St-1A

MD 210 Project Planning Study Comment Form
Locatior/Design Public Hearing
Thursday, June 21,2001
Friendly High School Aaditorium

PLEASE PRINT . )
Name C Apples D>

Address. ) 2/ | TRAverso WA Y
CityrTown__ T LW/ AS A State /vy&i Zip Code_20) YUY

PLEASE INDICATE YOUR PREFERENCES BY CHECKING THE BOXES BELOW.

Date 0[.,/"(5' /0 /

Which of the 3 mainline options cn MD 210 do you think are most appropriate?

1.) NO HOV B 2.) Barrier Separated HOV D 3.) Concurrent Flow HOV D

MD 210 involves 9 intersections that are under study for improvements. What improvement option at each
intersection do you think are the most appropriate? (Select from the non-shaded boxes)

Optior A |Option A-1][Option A-2| Option B ] Option C | Option D | Option E

Wilson Bridge Drive >

Kerby Hill Road

Palmer Road X

Old Fort Road Norh

Fort Washington Road

PV
Swan Creek Road X
Old Fort Road Sotth )
Farmington Road W

MD 373 N

N

Do you commute on MD 210 during the peak bours (6:30-8:30am) and (4:30-6:30pm)?
Check if you carpool or would be willing to carpool D

1.) yes [2} 2.)no D
if conveniznt park and ride services were available

Have you ever used side roads to avoid congestion on MD 2107

1.) yes @ 2.)no D

If there are any additional comments or inquiries you would like to share with us please list them below.
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*Persons who have received a copy of this brochare through the mail are aiready on the project Mailing List.

D Please add my/our name(s) to the Mailiag List

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

Project NO. PG221A11

Charles Dias

Supplemental Response:
See response to frequently stated comment 1, 3.

Alternative 5A Modified is the Selected Alternative. No HOV lanes or mainline capacity
enhancements, other than auxiliary lanes to support the interchange/intersection improvements,
will be provided. No HOV lanes or mainline capacity enhancements, other than auxiliary lanes
to support the interchange/intersection improvements, will be provided. However the proposed
improvements will not preclude rail, HOV or any other studies/improvenents in the future.

SHA-Selected Alternative 5A Modified includes all interchanges proposcd undor Option 2. The
proposed interchange locations are MD 210 at Kerby Hill Road, Palmer Road, Old Fort Road
North, Fort Washington Road, Swan Creek Road and Old Fort Road South. At-grade
intersection modifications are proposed with the SHA-Selected Alternative at Wilson Bridge
Drive, Farmington Road and MD 373.

The specific intersection/interchange options included in the SHA-Selected Alternative consist
of:

Wilson Bridge Drive Option A, (which is a modification of Option A-1), Kerby Hill Road
Option C, Palmer Road Option E (which is a modification of Option D), Old Fort Road North
Option C, Fort Washingtcn Road Option D, Swan Creek Road Option G (which is a
modification of Option E), Old Fort Road South Option C, Farmington Road Option A, and MD
373 Option A.

These options were selected as a result of coordination among MD 210 study team members, the
focus group, environmental resource agencies and citizens, based on the extent to which they
addressed safety and traffic operational needs and minimized impacts to sensitive resources.

The above-described interchanges include bridges over MD 210 for each major MD 210 for eact
major MD 210 intersection from Kerby Hill Road to Old For Road South. Wilson Bridge Drive
will become right-in/right-out only at its intersection with MD 210.

The Oxon Hill Road intersection is also planned as a grade-separation, but will be constructed a s
part of the separate Woodrow Wilson Bridge Project.
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MD 210 Project Planning Study Comment Form
Location/Design Public Hearing
Thursday, June 21, 2001
Friendly High School Audltormm
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PLEASE INDICATE YOUR PREFERENCES BY CHECKING THE BOXES BELOW.

Which of the 3 mainline options on MD 210 do you think are most appropriate?

1.)NOHOV @\ 2.) Barrier Separated HOV D 3.) Concurrent Flow HOV D

MD 210 involves 9 intersections that arc under study for improvements. What improvement option at each
intersection do you thinkare the most appropriate? (Select from the non-shaded boxes)

Option A [Option A-1]Option A-2| Opton B | Option C | Option D | Option E

Wilson Bridge Drive
Kerby Hill Road
Palmer Road

Old Fort Road North
Fort Washington Road

Swan Creek Road
Old Fort Road South
Farmington Road

MD 373 ;

Do you commute on MD 210 during the peak hours (6:30-8:30am) and (4:30-6:30pm)?
Check if you carpool or would be willing to capool D

1.)yes F 2.)no D
if convenient park and ride services were availdble

Have you ever used side roads to avoid congestion on MD 210?

1.) yes @ 2.)no D

if there are any additional comments cr inquiries you would like ta share with us please list them below.
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D Please delete my/our name(s) fiom the Mailing List

Please add my/oar name(s) to the Mailing List

Project NO. PG22TATT

Serena E. Davis

Supplemental Response:
See response to frequently stated comment 1, 4.

Alternative 5SA Modified is the SHA-Selected Alternative; however the proposed improvements
will not preclude rail, HOV or any other studies/improvements in the future.
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MD 210 Project Planning Study Comment Form
Location/Design Public Hearing
Thursday, June 21, 2001
Friendly High School Auditofium

PLEASE PRINT

Name David L. Desjardins — Date
11001 Mcl\a Rd.

Address FtWaslnngton, MD 20744-4122

City/Town State Zip Code

PLEASE INDICATE YOUR PREFERENCES BY CHECKING THE BOXES BELOW.

‘Which of the 3 mainline options on MD 210 do you think are most appropriate?

1.)NO HOV D 2.) Bar:ier Separated HOV 3.) Comncurrent Flow HOV D
MD 210 involves 9 intessections that are under study fgr/improvements, What im provement option at each
intersection do you think fre the mostappropriate? (Select from the non-shaded boxes)

Option A

Wilson Bridge Drive
Kerby Hill Road
Palmer Road

Old Fort Road North
Fort Washington Road
Swan Creek Road

Old Fort Road South
Farmington Road
MD 373

Do you commutg-6n MD 210 during the peak hours (6:30-8:30am) and (4:30-6:30pm)?
Check if you carpool or would be willing to carpool D

1) yes 2 ).no D
i” convenient park and ride services were available
Have you ever use d= roads to avoid congestion on MD 210?

1.) yes 2.)no D

1f there are any additional comments or inquiries you would like t» share with us please list them below.
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*Persons who have received a copy of this brochure through the mail are already on the project Mailing List.

B/Please add my/sur name(s) to ‘he Mailing List
D Please delete my/our name(s) rom the Mailing List

Project NO. PG221A11

David L. Desjardins

Supplemental Response:
See response to frequently stated comment 2.

Proposed improvements include sidewalks and wider outside lanes for bikers and pedestrians
throughout all of the interchanges to allow community access from either side of MD 210. All
crossroads assume a five-foot wide bike lane outside the travel lanes in each direction within the
limit of improvement. A five-foot wide sidewalk on each side of the crossroad has been assumed
for each overpass design. Any intersections that are proposed to remain at-grade have been
evaluated on a case-by-case basis for pedestrian/bicycle accommodation (e.g, sidewalk
connections, crosswalks, etc.). Coordination between SHA and community residents will be
maintained throughout the project planning and design phases to ensure appropriate
accommodatior. of bicyclists and pedestrians with the proposed improvemenis. The current plans
also show connsctions to Henson Creek Trail. For bicyclists traveling north and south within the
corridor there are several local roads that will be signed as alternative bike routes. In addition,
bicycles will nct be prohibited from using the outsids shoulder of MD 210 as they do today.

Alternative S5A Modified is the SHA-Selected Alternative; however the propesed improvements
will not preclude rail, HOV or any other studies/improvements in the future.
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HOW ARE WE DOING? W.A. Dixon

in an effort to improve the effectiveness of our public involvement and outreach programs,

we would appreciate it if you wouid take a few minutes to answer this questionnaire. Supplemental Response:

See response o frequently stated comment 2.
Please circle the most appropriate number . ) ) .
Alternative SA Modified is the SHA-Selected Alternative; however the proposed improvements
Poor Excellent will not preclude rail, HOV or any other studies/inprovements in the future.
Clarity of the brochure 1 3 4 5

N
£

Was each part of the brochure easy to understand?

Purpose of Workshop

- Purpose of the Project
Adjacent Relative Projects
Program Status
Project Need
Existing Roadway
Intermodal Connectivity

DV S G |

SIS SISES GJSIN

Focus Group

-

Thinking Beyond the Pavement
Environmental Resources Summary
Altematives Curently Under Consideration

wmaummuuw@)ww
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Remaining Steps in Planning Process

Which part of the brochure was the most valuable?

Which part of the brochure was the least valuabe?

What squest\ons do ycug vezior improvement?”
T H e, CPRRT N7 0 - THAnliron7 4210 2/
Sttoudd [peul #kE ol Brigopls HETRG Kire T8
mD L) FrRom T-95 /Z1-94s T0 My zg,
Thank you for answering this questionnaire. You may either ieave it at the receptionist's
table as you leave or refurn it to us by mail.
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MD 210 Project Planning Study Comment Form
Location/Design Public Hearing
Thursday, June 21, 2001
Friendly H.gh School Auditorium

PLEASE PRINT

Name  SCET7 _ DUCAR Date__ 23 JUng O |
Address PD ’BC)‘-’ Qéq’

City/Town /4C cole E&I¢ state_ MD  ZipCode__ Q0 407

PLEASE INDICATE YOUR PREFERENCES BY CHECKING THE BOXES BELOW.
Which of the 3 mainline options on MD 210 do you think are most appropriate?

1.)NO HOV & 2.) Barrier Separated HOV D

MD 210 involves 9 infersections thst are under study for improvements. What improvement option at each
intersection do you think are the most appropriate? (Select from the non-shaded boxes)

3.) Concurrent Flow HOV D

" Option A [Option A-1]Option A-2] Option B | Option C | Option D | Option £

Wilson Bridge Drive

Kerby Hill Road

Palmer Road -

5id Fort Road North e

Fort Washington Road

Swan Creek Road
Old Fort Road South
Farmington Road

MD 373

Do you commute on VD) 218 during the peak hours (6:30-8:3flam) and (4:30-6:30pm)?
Check if you carpool or would be willing to carpool .@

1.)yes & 2.)no D
if conveniert park and ride services were available

Have you ever used side roads to avoid congestion on MD 2107

1.) yes D 2.)no

If there are any additional comments or inquiries you would Iike to share with us please Ist them below.

VEED To TuRn) 210 j1fo A FREEwHY WwITH MO SIvehl LLoHZs
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*Persons who have received a copy of this brochure through the nail are already on the project Mailing List.
D Please add my/our name(s) to the Mailing List

D Please delete my/our names) from the Mailing List

Project NO. PG221Al1L

Scott Ducar

Supplemental Response:
See response to frequently stated comment 1, 3.

