Kassoff 
Administrator 

HK:mm 

cc:  Mr. Michael Snyder 
Mr. Neil J. Pedersen 
ME< Frank Derro 

^Mr. Louis H. Ege, Jr. 

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 
I    (Level of Service '£') operating conditions at this intersection 
-J   during the morning rush period.  Therefore, these interim measures 
m   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 talaphona number Is      659-1111 
Teletypewriter lot Impaired Hearing or Speech 

363-7555 Baltimore Metro — 565-0451 D.C. Metro — 1-600-492-5062 Statewiae Toil Free 

P.O. Box 717 / 707 North Calvert St.. Baltimore. Maryiano 21203 • 0717 



See   SHA   response  on   the   following  page, 
< 
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TilS Wilhelr. Drive 
Lanham, Maryland 20706 

February 20, 1983 

RECEIVED 
FEB   22 igas 

mtm otficf OF 
• rUDNIHC S PREUMIiURt MEIMUINt 

Mr. Hal Kassoff, Adninlstrator 
Maryland Department o£ Transportation 

State Highway Administration 
Bureau of Project Planning 

707 No. Calvert Street 
Baltimore, Maryland 21203 

Dear Mr. Kassoff: 

It is nv understanding that changes have 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 onto princess 
Garden Parkwav, «hv was ALL THE TAXPAYERS' nonev spent on upgradim; Princess 

Garden Parkwav 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 
hacked 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 Cipnano Road and 

Cipriano Road's last 500 feet. 

A better solution to any bottle necks would be to close the nuatrous 
uncontrolled driveways at the intersection on Princess Garden Parkway (into 

the tavern and two into the office building/Ramada Inn.), and how about 

widening 450 going past Uhitfield 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 mam 

precious minutes to any patient's ride. 

Thank you for considering my objections which 1 hope will be considered 

in your planning. 

Sincerely, 

C^.pf-^u^- 
Barbara P. Wilson (Mrs. John M.) 

21 fli. 15 2-S 



|y*^p    MarylandDepartmentofTransportation 
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HAR 111985 

William K. Hellmann 
SiCfltlfY 

Hal KastoH 
Admlnitlnlot Page Two 

Mrs. Barbara P. Wilson 
7415 Wilhelm Drive 
Lanham, Maryland  20706 

RE: Contract No. P 1.85-101-371 
Maryland Route 450 
(Annapolis Road) 
Interchange at Maryland Route 564 
PDMS No. 163002 

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- 

< 
I 
-J 

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 int 
Route 450 and Princess Garden Parkway have 
operational improvements, particularly the 
Rome 450 left turn to northbound Princess 
westbound Maryland Route 450 traffic regula 
(Level of Service 'E') operating conditions 
during the morning rush period.  Therefore, 
cannot satisfy design year (2010) travel ne 
in the vicinity of this project is expected 
of traffic volumes on Maryland Route 450 at 
by the design year.  After extensive studie 
the Prince George's County Government it ha 
adequate traffic service with planned order 
achieved without prohibition of certain tra 
Maryland Route 450/Princess Garden Parkway 
in our August 6, 1984 Project Status Report 
vehicles will be allowed to make these proh 
evaluations reveal that these traffic patte 
some negative effect on local accessibility 
will far exceed localized disadvantages. 

ersection of Maryland 
resulted in some traffic 
eastbound Maryland 
Garden Parkway.  However, 
rly experiences capacity 
at this intersection 
these interim measures 

eds.  Predicted growth 
to result in doubling 
Princess Garden Parkway 

s and coordination with 
s been determined that 
ly growth cannot be 
ffic movements at the 
intersection as described 

However, emergency 
ibited movements.  Our 
rn revisions will have 

but overall benefits 

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 proposud traffic patterns. 

Sincerely, 

Original Sis'"^ ' 
Kit. KASSG1-' 
Hal Kassoff 
Administrator 

HK: mm 
Attachment 

Mr. Michael Snyder 
Mr. Neil J. Pedersen 
Mr. Frank Derro 
^r. Louis H. Ege, Jr. 