Alternative SA Modified is the SHA-Selected Alternative. No HOV lanes cr mainline capacity
enhancements, other than auxiliary lanes to support the interchange/intersection improvements,
will be provided. However the proposed improvements will not preclude rail, HOV or any other
studies/improvements in the future. The result of the SHA-Selected Alternative improvements
will be a highway, with no traffic signals, that functions similar to an expressway from north of
Farmington Road to the Capital Beltway

SHA-Selected Alternative 5A Modified includes all interchanges proposed under Option 2. The
proposed interchange locations are MD 210 at Kerby Hill Road, Palmer Road, Old Fort Road
North, Fort Washington Road, Swan Creck Road and Old Fort Road South. At-grade
intersection modifications are proposed with the SEA-Selected Alternative at Wilson Bridge
Drive, Farmington Road and MD 373.

The specific intersection/interchange options included in the SHA-Selected Alternative consist
of

Wilson Bridge Drive Option A, (which is a modification of Option A-1), Kerby Hill Road
Option C, Palmer Road Option E (which is a modification of Option D), Ol Fort Road North
Option C, Fort Washington Road Option D, Swan Creek Road Option G (whichisa
modification of Option E), Old Fort Road South Option C, Farmington Road Option A, and MD
373 Option A.

These options were selected as a result of coordination among MD 210 study team members, the
focus group, environmental resource agencies and citizens, based on the ex:ent to which they
addressed safety and traffic operational needs and minimized impacts to sesitive resources.
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MD 210 Project Planning Study Comment Form
Location/Design Public Hearing
Thursday, June 21, 2001
Friendly High School Axditorium

PLEASE PRINT

Name My L+O n E ”‘v"k [
Address, 1877~ 6{{""-"3 eq LM&. ’

Date -l«-wa b Fool

City/Town_Focl WAS Hi 86TD State MT>  Zip Codle_ 20794

PLEASE INDICATE YOUR PREFERENCES BY CHECKING THE BOXES BELOW.
Which of the 3 maiuline options cn MD 210 do you think are most appropriate?

1.)NO HOV 2.) Barrier Separated HOV D 3.) Concurrent Flow HOV D

MD 210 involves 9 intersections that are under study for improvements. What improvement option at each
intersection do you think are the most appropriate? (Select from the non-shaded boxes)

Option A [Option A-1]Option A-2] Option B | Option C | Cption D | Option E

Wilson Bridge Drive —

Kerby Hill Road

Palmer Road

Old Fort Road North

Fort Washington Road

Swan Creek Road
Old Fort Road South
Farmington Road

MD 373

Do you commute on MD 210 during the peak hours (6:30-8:30am) Lnd (4:30-6:30pm)?

1.)yes 2.)no D Check if you carpool or would be willing to carpool D

if convenient park and ride services were available
Have you ever used side roads toavoid congeston on MD 2107

1.) yes B‘ 2.)no D

If there are any additional comments or inquiries you would like to share with us please list them below.

bui M\ Hv'puﬁ ‘lrvﬁrd.n"lL - /Me)//yo ~//

*Persons who have received a copy of this brochure through the mail are already on the project Mailing List.
@ Please add my/our name(s) to the Mailing List

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

Project NO. PG221A11

Milton Ellerbe

Supplemental Response:
See response to frequently stated comment 1, 2.

Alternative 5A Modified is the SHA-Selected Altemative; however the preposed improvements
will not preclude rail, HOV or any other studies/improvements in the future.
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Supplemental Response:

HOW ARE WE DOING? The purpose of ‘he study is to address the increasingly severe and frequent treffic congestion
along MD 210 end it involves the development and analysis of reasonable altornates including
the no build alternate, Traffic operations indicate tha: peak hour traffic entering or crossing MD
210 from side roads often require several signal cycles to go through the intersection. The short

In an effort to improve the effectiveness of our public nvolvement and. outreach programs,
we would appreciate it if you would take a few minutes to answer this questionraire.

Ploase circle the most appropriate numbsr auxiliary lanes, severe skew angles, sharp curvatures, and the close proximity of the service
roads created congestion for the side road traffic. Five of the nine major intersections in the

Poor Excellent project area are currently operating at failing conditions in the peak hour periods. By the year
Clarity of the bochure 1 2 3 4 5 2020, all nine study area intersections will reach level of service grade F (represents failing

waffic flow with total congestion, where several cycles are required to clear traffic through an

Was each partof the brochure easy to uderstand intersection) and some intersections will be handling almost twice the traffic they are designed to

Purpose of Workshep 1 2 3 4 @ handle. In addition, the number of reported accidents occurring from Fort Washington Road to
Purposz of the Project 1 2 3 s @& the Capital Beltway are sigrificanty higher than the statewide average for similar facilities. By
Adjacent Relative Projects 4 2 3 4 @ replacing the existing intersections with interchanges as proposed under the build alternates,

consistent with the county master plan, traffic is projected to operate at acceptable levels of
Program Status 1 2 3 4 @

service (LOS F or better) in the design year 2020.
Project Need

Existing Roadway 4 @ Alternative 5A Modified is the SHA-Selected Alternative; however the propcsed improvements
) will not preclude rail, HOV or any other studies/improvements in the future.
Intermodal Connectivity + cels 2 3 4 5
Focus Group 1 2 3 4 5
Thinking Beyond the Pavement 1 2 3 @ 5
Environmental Resources Sumirary 1 2 3 4 @
Alternatives Currently Under Consideration 1 2 3 4 (3
Rermaining Steps in Planning Process 1 2 3 4 ()
Which part of the brochure was the most valuable?
ie e e _alferugtive schemes.
Which part of the brochure was the least valuable?
MMM‘S were 2hsen
@
What suggestons do you tave for improvement?
- £, o4 &r, € m(
decsions made which awa will cause the inevease invehide fraffic

antierpgted by J<iv 2oz
Thank yo'ﬁor answ;‘r'ing th?s questionnaire. You may either leave it at the receptionist’s
table as you leave or retum it to us by mail.

MD 210 Lacd‘hdh/%%h

©
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MD 210 Project Planning Study Comment Form
Location/Design Public Hearing
Thurscay, June 21, 2001
Friendly High School Auditorium

RLEASEPRINKC Camble, dr
Address‘ZR‘q }(}ND'tU\ ‘PI\P
CityITown lhﬂ}\‘fn‘h‘ﬂ State mD Zip Code ZD’HL(

PLEASE INDICATE YOUR PREFERENCES BY CHECKING THE BOXES BELOW.

Date’.l.‘OLO‘

Which of the 3 mainline options on MD 210 do you think are most appropriate?

1.y NO HOV D 2.) Barrier Separated HOV D 3.) Concurrent Flow HOV [Z

MD 210 involves 9 intersections that are under stdy for improvements. What improvement option at each
intersection do you think are the most appropriate? (Select from the non-shaded boxes)

Option A [Option A-1]Option A-2] Option B | Option C | Ogtion D | Option E

Wilson Bridge Drive
Kerby Hill Road
Palmer Road v
Old Fort Road North
Fort Washington Road
Swan Creek Road
Old Fort Road South
Farmington Road

MD 373 |

Do you commuge on MD 210 during the peak hours (6:30-8:30am) and (4:30-6:30pm)?

1.) yes 2)no D Check if you carpool or would be willingto carpool D

if convenient park and ride services were available
Have you ever used side roads to avoid congesticn on MD 210?

1.) yes @ 2)no D

If there are any additional comments or inquiries you would like to share with us please list them below.

ke onaverd 1o our home 0 L9FS and wos Quite suwpvisad
e MD2I0 nmrnhro n ihs curet Conditins. 1 howe
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Please add my/our name(s) to the Mailing List

D Please delete my/our nameis) from the Mailing List

Project NO. PG221Al1

Fred Gamble Jr.

Supplemental Response:
See response 1o frequently stated comment 3.

Alternative 5A Modified is the SHA-Selected Alternative including grade-separated interchanges
from Kerby Hill Road to Old Fort Road South. At-grade intersections will remain at Wilson
Bridge Drive (right-in/right-out only), Farmington Road and MD 373; however the proposed
improvements will not preclude rail, HOV or any other studies/improvements in the future.
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MD 210 Project Planning Study Comment Form
Location/Design Public Hearing
Thursday, June 21, 2001
Friendly High School Auditorium

PLEASE PRIN

m—ﬁg} M G’W’W Qﬁ Date '?' 4/ S/I/O(
Address /{40[’ QKJMW‘YW /’W M
CityﬂownMLe,I/L. StateMQ Zip Code, Z é %

PLEASE INDICATE YOUR PREFERENCES BY CHECKING THE BOXES BELOW.

Which af the 3 mainling aptions or MD 210 do you think are most appropriate?
1) NO HOV B/! 2.) Barrier Separaied HOV D 3.) Concurrent Flow HOV D

MU Z10 involves Y intersections that are under study for improvements. What improvement option at each
intersection do you think are the most appropriate? (Select fram the non-shaded boxes)

Option A [Option A-{]Option A-2{ Option B QOption C | Ogtion D | Option E

Wilson Bridge Drive
Kerby Hill Road

Palmer Road Y%
Old Fort Road North

Fort Washington Read
2

Swan Creek Road
Old Fort Road South:
Farmington Road

MD 373

Do you commute MID 210 during the peak hours (6:30-8:3(am) and (4:30-6:30pm)?

1.y yes 2)no D Check if yo carpool or would be willing to carpool D
if convenient park and ride services were available

Have you ever used side roads to avoid congestion on MD 210?

1) yes D 2)n0 D

If there are any additional comments or Inquirles you would ke tu shure with us please list them below.
Suice, pver 00 ﬂl //[‘—c?(’rm qu‘& on Mnd)
e So. Morfund Mt"mc/lmx. bt il o 13
. wo(diwé 7~ uL/»J:f’;& Lot (ol

a 'r»ua/& helles collo -

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

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

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

Project NO. PG221A11

George M. Gamer Jr,

Supplemental Response:
See response 1 frequently stated comment 1, 2.

Alternative 5A Modified is the SHA-Selected Alternative. No HOV lanes or mainline capacity
enhancements, other than auxiliary lanes to support the interchange/intersection improvements,
will be provided. However the proposed improvements will not preclude rail, HOV or any other
studies/improvements in the future.

SHA-Selected Alternative SA Modified includes all interchanges proposed under Option 2. The
proposed interchange locations are MD 210 at Ketby Hill Road, Palmer Road, Old Fort Road
North, Fort Washington Road, Swan Creek Road and Old Fort Road Soutt. At-grade
intersection modifications are proposed with the SHA-Selected Alternative at Wilson Bridge
Drive, Farmington Road and MD 373,

The specific intersection/interchange options included in the SHA-Selected Alternative consist
of:

Wilson Bridge Drive Option A, (which is a modification of Option A-1), Kerby Hill Road
Option C, Palmer Road Option E (which is a modification of Option D), Cld Fort Road North
Option C, Foit Washington Road Option D, Swan Creek Road Option G (whichis a

modification of Option E), Old Fort Road South Qption C, Farmington Road Option A, and MD
373 Option A.

These options were selectsd as a result of coordination among MD 210 study team members, the
focus group, environmental resource agencies and citizens, based on the extent to which they
addressed safety and traffic operational needs and minimized impacts to sensitive resources.
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MD 210 Project Planning Study Comment Form
Location/Design Public Hearing
Thursday, june 21, 2001
Friendly High School Auditorium

PLEASE PRINT

Name CLARK L. Glewpy
Address_ 75 Iul  PDELETI5LD Wy
CityTown_fFONT (Y ASfsn/ 673X State_ /) Zip Code_Z1p vy = 3330
PLEASE INDICATE YOUR PREFERENCES BY CHECKING THE BOXES BELOW.

pate /¥ J/V"ﬁ/g G0 (

Which of the 3 mainline options on MD 210 do you think are most appropriate?

1.) NO HOV D 2.) Barrier Separated HOV W 3.) Concurrent Flow HOV D

MD 210 involves 9 intersections that are under study for improvements. What im provement option at each
intersection do you think are the mest appropriate? (Select from the non-shaded boxes)

Option A |Option A-1{Option A-2| Option B | Option C | Option D | Option E
Wilson Bridge Drive [

Kerby Hill Road

Palmer Road
Old Fort Road North

Fort Washington Road
Swan Creek Road
Old Fort Road South
Farmington Road

MD373

Do you commute on MD 210 during the peak hours (6:30-8:30am) and (4:30-6:30pm)?
Check if you carpool or would be willing to carpool D

B R
if convenient park and ride services were available

Have you ever used side roads to avoid congestionon MD 210?

1) yes [z 2.)no D

If there are any additional commens or inquiries you would like to share with us please listthem below.

Spme Litprl” NEEDS 13 Bde made 7o PROVINE
Lod/Sesreznely oFF CRESS RoBDS  Flom onl SiDE o MDD QD @
F0_pa oThA_._TOR Cox L WHEL Liviw & STa4 D STOPS
AT mD A FT7 SHBOLD
THE  OTHEL SD5 .

DNTIMUE B ] JrJesTod D oM

*Persons who have reczived a copy of this brochure through the mail are already on the project Mailing List.

D Please add my/our name(s) to the Mailing List T v TY® CepiEs . Plesnse

D Please delete my/our name(s) from the Mailing List 1S onT? ~MUE alé Cof Y.

Project NO. PG221A11

Clark L. Glenn

Supplemental Response:

Contact information for residents, businesses and the Focus Group will be forwarded to the final
design team when the project moves from the projec: planning phase into the final design phase.
Details, such as street naming, occur during the fina. design phase. Livingstcn Road is a county
facility; comments about street naming will be forwarded to the proper county planning
representative.

Alternative SA Modified is the SHA-Selected Alternative; however the proposed improvements
will not preclude rail, HOV or any other studies/improvements in the future.
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MD 210 Project Planning Study Comment Form
Location/Design Public Hewing
Thursday, june 21, 2001
Friendly High School Auditorium

PLEASE PRINT /2?’ / (;J, ’/3/ T a— 7(444 o/
Address 1285 O) 02" L@%/ Lg, M
City/Town_ 74 ( <2 K«f(’ & State ‘Mb Zip Code_ »33

PLEASE INDICATE YOUR PREFERENCES BY CHECKING THE BOXES BELOW.

L7

Which uf the 3 mainline uptions on MD 210 do you think are most appropriate?

1.)NO HOV 2.) Barier Separated HOV D 3.) Concurrent Flew HOVD

MD 210 infolves 9 intersections thatare under study for improvements. What improvementoption at each
mtersemon do you think are the most appropriate? (Select from the non-shaded boxes)

Option A |Option A-1[Option A-2} Cption B | Option C Opnm D | Option E
Wilson Bridge Drive <
Kerby Hill Road o)
Palmer Road 7
Old Fort Road North ~o
Fort Washington Road | ’>z)w .
Swan Creek Road
Old Fort:Road South .. e d e s —
Farmington Road
MD 373 NG

Do you commute on MD 210 during the peak hours (6:30-8:30am) and (4:30-6:30pm)?

1) yes % 2)n0 D Check if you carpool or would be willing to carpool
if convenient park and ride services were available

Have )[)u ever used side roads to avoid congestion on MD 210?

2.)no D

1) yes
1f ther¢'are any additional comments or inquiries you would like to share with us please list them below.

ﬁ)”'wﬁ /(wz// '/6
W"( /}/Q«ﬂi(f

22g~+ 270

,1'\,4% Q[/%D

T 393 ag¥e_ 210 O

*Persons who have received a copy of this brochure hrough the malare already on the project Mailing List.

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

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

Project NO. PG221Al1

ol gt 2t shp 5—#/’4%6‘(

Carl Gotzmer

Supplemental Response:
See response to Tequently stated comment 1, 2.

A grade-separated interchange at the intersection of MD 210 and MD 373 was rot investigated
since traffic studies show that at-grade improvements would provide adequate levels of service.

Alternative SA Modified is the Selected Alternative. No HOV lanes or mainline capacity
enhancements, cther than auxiliary lanes to support the interchange/intersection improvements,

will be provided. However tae proposed improvemens will not preclude rail, HOV or any other
studies/improvements in the future.

SHA-Selected Alternative 5A Modified includes all interchanges proposed under Option 2. The
proposed interchange locations are MD 210 at Kerby Hill Road, Palmer Road, Old Fort Road
North, Fort Washington Road, Swan Creek Road and Old Fort Road South. At-grade

intersection modifications are proposed with the SHA-Selected Alternative at Wilson Bridge
Drive, Farmington Road and MD 373,

The specific intersection/interchange options included in the SHA-Selected Alternative consist
of:

Wilson Bridge Drive Option A, (which is a modification of Option A-1), Kerby Hill Road
Option C, Palmer Road Option E (which is a modification of Option D), Old Fort Road North
Option C, Fort Washington Road Option D, Swan Creek Road Option G (whichis a

modification of Option E), Old Fort Road South Optien C, Farmington Road Option A, and MD
373 Option A.

These options were selected as a result of coordination among MD 210 study team members, the
focus group, environmental resource agencies and citizens, based on the extentto which they
addressed safety and traffic operational needs and minimized impacts to sensitive resources.
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ot GRECS

HOW ARE WE DOING?

In an effort to improve the effectiveness of our public involvement and outreach programs, we

would appreciate it if you would take a few minutes to arswer this questionnaire.

Please circle the most appropriate number Poor Excellent
Was the brochure well laid out and easy to follow? 1 2 3 {9 5
Comrents:

Was each part of the brochure easy to understand? Poor Excellent
Purpose of Study 1 2 3 4 s
Purpose of Hearing 1 2 3 4 éj’
How to Comment on the Project 1 2 3 @ 5
Program Status 1 2 3 @ 5
Project History 1 2 3 @J 5
Project Need 1 2 3 6»/7 5
Smart Growth t o2 3 s
Existing Condition 12 B 4 s
Congestion Management System 1 2 3 @) 5
Alternatives Currently Under Consideration 1 2 6) 4 5
Environmental Summary 1 2 3 @ 5
Remaining Steps in the Project Planning Process 1 2 3 2}] 5
Typical Sections 1 2 3 E’:) 5

Which part of the brochure was the most valuable? Byt Trang/ 7/ Fark Api

E/uw";é Ko

Love

e fZe 0f) fiee /f ra .’£7l1 £

Which part of the brochure was the least vauable?

/ /'o) Serurf.

What suggestions do you have for igxprqvement? Wizdro RalQ o Ay i

120 E  Gepeee COuwty Sy Sumwrzot pd 200

Al o€ vk&»\

Thank you for answering this questionnaire. You may either leave'it at the receptionist’s table

as you leave or return it by mail.

MD 210
From 1-95/1-495 to MD 228
PROJECT NO. PG 221A11

John Gregg

Supplemental Response:
See response fo frequently stated comment 2, 4.

Alternative 5A Modified is the SHA-Selected Alternative; however the proposed improvements
will not preclude rail, HOV or any other studies/improvements in the future.
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Thursday, June 21,2001
4 E i
Address /330§ Mﬂz&"c \Dﬂ.

MD 210 Project Planning Study Comment Form
Location/Design Public Hearing
Friendly High School Auditorium
PLEASE PRINT /’/ - / é
Name A ERDA o 4 8 Date
City/Town 7[% W” State, W:D Zip Code 2,0721&
PLEASE INDICATE YOUR PREFERENCES BY CHECKING THE BOXES BELOW.

Which of the 3 mainline options on MD 210 do you think are most appropriate?

1.)NO HOV E 2.) Barrier Separated HOV D 3.) Concurrent Flow HOVD

MD 210 involves 9 intersections that are understudy for improvements. What improvement option at each
intersection do you think are the most appropriate? (Select from the non-shaded boxes)

Option B | Option C | Option D | Option E

Wilson Bridge Drive P
Kerby Hill Road ’
Palmer Road

Old Fort Road Norh

Fort Washington Road

Swan Creek Road
Old Fort Road South
Farmington Road

MD 373

Do you commute on M 216 during the peak howrs (6:30-8:30am) and (4:30-6:30pm)?
Check if you carpool or would be willing to carpool D

1.) yes 'V‘ 2.)no D
A if convenient park and ride services were available

Have you ever used side roads to avoid congestion on MD 2107

1.) yes K} 2.)no D

If there are any additional comments or inquiries you would like to share with us please list them below.

“Persons who have received a copy of this brochare through the mail are already on the project Mailing List.
D Please add my/our name(s) to the Mailiag List

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

Project NO. PG221A11

Mirenda V. Hall

Supplemental Response:
See response to frequently stated comment 1.

Alternative 5A Modified is the SHA-Selected Alternative. No HOV lanes or mainline capacity
enhancements, other than auxiliary lanes to support the interchange/intersection improvements,

will be provided. However the proposed improvements will not preclude rail, HOV or any other
studies/improvernents in the futurc.

SHA-Selected Alternative SA Modified includes all interchanges proposed under Option 2. The
proposed interchange locations are MD 210 at Kerby Hill Road, Palmer Roud, Old Fort Road
North, Fort Washington Road, Swan Creek Road and Old Fort Road South. At-grade
intersection modifications are proposed with the SHA-Selected Alternative at Wilson Bridge
Drive, Farmington Road and MD 373,

The specific intersection/interchange options included in the SHA-Selected Alternative consist
of:

Wilson Bridge Drive Option A, (which is a modification of Option A-1), Kerby Hill Road
Option C, Palmer Road Option E (which is a modification of Option D), Old Fort Road North
Option C, Fort Washington Road Option D, Swan Creek Road Option G (waichis a
modification of Option E), Old Fort Road South Option C, Farmington Road Option A, and MD
373 Option A.