My telephone number is_ 
659-1111 

# 

Teletypewriter lor Impaired Hearing or Speech 
,3-7555 Baltimore Metro — 56MM51 DC Metro — 1-600-492 5062 Statewide Toll Free 

P.O Bon 717 / 707 North Calwerl St.. Ballimore. Maryiano 21203 - 0717 
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DOCTORS' HOSPITAL 
OF PRJNCE GEORGE'S COUNm' 

February 25,   1985 

< 
I 

00 See   SHA   response  on   the   following  page. 

TATS H'*'{  ADM 

> FIB 65 9 : «-' 

Mr. Hal Kassoff, Administrator 
Maryland Department of Transportation 
State Highway Administration 
Bureau of Project Planning 
707 North Calvert Street 
Baltimore, MD 21203 

Dear Mr. Kassoff: 

1 am writing this to 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.  I 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 change 
will also have an 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 

Debra Silverberg, L.S. 
Social Work/Discharge Planning RE  -nVED 

FEB   27 19&5 

DIMCIOR orfict Of 
PUNNING S FREUMItlMV MGINllRlrlS 

8118 GOOD LUCK ROAD, LANHAM, MARYLAND 20706, (301) 552-9400 
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RE: Contract No. P 185-101-371 
Maryland Route 450 
(Annapolis Road) 
Interchange at Maryland Route 
PDMS No. 163002 

564 

Ms. Debra Silverberg, L.S.W.A. 
Social Work/Discharge Planning 
Doctor's Hospital of Prince George's County 
8118 Good Luck Road 
Lanham, Maryland  20706 

Dear Ms. Silverberg: 

Thank you for your letter dated February 25, 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 

Thank you for your interest in this important highway improve- 

Sincerely , 
Original Signed Byi 

HAX KASSOW 

Hal Kassoff 
Administrator 

HK:mm 

cc:  Mr. Michael Snyder 
Mr. Neil J. Pedersen 
Mc^ Frank Derro 

Jd'r. Louis H. Ege, Jr. 

My telepliona number l»      659-1111 
Teletypewriter (or Impaired Hearing or Speech 

383-7555 Baltimore Metro — 565-0451 D.C. Melro — 1 •600.492-5062 Stalewide Toll Free 

P.O. Box 71? I 707 Norm Catvert St.. Ballimore. Maryland 21203 - 0717 
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See   SHA   response  on   the   following  page. 

S. R. 1, Box 171, Rt. 4 
Huntlngtovn, 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.  Such a change would lenethen travel time from the Beltway 
to Doctors' Hosnital of Prince George's County.  This concerns me for two 
main reasons:  Patlehfs' travel time would be lengthened from the Beltway 
to the hospital, and employees who travel that way- would be inconvenienced 
by the additional 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 
and possible danger to patients that this sort of change would cause. 

With sincere concern, 

Ms. Judith Phelps, R.N. 

STATE H'*T ADil 

5 FB E5 .JJ 14 
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RE: Contract No. P 185-101-371 
Maryland Route 450 
(Annapolis Road) 
Interchange at Maryland Route 564 
PDMS No. 163002 
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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 

Recent interim improvements at the intersection of Maryland 
Route 450 and Princess Garden Parkway have resulted in some traffic 
operational improvements, particularly the ea'stbound 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 talaphont number l»    659-1111 
Teletypewriter tor Impaired Hearino or Speech 

7555 Baltimore Metro — 565 0431 DC. Metro — 1 SO0«92S062 Statewide Toll Free 

P.O. Box 717 r 707 North Calverl St.. Baltimore. Maryland 21203 • 0717 

Page Two 

Thank you for your interest in this important highway improve- 

Sincerely , 

Hal Kassoff 
Administrator 

HK:mm 

cc:  Mr. Michael Snyder 
Mr. Neil J. Pedersen 
Mr'! Frank Derro 

^flr. Louis H. Ege, Jr. 