These options were selected as a result of coordination among MD 210 study team members, the
focus group, environmental resource agencies and citizens, based on the extent to which they
addressed safety and traffic operational needs and minimized impacts to sensitive resources.
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MD 210 Project Planning Study Comment Form
Location/Design Public Hearing
Thursday, June 21, 2001
Friendly High School Auditorium
PLEASE PRINT 1/ ‘ .
Name KP VAN Het nvon Date_ 25 Suine ol

Address loouz. C—Abp wenter 76’ pra
City/Town F\J A by MY "fj “i‘t;n State /}7‘,(} Zip Code el g

PLEASE INDICATE YOUR PREFERENCES BY CHECKING THE BOXES BELOW,

Which of the 3 maintine options on MD 210 do you think are most appropriate?

1.)NO HOV @ 2.) Barrier Separated HOV ‘ 3.) Concurrent Flow HOV D

MD 210 involves 9 intersections that are under study for imprevements. What improvement option at each
intersection do you think are the most appropriste? (Select from the non-shaded boxes)

Option A [Option A-1]Option A-2{ Option B | Option C | Ogtion D | Option E

Wilson Bridge Drive X

Kerby Hill Road

Paimer Road

Old Fort Road North

Fort Washington Rcad

{Old Fort Road South

Swan Creek Road

Farmington Road

MD 373

Do you commute on MD 210 durisg the pesk hours (6:30-8:3(am) and (4:30-6:30pm)?
Check if yoi carpool or would be willing to carpool D

1.)yes ’\‘ 2.)no D
3 if convenient park and ride services were available

Have you ever used side roads to avoid congestion on MD 2107

1.)yes [X 2)no D

If there are any additional comments or inquiris you would like to share with us please list them below.

ubxrr\l i \1 \

*Persons who have received a copy of this brochure through the mail are already on the projec: Mailing List.
D Please add my/our name(s) to the Mailing List

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

Project NO. PG221A11

Kevin Hannon

Supplemental Response:
See response to frequently stated comment 1.

Alternative SA Modified is the SHA-Selected Altemative. No HOV lanes or mainline capacity
enhancements, other than auxiliary lanes to support the interchange/intersection improvements,

will be provided. However the proposed improvements will not preclude rail, HOV or any other
studies/improvements in the future.

SHA-Selected Alternative A Modified includes all interchanges proposed under Option 2. The
proposcd interchange locations arc MD 210 at Kerby I1ill Road, Palmer Road, Old Fort Road
North, Fort Washington Read, Swan Creek Road and Old Fort Road South, At-grade
intersection medifications are proposed with the SHA-Selected Alternative at Wilson Bridge
Drive, Farmington Road and MD 373,

The specific intersection/interchange options included in the SHA-Selected Alternative consist
of:

Wilson Bridge Drive Opticn A, (which is a modification of Option A-1), Kerby Hill Road
Option C, Palmer Road Option E (which is a modification of Option D), Old Fort Road North
Option C, Fort Washingtor Road Option D, Swan Creek Road Option G (which is a

modification o Option E), Old Fort Road South Option C, Farmington Road Option A, and MD
373 Option A.

These options were selected as a result of coordination among MD 210 study team members, the
focus group, environmental resource agencies and citizens, based on the extent to which they
addressed safety and traffic operational needs and minimized impacts to sensitive resources.
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STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION
QUESTIONS AND/OR COMMENT'S
PG221A11
LOCATION/DESIGN PUBLIC HEARING
MD 210
FROM 1-95/1-495 TO MD 228

THURSDAY, JUNE 21, 2001 5:30 PM.T0 9:00 PM.

FRIENDLY HIGH SCHOOL
10000 ALLENTOWN ROAD
FORT WASHINGTON, MD
W& D s owre 2/9-01
PLEASE ESS - —
o AOORESS. Sdfs Pockisend A |
cITY IL}MM STATE A{p ZP D067

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

“’//ﬂ/uﬁﬂ Jo. HeY m ﬁche 92/0/ s

/u‘l// m/,u ﬁmﬂnuroﬂl ﬂ;prawl 64@»&)#\

ard  brui e Palic Loom el

and S JWM '/dz ke Bute  Commater

(73/&/42;( Lpl l’iﬂ’fe d,% %1{)& Nerd

#vam/ﬂn /ég/e e S’/?)zz/ »pn/',&u/lamt% _

Y ”/W hmm/uﬁrw

Eﬂease add my/our namz(s) to the Mailing List.

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

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

Rhonda Hanson

Supplemental Response:
See response to frequently stated comment 1, 4.

Alternative SA Modified is the SHA-Selected Alternative. No HOV lanes or mainline capacity
enhancements, other than auxiliary lanes to support the interchange/intersection improvements,
will be provided. However the proposed improvements will not preclude rail, HOV or any other
studies/improvements in the future.
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MD 210 Project Planning Study Comment Form
Location/Design Public Hearing
Thursday, June 21, 2001
Friendly High School Aucitorium

PLEASE PRINT .

Name Mr. & Mrs. Calvin C. Hill vate L //4 /4/
501 Mace Drive 77

Address Fort Washington, MD 20744-5631

City/Town R ate Zip Codle,

PLEASE INDICATE YOUR PREFERENCES BY CHECKING THE BOXES BELOW,.
‘Which of the 3 mainline options oz MD 210 do you think are most appropriate?

1.)NO HOV D 2.) Barrier Separatzd HOV 3.) Concurrent Flow HOV D

MD 210 involves 9 intersections that are under siudy for improvements. What improvement option at each
intersection do you think are the most appropriate? (Select from the non-shaded boxes)

Option A |Option A-*|Option A-2| Option B | Option C | Oplion D | Option E

Wiison Bridge Drive

Kerby Hill Road

Paimer Road

Old Fort Road North

Fort Washington Road

PR I N

Swan Creek Road
Old Fort Road South
Farmington Road

MD 373 2

Do you commute on MD 210 during the peak hours (6:30-8:30am) and (4:30-6:30pm)?
Check if you carpool or would be willing io carpool D

1.)yes D 2.)no EZ]
if convenient park and ride services were available

Have you ever used side roads to avoid congestion on MD 2107

1.) yes D 2.)no E

If there are any additional comments or inquiries you would like to share with us please list them below.

“Persons who haye seecived o copy of this brochure through the mail are already on the projoct Mailing List.

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

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

Projest NO. PG221A11

M. And Mrs. Calvin C. Hill

Supplemental Response:
Alternative SA Modified is the SHA-Selected Al:ernative. No HOV lanes or mainline capacity
enhancements, other than auxiliary lanes to support the interchange/intersection improvements,

will be provided. However the proposed improvements will not preclude rail, HOV or any other
studies/improvements in the future.

SHA-Selected Alternative 5A Modified includes all interchanges proposed under Option 2. The
proposed interchange locations are MD 210 at Kerby Hill Road, Palmer Road, Old Fort Road
North, Fort Washington Road, Swan Creek Road and Old Fort Road South. At-grade
intersection modifications are proposed with the SITA-Sclected Alternative at Wilson Bridge
Drive, Farmington Road and MD 373.

The specific intersection/interchange options included in the SHA-Selected Alternative consist
of:

Wilson Bridge Drive Option A, (which is a modification of Option A-1), Kerby Hill Road
Option C, Palmer Road Option E (which is a modification of Option D), Old Fort Road North
Option C, Fort Washington Road Option D, Swan Creek Road Option G (which is a
modification of Option E), Old Fort Road South Option C, Farmington Road Option A, and MD
373 Option A.

These options were selected as a result of coordination among MD 210 study team members, the
focus group, environmental resource agencies ard citizens, based on the extent to which they
addressed safety and trzffic operational needs and minimized impacts to sensitive resources.
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MD 210 Project Planning Study Comment Form
Locatipn/Design Public Hearing
Thursday, June 21, 2001
Friendly High School Auditorium

e 4/
RSN o0+ Sisen Hofbien  owe 7/4/ 200/

I
Address }‘1‘@0 ,ﬂuﬁ’ﬁp DRJVE =
City/Town A- (o gy /(;0 &k Siate M D Zip Code <0 68 2

PLEASE INDICATE YOUR PREFERENCES BY CHECKING THE BOXES BELOW.

Which of the 3 mainline options on MD 210 do you think are most appropriate?

1.) NO HOV /& 1.) Barrier Separated HOV D 3.) Concurrent Flow HOV[:]

MD 210 involves ? intersections that are under study for improvements. What improvement option at each
intersection do you think are the most appropriate? (Select from the non-shaded boxes)

Option A {Option A-1|Option A2 Option B | Option C | Option D | Option E

Wilson Bridge Drive K

Kerby Hill Road

Palmer Road

Old Fort Road North

Fort Washington Road

Swan Creek Rozad

Old Foit Road Seuth
Farmington Road

MD 373 4

Do you commute on MD 210 during the peak hours (6:30-8:30am) and (4:30-6:30pm)?
Check if you carpool or would be willing to carpool D

e[ ow .
if convenient park and ride services were available

Have you ever used side roads (o avoid congestion on MD 210?

1.) yes l:g—] 2)no D

if there are any additional comments or inquiries you woull like to share with us pleas: list them below.

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

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

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

Project NO. PG221A11

David and Susan Hoffman

Supplemental Response:
See response to frequently stated comment 1.

Alternative SA Madified is the SHA-Selected Altermative. No HOV lanes ormainline capacity
enhancements, other than auxiliary lanes to support the interchange/intersection improvements,
will be provided. However the proposed improvements will not preclude rail, HOV or any other
studies/improvements in the future.

SHA-Selected Alternative 5A Modified includes all interchanges proposed under Option 2. The
proposed interchange locations are MD 210 at Kerby Hill Road, Palmer Road, Old Fort Road
North, Fort Washington Road, Swan Creek Road and Old Fort Road South. At-grade

intersection modifications are proposed with the SHA-Selected Alternative ai Wilson Bridge
Drive, Farmington Road and MD 373.

The specific intersection/interchange options included in the SHA-Selected Alternative consist
of:

Wilson Bridge Drive Option A, (which is a modification of Option A-1), Kerby Hill Road
Option C, Palmer Road Option E (which is a modification of Option D}, Old Fort Road North
Option C, Fort Washington Road Option D, Swan Creek Road Option G (which is a

modification of Option E), Old Fort Road South Option C, Farmington Road Option A, and MD
373 Option A.

These options were selected as a result of coordination among MD 210 study team members, the
focus group, environmental resource agencies and citizens, based on the extent to which they
addressed safety and traffic operational needs and minimized impacts to sensitive resources.
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MD 210 Project Planning Study Comment Form
Location/Design Public Hearing
Thursday, June 21,2001

Friendly High hoolA ditorium
%ﬁ%ﬁng/ﬁ/v{ g%}/gﬁ Date é-‘o?/‘/d/

Address /ﬂ q’/&l/ ;/5 v@ ‘7’ £ ;

City/Town, 5{\/;@ nS ’1213/ - State m D Zip Codec /9) Oé /é'

PLEASE INDICATE YOUR PREFERENCES BY CHECKING THE BOXES BELOW.
Which of the 3 mainline optionson MD 210 dc you think are most appropriate?

3.) Concurrent Flow HOV D

MD 210 involves § intersections that are under study for improvements. What improvement option at each
intersection do you think are the most appropriate? (Select from the non-shaded boxes)

1) NO HOV X 2.) Barrier Separated HOV D

N

Opticn A |Option A-1[Option A-2| Option B | Option C | Option D | Option E

\Wilson Bridge Drive
Kerby Hill Road
Palmer Road

Old Fort Road Narth
Fort Washington Road
Swan Creek Road

Old Fort Road Scuth
Farmington Road

{MD 373 |

Do you commute on MD 210 during the peak hours (6:30-830am) and (4:30-6:30pm)?
Check if you carpool or would be willing to carpool D

X o ]
if convenient park and ride services were available

Have you ever used side roads fo avoid congestion on MD 2107

1.) yes m 2.)no [_l

If there are any additional comments or inquiries you would like to share with us please list them below.

*Persons who have received a cepy of this brocaure through the mail arc already on the projsot Mailing List.

D Please acd my/our name(s) to the Mailing List
D Please delete my/our name(s) from the Mailing List

Project NO. PG221A11

Diane Holder

Supplemental Response:
See response to frequently s:ated comment 1.

Alternative 5A Modified is the SHA-Selected Alternative. No HOV lanes or mainline capacity
enhancements, other than auxiliary lanes to support the interchange/intersection improvements,

will be provided. However the proposed improvements will not preclude rail, HOV or any other
studies/improvements in the future.
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MD 210 Project Planning Study Comment Form
LocationDesign Public Hearing
Thursday, June 21, 2001
Friendly High School Auditorium

TLEASERRINT DAM  HOLZSAGER

Date -—-’/bm’i ZQ, ml

Address 76{ 7 ﬁ 13:60)’14) C"'

City/Town Nxom i stae MDD zip Code 27 5

PLEASE INDICATE YOUR PREFERENCES BY CHECKING THE BOXES BELOW.
Which of the 3 mainline options on MD 210 do you think are most appropriate?

1.) NO HOV D 2.)Bartrier Separated HOV D 3.) Concurrent Flow HOV[Z

MD 210 involves 9 intersections that are under study for improvements, What im provement option at each
intersection de you think are the most appropriate? (Select from the non-shaded boxes)

Option A [Option A-1{Option A-2[ Option B | Option C Option D | Option E

Wilson Bridge Drive v

Kerby Hill Road 3

Palmer Road V4

Old Fort Road North Vi

Fort Washington Road Vi

Swan Creek Road
Old Fort Road South
Farmington Road

MD 373 |

Do you commute o MD 210 during the peak hours (6:30-8:30am) and (4:30-6:30pm)?
Check if you carpool or would be willing to carpool D

1.) yes [Z] 2.)no D 0 %
if convenient park and ride services were available

Have you ever used side roads toavoid congestion on MD 2107

1) yes 2)no D

If there are any additional comments or inquiries you would like to share with us please list them below.

.

(

buslyess, saund_barbre, o

I elu

+persons who have received a copy of this broghure through the ail are already on the project Mailing List.
D Please add my/our name(s) to the Mailirg List

D Please delete my/our nae(s) from the Mailing List

Project NO. PG221A11

Adam Holzsager

Supplemental Response:

Receptor sites within Noise Sensitive Areas (NSA) were selected to represent the overall noise
environment and to determine locations where residences may be impacted by traffic noise
associated with the Selected Alternative. Upon review of the results SHA, in collaboration with
FHWA, directzd THAT the barriers meeting reasonableness and feasibility criteria along the

entirety of any community abutting proposed interchange/intersection improvements be included
with the Selccied Alternative.

Alternative SA Modified is the SHA-Selected Altemative. No HOV lanes or mainline capacity
enhancements, vther than suxiliary lanes to support the interchange/intersecion improvements,
will be provided. However the proposed improvements will not preclude ral, HOV or any other
studies/improvements in the future.

SHA-Selected Alternative SA Modified includes all interchanges proposed under Option 2. The
proposed interchange locations are MD 210 at Kerby Hill Road, Palmer Roed, Old Fort Road
North, Fort Washington Road, Swan Creek Road ard Old Fort Road South. At-grade
intersection modifications are proposed with the SHA-Selected Alternative at Wilson Bridge
Drive, Farmington Road and MD 373.

The specific intersection/interchange options included in the SHA-Selected Alternative consist
of:

Wilson Bridge Drive Option A, (which is a modification of Option A-1), Kerby Hill Road
Option C, Palmer Road Option E (which is 2 modification of Option D), Old Fort Road North
Option C, Fort Washingtoa Road Option D, Swan Creek Road Option G (which is a
modification of Option E), Old Fort Road South Option C, Farmington Road Option A, and MD
373 Option A.

These options were selected as a result of coordination among MD 210 study team members, the
foous group, environmentz] resource agencics and citizens, based on the extent to which they
addressed safety and traffic operational needs and minimized impacts to sensitive resources.
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MD 210 Project Planning Study Comment Form
Location/Design Public Hearing
Thursday, June 21, 2001
Friendly High School Auditorium

PLEASE PRINT o o !

Name /,//L)/"? f(/h/ﬁ/f Date 0 kﬂ)’\ i o
Address, i ’{L’("(:NG' woo DR,

City/Town W /:\’L(A)}Lfé g[L State V/\b Zip Code, Le (_,()")

PLEASE INDICATE YOUR PREFERENCES BY CHECKING THE BOXES BELOW.

Which of the 3 mainline options on MD 210 co you think are most appropriate?

1) NO HOV D 2.) Barrier Separated HOV B 3.) Concurrent Flow HOV D

MD 210 involves 9 intersections that are under study for improvements. What improvement option at each
intersection do you think are the most appropriate? (Select from the non-shaded boxes)

Wilson Bridge Drive

Kerby Hill Road

Palmer Road

Old Fort Road North

Fort Washington Road

Swan Creek Road
Old Fort Road South
Farmington Road

MD 373

Do you eommute on MD 210 during the peak hours (6:30-8:30am) and (4:30-6:30pm)?
Check if you carpool or would be willing to carpool D

1.) yes [E 2)ne D
if convenient park and ride services were available

Have you ever used side roads to avoid congestion on MD210?

1.) yes [X] 2.)no D

If there are any additional comments or inquiries you would like to share with us please list them below.

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

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

u Please delete my/our rame(s) from the Mailing List

Project NO. PG221A11

Tom Ilkka

Supplemental Response:
See response to frequently stated comment 1.

Alternative 5A Modified is the SHA-Selected Altemative. No HOV lanes or mainline capacity
enhancements, other than auxiliary lanes to suppor: the interchange/intersection improvements,
will be provided. However the proposed improvements will not preclude mil, HOV or any other
studies/improvements in the future.

SHA-Selected Alternative 5A Modified includes all interchanges proposed under Option 2. The
proposed intorchange locations arc MD 210 at Kerby Hill Road, Palmer Road, Old Fort Road
North, Fort Washington Read, Swan Creek Road and Old Fort Road South. At-grade

intersection medifications are proposed with the SHA-Selected Alternative at Wilson Bridge
Drive, Farmington Road and MD 373.

The specific intersection/interchange options included in the SHA-Selected Alternative consist
of:

Wilson Bridge Drive Opticn A, (which is a modification of Option A-1), Kerby Hill Road
Option C, Palmer Road Option E (which is a modification of Option D), Old Fort Road North
Option C, Fort Washington Road Option D, Swan Creek Road Option G (whichisa

modification of Option E), Old Fort Road South Option C, Farmington Road Option A, and MD
373 Option A.

These options were selected as a result of coordinztion among MD 210 study team members, the
focus group, environmental resource agencies and citizens, based on the extent to which they
addressed safety and traffic operational needs and minimized impacts to sensitive resources.
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STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION
QUESTIONS AND/OR COMMENT'S

PG221A11
LOCATION/DESIGN PUBLIC HEARING
MD210
FROM 1-95/1-495 TO MD 228

THURSDAY, JUNE 21, 2001, 5:30 PM. TO 9:00 PM.

FRIENDLY HIGH SCHOOL
10000 ALLENTOWN ROAD
FORT WASHINGTON, MD
PLEASE ADDRESS Accokeek MD $)607-2700
PRINT CITY STATE ZIP

IAfle wish to comment or inquire about the following aspecis o this project:

1 am on the Wilson Bridge Stakeholder panel, appox;r“ledby our County Council Representative,

. James Estepp. I am a member of the Greater Accokeek Civic Association. Here | represetit

neither group, I speak only for myself.

Accokeek, a village type complex, has a long history and a feeling of solidarsey among the
inhabitants. The village is located on both sides of Routs 210, Unfortunately, the highway
severely splits this fine old community.

Not only must changes in the design of Rout2 210 not increase the division betsveen the two

portions of Accokeek, but should decrease this division. To accomplish this crossing the of 210 at
373 wust be easier, not more difficult.

This can be readily accomplished by lowering 210 below grade and keeping 3 73 at its current
level. As 210 is on ahill at this point, lowering its grade would faciltate traffi ¢ flow, incrsase
drivers range of vision along the highway and eliminate = stop lite. Entrance to and from 210
would be from paralle] accessroads, two ol which alrealy exist.

1

This idea is not my quick thoughts at tonight's meeting bu: rather the results of cleliberations bya
group of 25 - 30 interested community activists who gathered at The National Colonial Farm of
The Accokeek Foundation a week ago to discuss the future development of the Greater Accokeek
area. Not much was decided, but it quickly became crystal clear that 210 presented a real barrier
to-the development of Accokeek and that converting 210 into an underpass was the only real
solution to bringing the two parts closer together.

Furthermore, any program that would destroy B& J Carryout is unacceptable.

Thank you for your attention.

JFSADC QUL THY/ WG S8 ey v e o

[CJpiease delete my/gur na,me(s)»from the Mailing List.

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

Dion Johnson

Supplemental Response:
See response to frequently stated comment 1.

Impacts to existing level of community cohesion are not anticipated as a result of improvements
to MD 210 at MD 373 with the SHA-selected Alternative. The Selected Alternative would not
physically bisect the community at a new location in the Accokeek area as MD 210 is currently a
6-lane divided highway with auxiliary lanes crossing MD 373. A grade-separaion at the
intersection of MD 210 and MD 373 was not investigated since traffic studies show that at-grade
improvements would provid: adequate levels of service.

Alternative SA Modified is the SHA-Selected Alternative; however the proposed improvements
will not precludz rail, HOV or any other studies/improvements in the future.
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MD 210 Project Planning Study Comment Form
Location/Design Public Hearing
Thursday, June 21, 2001
Friendly High School Auditorium

mowet [ jon T 04N 30N
Address @/5 G\/'\'@[’\\!CH :O(;?
City/Town F’)C(«()/"\/&‘;\/ State MD Zip Code ;)\,0(4; 07

PLEASE INDICATE YOUR PREFERENCES BY CHECKING THE BOXES BELOW.

Date

THIS PAGE INTENTIONALLY BLANK

Which of the 3 mainline options on MD 210 do ycu think are most appropriate?