^ 
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IANHAH MOBIL 
9071 Lanham Severn Road 

Lanham, MD  20706 

February 26, 1985 

u Maryland Department ofTranspartation 
Slate Highway Administration 

William K. Hellmarr 
Stcrttarv 

Hal KissoH 
AitmlnlstratM 

April 15, 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 
I  project for the Maryland Route 450 and 564 interchange.  Your Febru- 
oo ary 11, 1985 status report showing Modified Alternate No. 2 as the 
t\j 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 but 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 "0" 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 Oil 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, 

RECEIVED 
FEB  28 1985 

IIKCIOI  CIIICI tl 
ruunc t riEiiuF'tti m\m 

j,<£LjZi 
Dr. Francis P. Griffith, Jr 

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. Griffith, Jr. 
Lanham Mobil 
9071 Lanham-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 within a month. 

Very truly yours, 

ijUuuf 

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

NJP:mm 

cc:  Mr. 

Mr. 
Mr. 

Michael Snyder 
Frank Derro 
Louis H. Ege, Jr. 
Vernon J. Krai 
H. B. Travers 

^ 
^ 

My Iiliphom numbat li     659-1110 
Taletyp«wrilar for Impalrad Haaring or Spaach 

3837555 Baltlmota Metro — S65-CM5) DC. Matro - 1-800-4B25062 Suiaarida Toll Free 

P.O. Box 717 / 707 North Calvert St., Baltlmora. Maryland 21203 • 0717 
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Attachment for Environmental 
Impact Documents 

Revised February 18, 19R1 
Bureau of Relocation Assistance 

"SUMMARY OF THE RELOCATION ASSISTANCE PROGRAM OF THE 

STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION OF MARYT.AND" 

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 ?2-212 
2EiS?2 ? Department of Transportation, State Highway 
Administration, Bureau of Relocation Assistance, administers 
the Relocation Assistance Program in the State ot  Maryland! 

Ij!^rSViKi0nS^fthe Federal ^ 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 paymIn?HnS/or 

paym^tn^'sifoor?1^ limitS 0f th' -^TacemenfhoLing payments are $15,000 for owner-occupants and $4,000 for 
tenant-occupants.  i„ addition, but within the ^bove limits, 
certain payments may be made for increased mortgage interest 
costs and/or incidental expenses.  m order to receive thlse 

srSry'reSac^iff PerSOn mUSt OCCUPy ^cent^sSe and mo«i S y replaceinent housing.  In addition to the replace- 
ment housing payments described above, there are also 
moving cost payments to persons, businesses, ?aLs and 
non-profit organizations.  Actual moving costs for residences 
mn^6 ^^^ mOVing COStS UP t0 50 mi^s or a schedule 
to $?00?   Parent, including a dislocation allowance, up 

The moving cost payments to businesses are broken down into 
several categories, which include actual moving expe^es 

of a'dSplace^S'j6" 0f" aCtUal mOVing expensLr^hfLner °* * displaced business is entitled to receive a payment for 
SSSSi Jea80nable m0Tin9 and related e^nses in mo^Tng his 
taia?b^•Per?0nal proPerty' actual direct losses of 
for9^  Personal property; and actual reasonable expenses 
for searching for a replacement site. expenses 

The actual reasonable moving expenses may be paid for a move 
men^s^the3*1 TV  ^ f0r a self--ovey  Generally! pay- 
ments for the actual reasonable moving expenses are limited 

vi-i 
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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 use 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 movinq 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. 

VI-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.  In order to be entitled to this 
payment, the State must determine that the business cannot 
be relocated without a substantial loss of its existing 
patronage, the business is not part of a commercial 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.  In some cases, 
payments "in lieu of" actual moving costs may be made to 
farm operations that are affected by a partial acquisition. 
A non-profit organization is eligible to receive "in lieu 
of" actual moving cost payments, in the amount of $2,500. 
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A more detailed explanation of the benefits and payments 
available to displaced persons, businesses, farms, and 
non-profit organizations is available in Relocation 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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