%
1) NO HOV 2.) Barrier Separated HOV D 3.) Concurrent Flow HOV D

MD 210 involves 9 intersections that are under study for imprevements. What improvement option at each
intersection do you think are the most appropriate? (Select from the non-shaded boxes)

Option A [Option A-1lOption A-2| Option B | Option C | Option D Option E

Wilson Bridge Drive
Kerby Hill Road
Palmer Road

Old Fort Road North
Fort Washington Road
Swan Creek Road
Old Fort Road South
Farmington Road
MD 373 {

Da you commute on MD 210 during the peak hours (6:30-8:303m) and (4:30-6:30pm)?

1.) yes l:l 2.)no @ Check if you carpool or would be willingto carpool D

if convenient park and ride services were available
Have you ever used side roads to avoid congestion on MD 2107

1.) yes m 2)no D

If there are any additional comments or inquiries you would like to share with us please list them below.

/L/(— MS'?E Ao 210 & FWWMgV}

*Persons who have received a copy of this brochure through the mail are already on the project Mailing List.
D Please add my/our name(s) to the Mailing List

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

Project NO, PG221Al1
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MD 210 Project Planning Study Comment Form
Location/Design Public Hearing
Thursday, June 21, 2001
Friendly High School Auditorium

PLEASE PRINT. , .

Name P J;\,.ﬂ/ Date__ - Y~¢ 1
Address___ {30 LQM/V.V Py

CityTown__Atcaleed state__ gk Zip Code_ #0607

PLEASE INDICATE YOUR PREFERENCES BY CHECKING THE BOXES BELOW.

Which of the 3 mainline options on MD 210 do you think are mest appropriate?

1.) NO HOV 2.) Earrier Separated HOV D 3.) Concurrent Flow HOV D

MD 210 involves 9 infersections that are under study for improvements. What improvement option at each
intersection do you think are the most appropriate? (Select from the non-shaded boxes)

Option A |Option A-1Option A-2] Option B | Option C | Option D | Option E

Wilson Bridge Drive
Kerby Hili Road
Palmer Road

Old Fort Road North
Fort Washington Road
Swan Creek Road
Old Foit Road South Q.
Farmington Road e

MD 373 | %

PP <l

Do you commute on MD 210 during the peak hours (6:30-8:30am) and (4:30-6:30pm)?
Check if you carpool or would be willing to carpool D

1.} yes D 2)no
if convenient park and ride services were available

Have you ever used side roads to avoid congestios on MD 2107

1) yes D 2.)yno v

If there are any additional comments or inquiries you would like to share with us please list them below.

—~ Do weT Brmi CHAUES + §T mAwyS Cc. TeAfric THEA 0ul ASiGHBA foold

= po  Ger PuRTER DIVIDE oup NUEHEMMNDS Wik fhett JPEED Hiwky @
— WS RTE_S (+ FivisH wWipsumic '/r>To CHANNEL _TRAFEC 10 ftboctt AVE HzTRR

— cowninus HMEMEO Dowd RTE € To WhdotF o USE  Fitpee BuSE o H4STRO
—Bui) Pukpld LWE ( GET P PSS OuT OF THUE CARS ./'/,/)

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

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

D Please delete my/our nome(s) from the Mailing List

Project NO. PG221A11

Phil and Susar Jones

Supplemental Response:
See response {0 frequently stated comments 1, 2.

The purpose of the study is to address the increasingly severe and frequent traffic congestion
along MD 210 and it involves the development and analysis of reasonable alternates including
the no build altemnate. Traffic operations indicate that peak hour traffic entering or crossing MD
210 from side roads often require several signal cycles to go through the intersection. The short
auxiliary lanes, severe skew angles, sharp curvatures, and the close proximity of the service
roads created congestion for the side road traffic. Five of the nine major intersections in the
prujuct area ae currently operating at failing conditions in the peak hour pericds. By the year
2020, all nine study area irtersections will reach level of service grade F (reprzsents failing
traffic flow with total congestion, where several cycles are required to clear traffic through an
intersection) and some intersections will be handling almost twice the traffic they are designed 1o
handle. In adéition, the number of reported accidents occurring from Fort Washington Road to
the Capital Beltway are significantly higher than the statewide average for similar facilities. By
replacing the sxisting intersections with interchanges as proposed under the build alternative,
consistent with the county master plan, traffic is projected to operate at acceptable levels of
service (LOS B or better) in the design year 2020.

Alternative SA Modified is the Selected Alternative. No HOV lanes or mainline capacity
enhancements, other than auxiliary lanes to support the interchange/intersection improvements,
will be provided. However the proposed improvements will not preclude rail, HOV or any other
studies/improvements in the future.

SHA-Selected Alternative SA Modified includes all interchanges proposed urder Option 2. The
proposed interchange locations are MD 210 at Kerby Hill Road, Palmer Road, Old Fort Road
North, Fort Washington Road, Swan Creek Road and Old Fort Road South. At-grade
intersection modifications are proposed with the SHA-Selected Alternative at Wilson Bridge
Drive, Farmington Road aad MD 373.

The specific intersection/interchange options included in the SHA-Selected Alternative consist
of:

Wilson Bridge Drive Option A, (which is a modification of Option A-1), Kerby Hill Road
Option C, Palmer Road Option E (which is a modification of Option D), Old Fort Road North
Option C, Fort Washingtoa Road Option D, Swan Creek Road Option G (which is a
modification of Option E), Old Fort Road South Option C, Farmington Road Option A, and MD
373 Option A.

These options were selected as a result of coordination among MD 210 study team members, the
focus group, environmental resource agencies and citizens, based on the extent to which they
addressed safsty and traffic operational needs and minimized impacts to sensitive resources.
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MD 210 Project Planning Study Comment Form
Location/Design Public Hearing
Thursday, June 21,2001
Friendly High School Auditorium

pate_7-4-¢/

Address___/$7¢ JW}Y
City/Town ac(keu/e/ State Eé Zip Code &102

PLEASE INDICATE YOUR PREFERENCES BY CHECKING THE BOXES BELOW.

Which of the 3 mainline options on MD 210 do you think are most appropriate?

L)NOHOV B 2.) Barrier Separated HOV D 3.) Concurrent Flow HOVD

MD 210 involves 9 intersections that are understudy for imp-ovements. What improvement option at each
intersection do you think are the most appropriate? (Select from the non-shaded boxes)

Option A |Option A-1]Option A-2] Option B | Option C | Option D | Option E

Wilson Bridge Drive

Kerby Hill Road

Palmer Road

Old Fort Road Notth

Faort Washington Road

AYAIATATATAY

Swan Creek Roac

Old Foit Road South, Ao PO
Farmington Road Bk

I

MD 373 [

Do you commute on MD 210 during the peak hours (6:30-8:30am) and (4:30-6:30pm)?

1.) yes D 2.)no Check if you carpool or would be willing to carpool D
if convenient park and ride services wereavailable

Have you ever used side roads to avoid congestion on MD 2147

1) yes D 2) 1o

If there arc any additional comments or inquiries you would like to sharc with us pleasc It them below.

Losid % — Ut pvindes HETRO it Fapies e
= = £ Lud 10

_ A pade

*Persons who havereceived a copy of thi chure through the mail are already on the project Mailing List.
D Please add my/our name(s) to the Mailing List

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

Project NO, PG221A11

Impacts to existing level of community cohesion are not anticipated as a result of improvements
to MD 210 at MD 373 witk the SHA-selected Altemative. The Selected Altsrnative would not
physically bisect the community at a new location in the Accokeek area as MD 210 is currently a
6-lane divided highway with auxiliary lanes crossing MD 373. A grade-separation at the
intersection of MD 210 and MD 373 was not investigated since traffic studies show that at-grade
improvements would provide adequate levels of service.
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MD 210 Project Planning Study Comment Form
Location/Design Public Hearing
Thursday, June 21, 2001
Friendly High School Auditorium

PLEASE PRINT

Name. Mas, Ton; KAtoz pye L-13-01

Address, 2229
CityTown_~ 77 - AANASh Ao A

Resenecc, AL

State D zip Cote R 0 75 -

PLEASE INDICATE YOUR PREFERENCES BY CHECKING THE BOXES BELOW.

Which of the 3 main/ine options on MD 210 do you think are most appropriate?

1

J)NO HOV X

2.)Barrier Separated HOV 3.) Concurrent Flow HOV D

MD 210 involves 9 intersections that are under study for improvements. What improvement option at each
intersection do you think are the most approprizte? (Select from the non-shaded boxes)

Option A [Option A-1]Option A-2| Option B | Option C | Option D | Option E

Wilson Bridge Drive v

Kerhy Hill Road

Palmer Road Y4

Old Fort Road North v

Fort Washington Road [%d

Swan Creek Road v

Qid Fort Road Soufh

Farmington Road . v

MD 373 |

Do you commutc on MD 210 during the penk heurs (6:30-8:3(am) and (4:30-6:30pm)?

1

Jyes & 2.)no :]

Check if you carpool or would be willingto carpool D
if convenient park and ride services wereavailable

Have you ever used side roads to avoid congestion on MD 216?

1

1

) yes /& 2.)no D .

f there are any additional comments or inquiries you would like to share with us please Ist them below.

w/-\\/ P YWRE 7cm~.bu Fm D10 byt YAl DI

) fore . 7  ode peedsd uonse. THetr

H%b:b / /C}“(/\/ Ao = Do ,%f[

*

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

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

[] Please,deleie my/our name(s) from the Mailing List

Project NO. PGZZlf\I 1

Mirs. Amold Kaloz

Supplementsl Response:
See response to frequently stated comments 1, 3.

The purpose of the study is to address the increasingly severe and frequent tmaffic congestion
along MD 210 and it involves the development and analysis of reasonable al'ernates including
the no build élternate. Traffic operations indicate that peak hour traffic entering or crossing MD
210 from side roads often require several signal cycles to go through the intersection. The short
auxiliary lanes, severe skew angles, sharp curvatures, and the close proximity of the service
roads created congestion for the side road traffic. Five of the nine major intersections in the
project area are currently operating at failing conditions in the peak hour periods. By the year
2020, all nine study area intersections will reach level of service grade F (represents failing
traffic flow with total congestion, where several cycles are required to clear raffic through an
intersection) and some intersections will be handling almost twice the traffic they are designed to
handle. In addition, the number of reported accidents occurring from Fort Washington Road to
the Capital Beltway are significantly higher than the statewide average for similar facilities. The
solution proposed under the MD 210 SHA-selected Alternative is similar to that being
constructed cn MD 5. By replacing the existing intersections with interchanges as proposed
under the SHA-selected Alternative, consistent with the county master plan, traffic is projected
to operate at acceptable levels of service (LOS E or better) in the design year 2020.

Alternative 5A Modified is the Selected Alternative. No HOV lanes or mainline capacity
enhancemens, other than auxiliary lanes to suppor: the interchange/intersection improvements,
will be provided. However the proposed improvements will not preclude rail, HOV or any other
studies/improvements in the future.

SHA-Selected Alternative 5A Modified includes all interchanges proposed wnder Option 2. The
proposed intarchange locations are MD 210 at Kerby Hill Road, Palmer Roed, Qld Fort Road
North, Fort Washington Road, Swan Creek Road and Old Fort Road South. At-grade
intersection modifications are proposed with the SHA-Selected Alternative at Wilson Bridge
Drive, Farmngton Road and MD 373,

The specificintersectioninterchange options included in the SHA-Selected Alternative consist
of:

Wilson Bridge Drive Option A, (which is a modification of Option A-1), Kerby Hill Road
Option C, Palmer Road Option E (which is a modification of Option D), Old Fort Road North
Option C, Fort Washington Road Option D, Swan Creek Road Option G (which is a
modification of Option E), Old Fort Road South Option C, Farmington Road Option A, and MD
373 Option A.

These options were selected as a result of coordinetion among MD 210 study team members, the
focus group, environmental resource agencies and citizens, based on the extent to which they
addressed sefety and traffic operational needs and minimized impacts to sersitive resources.
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MD 210 Project Planning Study Comment Form
Locatjon/Design Publc Hearing
Thursday, June 21, 2001
Friendly High School Auditorium -

PLEASE PRINT

Name ’ﬁM KO/ \//é US Date
address____ /3307 PiseATrn ey DICE
City/Town f%/@f M% K?A/f‘\ Ton/ sate_10 Zip Codle, 2(5 WL"/

PLEASE INDICATE YOUR PREFERENCES BY CHECKING THE BOXES BE LOW.

Which of the 3 mainline options on MD 210 doyou think ar¢ most appropriate?
2.) Barrier Separated HOV Ef

1) NO HOV D 3.) Concurrent Flow HOV D

MD 210 involves 9 intersections that are under study for improvements. What improvement option at each
intersection do you think are the most appropriate? (Select from the non-shaded boxes)

Option A [Option A-1]Option A-2] Option B | Option C | Option D | Option E

Wilson Bridge Drive | A

Kerby Hill Road

Palmer Road

Old Fort Road Norh | &2 [
&

Fort Washington Road

Swan Creek Road =
Old Fort Road South I
Farmington Road 2]

MD 373 |

Do you commute ox MD 210 during the peak bours (6:30-8:30am) and (4:30-6:30pm)?
Check if you carpool or would be willing to carpool

1.) yes % 2)no [:1
if convenient park and ride services were available

Have you ever used side roads to avoid congestion on MD 210?

1.)yes w 2.)no D

If there are any additional comments or inquiries you would like to share with us please list thers below.

LG HT Bl ‘ weds O
BE Y&ia3

SN AJETID
BEs7  (BE

1% TNF,
PAED AN LD PN 2/O,

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

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

D Please delele my/our name(s) from the Mailing List

Project NO. PG2214A11

Tim Konkus

Supplemental Response:
See response 1o frequently stated comment 2.

Alternative 5A Modified is the SHA-Selected Altemative. No HOV lanes o mainline capacity
enhancements, other than auxiliary lanes to support the interchange/intersection improvements,

will be provided. However the proposed improvements will not preclude rail, HOV or any other
studies/improvements in the future.

SHA-Selected Alternative SA Modified includes all interchanges proposed under Option 2. The
proposed interchange locations are MD 210 at Kerby Hill Road, Palmer Road, Old Fort Road
North, Fort Washington Road, Swan Creck Road and Old Fort Road South. At-grade
intersection modifications are proposed with the SHA-Selected Alternative at Wilson Bridge
Drive, Farmington Road and MD 373.

The specific intersection/interchange options included in the SHA-Selected Alternative consist
of:

Wilson Bridge Drive Option A, (which is a modification of Option A-1), Kerby Hill Road
Option C, Palmer Road Option E (which is a modification of Option D), Old Fort Road North
Option C, For: Washington Road Option D, Swan Creek Road Option G (which is a
modification of Option E), Old Fort Road South Option C, Farmington Road Option A, and MD
373 Option A. '

These options were selected as a result of coordination among MD 210 study team members, the
focus group, environmentel resource agencies and citizens, based on the extent to which they
addressed safety and traffic operational needs and rinimized impacts to sensitive resources.
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STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION
QUESTIONS AND/OR COMMENT'S

PG221A11
LOCATION/DESIGN PUBLIC HEARING
MD 210
FROM 1-95/1-495 7O MD 228

THURSDAY, JUNE 21, 2001, £:30 PM. TO 9:00 PM.
FRIENDLY HIGHSCHOOL
10000 ALLENTOWN ROAD
FORT WASHINGION, MD

xse NANE 17 /)0 K epmelpne o DATE (g/cm lo)
P ¥
PRINT ADORESS  1,9)p MaTlhioman, Latr <

e /&2/&/0:’754 . STATE )y BP 3000 /-350/

/We wish to comment or inquire about the following aspects of this project:
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. ~ AIDL S hish g/wz;/s .
[T]Please delete my/our name(s) from the Mailing Lnst 2%@ LD 240 Fm privemen

* Persons who have received a copy «f this brochure thfough the mail are already on J/%« /J be
the project Mailing List “Cadeq,

Millie Kriemelmeyer

Supplemental Response:
See response to frequently stated comment 3.

Alternative 5A Modified is the SHA-Selected Alternative. This does not inclade any HOV
options; however, this alternative does not preclude studies such as HOV or rail along MD 210
in the future. HOV is not included in the SHA-Selected Alternative since the less costly, less
impactive non-HOV alternetive is forecast to provide adequate levels of service in the design
year 2020.

SHA-Selected Alternative A Modified includes all interchanges proposed under Option 2. The
proposed interchange locations are MD 210 at Kerby Hill Road, Palmer Road, Qld Fort Road
North, Fort Weshington Road, Swan Creek Road and Old Fort Road South. At-grade
intersection medifications arc proposed with the SHA-Selected Alternative at Wilson Bridge
Drive, Farmington Road and MD 373.

The specific intersection/interchange options included in the SHA-Selected Alternative consist
of:

Wilson Bridge Drive Option A, (which is a modification of Option A-1), Kerby Hill Road
Option C, Palmer Road Option E (which is a modification of Option D), Old Fort Road North
Option C, Fort Washington Road Option D, Swan Creck Road Option G (whichisa
modlﬁcatlon of Option E), Old Fort Road South Option C, Farmington Road Option A, and MD
373 Option A.

These options were selected as a result of coordinaton among MD 210 study team members, the
focus group, environmental resource agencies and citizens, based on the extent to which they
addressed safety and traffic operational needs and minimized impacts to sensitive resources.

The purpose of the study is to address the increasingly severe and frequent tiaffic congestion
along MD 210 and it involves the development and analysis of reasonable alternatives including
the no build aliernative. Traffic operations indicate that peak hour traffic entering or crossing
MD 210 from side roads often require several signal cycles to go through the intersection. The
short auxiliary lancs, scvere skew angles, sharp curvatures, and the close proximity of the service
roads created congestion for the side road traffic. Five of the nine major intersections in the
project area are currently operating at failing conditions in the peak hour periods. By the year
2020, all nine study area intersections will reach level of service grade F (represents fuiling
traffic flow with total congestion, where several cycles are required to clear raffic through an
intersection) and some intersections will be handling almost twice the traffic they are designed to
handle. In addition, the number of reported accidens occurring from Fort Washington Road to
the Capital Beltway are significantly higher than the statewide average for similar facilities. By
replacing the existing intersections with mterchanges as proposed under the build alternates,
consistent with the county master plan, traffic is projected to operate at acceptable levels of
service (LOS E or better) in the design year 2020.



CLIA

THIS PAGE INTENTIONALLY BLANK

The MD 5 corridor needs, including multi-modal censiderations in Waldort, are being addressed
as part of a separate SAH >roject Planning study.

SHA’s Office of Traffic and Safety (OOTS) continually monitors and optim:zes signal timing
and phasing. At the request of several focus group members, OOTS represertatives have
monitored MD 210 and heve confirmed little, if any, further improvement in operations or
reduction in delays can bemade by further changes in signal timing within the study area.

The local SHA District 3 Office oversees striping and maintenance of MD 210 and all local
issues should be referred to their office.

®
®
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MD 210 Project Planning Study Commemt Form
Location/Design Public Hearing
Thursday, June 21, 2001
Friendly High Schocl Auditorium

gx;l;:l:sr«: PRINT (@L mc( A \ A/r weger
Address 700 M't,{'w‘.aelu C;V ’
CityTown_{—: 4 }dq(/)a}zg*‘ow state_ MDD zip Code LOFZ4-4-

PLEASE INDICATE YOUR FREFERENCES BY CHECKING THE BOXES BELOW.

Date_ o7 (\LAV\( :Q(

Which of the 3 mainline optioss on MD 210 do you think ere most appropriate?

1.y NO HOV m 2.) Barrier Separated HOV D 3.) Concurrent Flow HOV D

MD 210 involves 9 intersections that are under study for inprovements. What improvement option at each
intersection do you think are the most appropriate? (Select from the non-shaded boxes)

Oplion A |Option A-1]Option A-2] Option B | Option C | Option D | Option E

Wilson Bridge Drive X

Kerby Hill Road

Palmer Road

Old Fort Road North x

Fort Washington Road X

Swan Creek Road
Old Fort Road South

Farmington Road

MD 373

No yan enmmute on MD 210 during the peak howrs (6:30-8:30am) and (4:30-6:30pm)?
Check i you carpool or would be willing to carpool D

1.)yes D 2.)no
if convenient park and ride services were available
Have you ever used side roads to avoid congestion on MD210?

1.) yes SZ 2)no D
If there are any additional comments or inquiries ypu would like to share with us please list them below.
'&H"ﬁggngg‘zég jgt_z,_,g 45 ‘7gﬁﬁ 5] Q{ QH Cact Nerdh (Zaﬁ'm ﬂ/gﬁ €t kzag‘m !@

will recrgeg[g the (bs chinese Walls on K& 200, Thu; sheodd be eliminafed.
BE OV 1 reguiced T should be tay curvend Llow — ot bareier :f_g,fg_amfed .
1
H‘abjﬁ'm {0 js ﬂ(JV(?/rl‘(ﬂsJ,’(yu‘ mz/y."@iqLﬂws @sza'Hll%r e
HoUar 457/295 and 296 (0 Fhend” Moven these Infecefedes, il
ot oot 1t on 210,

*Persons who have reecived a copy of this broshure through the mail are alrcady on the prejcct Mailing List.

D Please ald my/our name(s) to the Mailing List

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

Project NO. PG221A11

Richard Krueger

Supplemental Response:
See response to frequently stated comment 1.

Alternative 5A Modified is the Selected Alternative. No HOV lanes or rainline capacity
enhancemerts, other than auxiliary lanes to support the interchange/intesection improvements,
will be provided. However the proposed improvements will not preclude rail, HOV or any other
studies/improvements in the future.

SHA-Selected Alternative 5A Modified includes all interchanges proposed under Option 2. The
proposed interchange locations arc MD 210 at Kerby Hill Road, Palmer Road, Old Fort Road
North, Fort Washington Road, Swan Creek Road and Old Fort Road South. At-grade
intersection modifications are proposed with the SHA-Selected Alternative at Wilson Bridge
Drive, Farmington Roac and MD 373,

The specific intersectior/interchange options included in the SHA-Selected Alternative consist
of:

Wilson Bridge Drive Option A, (which is a modification of Option A-1), Kerby Hill Road
Option C, Palmer Road Option E (which is a modification of Option D), Old Fort Road North
Option C, Fort Washington Road Option D, Swan Creek Road Option G (whichis a
modification of Option E), Old Fort Road South Option C, Farmington Road Option A, and MD
373 Option A.

These options were selected as a result of coord:nation among MD 210 study team members, the
focus group, environmental resource agencies and citizens, based on the extent to which they
addressed safety and traffic operational needs and minimized impacts to sensitive resources.
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STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION
QUESTIONS AND/OR COMMENTS

PG221A11
LOCATION/DESIGN PUBLIC HEARING
MD 210
FROM 1-95/1-495 'O MD 228

THURSDAY, JUNE 21, 2001, 5:30 PM. TO 9:00 PM.
FRIENDLY HIGH SCHOOL
10000 ALLENT OWN ROAD
FOEjWASHING N,

NAME \/\M/M/ (/[d/ ——tmre— /7 [70d

PLEASE

aooress AL Ry jfp - fA—

PRINT  crry W@L STATE Y)”H zp

/Weyish to comment or inquire about the follcwjng aspects of this project:

‘*/(LMW Vo T Liw — Yo

o, — Mo CaAdc Mmoo

Palric % d,@@/w din Q/ )Qz,é,au/,f%
L/V\ \ b 7 C"x,/u N O ﬁd

}}Véam\m@r name(s) to the Mailing List.

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

* Persons who nave received a copy of this brochure through the mail are already on
the project Mailing List

206 )

O,

Min di Lab

Supplemental Response:
See response to frequently stated comment 1.

The purpose of the study is to address the increasingly severe and frequent traffic congestion

along MD 210 and it invelves the development and analysis of reasonable alternates including

the no build alternate. Treffic operations indicate that peak hour traffic entering or crossing MD

210 from sids roads ofter require several signal cycles to go through the iniersection. The short
auxiliary lanes, severe skew angles, sharp curvatures, and the close proximity of the service

roads created congestion for the side road traffic. Five of the nine major intersections in the

project area are currently operating at failing conditions in the peak hour periods. By the year

2020, all nine study area ‘ntersections will reach level of service grade F (represents failing - {
traffic flow with total congestion, where several cycles are required to clear traffic through an 4
intersection) and some incersections will be handling almost twice the traffic they are designed to
handle. In addition, the number of reported accidents occurring from Fort Washington Road to

the Capital Beltway are s:gnificantly higher than the statewide average for similar facilities. By
replacing the existing intersections with interchanges as proposed under the build alternative,
consistent with the county master plan, traffic is projected to operate at acceptable levels of

service (LOS E or better) in the design year 2020.

Alternative 5A Modified is the Selected Alternative. No HOV lanes or maialine capacity
enhancements, other than auxiliary lanes to support the interchange/intersection improvements,
will be provided. However the proposed improvements will not preclude rail, HOV or any other
studies/improvements in he future.
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MD 210 Project Planning Study Comment Form
Location/Design Public Hearing
Thurscay, June 21, 2001
Friendly High School Auditorium

R EE N gl S Levethal
Address PXJYZ {130 A,OD/? \/ﬂ%’/‘\ l@

City/Town ]/-\'( o Cﬂe state_M{) _ zipCode_26,0F~
PLEASE INDICATE YOUR PREFERENCES BY CHECKING THE BOXES BELOW,

Date_ 30 TJ‘KV!@ 200 |

Which of the 3 mainline options on MD 210 do you think are most appropriate?

1.) NO HOV m 2.) Barrier Separated HOV D 3.) Concurrent Fow HOV D

MD 210 involves 9 intersections that are under study for improvements, What improvemen: option at each
intersection do you think are the most appropriate? (Select from the non-shaded boxes)

Option A |Option A-1]Option A-2| Option B | Option C | Option D | Option E

Wilson Bridge Drive
Kerby Hill Road
Palmer Road

Old Fort Road North
Fort Washington Read
Swan Creek Road
Old Fort Road South
Farmington Road
MD 373

Do you commute on MD 210 during the peak hours (6:30-8:30am) and (4:30-6:30pm)?
Check if you carpool or would be willing tocarpool D

1.) yes {:X] 2)no D
if convenient park and ride services were available

Have you ever used side roads to avoid congestion on MD 2107

1) yes D 2)no E

If there are any additional commeats or inquiries you would like to share with us please list them below.

Q (Con o\ Yo s on Alo

@ iw\{)(ow, Q0| < Soath CoorT@\ ”t?p@ I c\m\ «\’Vmow”\‘o PR
Q mmw 0 gond Vit toll/ Qoo LaTo

?6« Couiln
A Yooq ol hlic AT oebe \
®) ?%&k(‘\'nm%((&»ﬁl%fwfm% 210 n Recaleed”

*Persons who have received a copy of this bmchul. through the mzil are already on the project Mailing List.

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

D Please delete my/our name(s) from the Maling List

Project NO. PG221Al1

O

Micheal 8. Leventhal

Supplemental Response:
See response to frequently stated comments 1, 2.

US 301 is outside the study area for this planning study and thus not considered as part of this
project; however MD 5/US 301 needs are being addressed as part of a separate project planning
study.

The purpose of the study is to address the increasingly severe and frequent traffic congestion
along MD 210 and it involves the development and snalysis of reasonable alternates including
the no build alternate. Traffic operations indicate tha: peak hour traffic entering or crossing MD
210 from side roads often require several signal cycles to go through the intersection. The short
auxiliary lanes, severe skew angles, sharp curvatures, and the close proximity of the service
roads created congestion for the side road traffic. Five of the nine major intersections in the
project area are currently operating at failing conditions in the peak hour periods. By the year
2020, all nine study area intersections will reach level of service grade F (represents failing
traffic flow with total congestion, where several cycles are required to clear traffic through an
intersection) ard some intersections will be handling almost twice the traffic they are designed to
handle. In addition, the number of reported accidents occurring from Fort Washington Road to
the Capital Beltway are significantly higher than the statewide average for similar facilities. By
replacing the existing intersections with interchanges as proposed under the build alternative,
consistent with the county naster plan, traffic is projected to operate at acceptable levels of
service (LOS B or better) ir the design year 2020

Alternative 5A Modified is the Selected Altemative; however the proposed improvements will
not preclude rail, HOV or any other studies/improvements in the future.

A pedestrian bridge at MD 373 in Accokeek was not considered as part of this study due to low
observed pedestrian traffic volumes, visual impact concerns, cost, and historic data regarding the
general lack of use of pedestrian overpasses.

O
e

o
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MD 210 Project Planning Study Comment Form
Location/Design Public Hearing
Thursday, June 21, 2001
Friendly High School Auditorium

PLEASE PRINT 7 N
Name 'DQ», Ll Eiman Date Ju’ﬂz 5‘), 504
Address 131((7 F“ l‘l( Lane.
N v
City/Town, P’TL WQSL\{ hak—ob\ State, M D Zip Codle 207#

PLEASE INDICATE YOUR PREFERENCES BY CHECKING THE BOXES BELOW,

Which of the 3 mainline options on MD 210 do you think are most appropriate?

1) NO HOV ‘:{] 2.)Barrier Separated HOV D 3.) Comcurrert Flow HOV D

MD 210 involves 9 intersections that are under study for improvements. What improvement option at each

intersection do you taink are the most appropriate? (Select from the non-shaded b oxes)

Wilson Bridge Drive Good

Kerby Hill Road Betider

Palmer Road Bast AP
Old Fort Road North BT

Fort Washington Road (Feil\ | Bost
Swan Creek Road E Bost

Old Fort Road South Bost
Farmington Road el

MD 373 | NG

Do you commute an MD 210 during the peak hours (6:30-R:30am) and (4:30-6:30pm)?

1) yes 2.)no D Check if you carpool or would be willing to carpool D
if convenient park and ride services were available
Have you ever used side roads to avoid congestion on MD 2107

1.} yes 2)no D

If there are any additional comments or inquiries you would like to share with us pleaselist them below.

Option A [Option A-1{Option A-2. Option B | Option C | Option D | Option E

*Persons who have rzceived a copy of this brochure through the mail are already on the project Mailing List.
D Please add my/our name(s) to the Mailing List

L—_J Please delete my/our name(s) from the Mailing List

Project NO. PG221A11

Dan Lieman

Supplemental Response:
See response to frequently stated comments 1, 3, 4.

Alternative SA Modified is the Selected Alternative and contains: Wilson Bridge Drive at-grade
Option A, Kerty Hill Road Interchange Option C, Palmer/Livingston Road Interchange Option
B, Old Fort Road North Interchange Option C, Fort Washington Road Interchange Option D,
Swan Creek Road Interchange Option G, Old Fort Road South Interchange Option C,
Farmington Road at-grade Option A and MD 373 at-grade Option A. The proposed
improvements will not preclude rail, HOV or any other studies/improvements in the future.
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Maryland Department of Transportation

State Highway Adminstration

Office of Planning and Preliminary Engineering
Mail Stop C-301 - Box 717

Baltimore, MD 21203-0717

Subject: Location and Design Public Hearing, MD210 from 195/1495 to MD228
Project No. PG221A1l
June 30, 2001

Enclosed are my comments about the proposed improvements of MD210 between 195/1495 and MD228. 1
discuss all of the opticns and alternatives based on the Draft Envir tal Impact Statement (DEIS) and
the Alternatives Mapping Supplement. I provide detailed opinions about the benefits and disadvantages of
every design. 1 suggest that a pair of ramps be added to all options on Livingston Road north of Swan
Creek Road to replace unsafe existing connectionsto and from seuthbound MD210. 1 also mention
technical errors in some design descriptions in the DEIS.

As a regular participant in the MD210 Focus Growp, several of my earlier ideas have been accepted or
modified. I treat the MD210 publications as a new set of designs to be analyzed. Iexpect theMD210
Focus Group will cominue to assist the selection process by viewing and discussing the opinions of the
members of the public who provided their comments on the proposed MD210 improvements. Together we
will derive highway, irterchange, and intersection designs that are the wost beneficial to the wsers of

MD210 and its conneeting roads.
L

Dan Lieman
13216 Park Lane
Fort Washington, MD 20744

Thank you for ‘your considération.

See responses 1o frequently stated comments 1, 3 and 4.

Throughout the MD 210 Project Planning Study process, the design team has met regularly with
SHA Project Planning, Administration, Highway Design, Bridge Design, Highway Hydraulics,
Environmental Landscaping, Traffic and Safety, and District Right of Way teams. The team have
also met regularly with County and local officials, focus group members, community
organizations, private citizens and resource agencies to best derive a Selected Alternative that
best fits the nesds and requirements of all the citizens within the MD 210 study area. As you
have noted and as the study has progressed, interchange and at-grade option refinement has been
a continual process and will continue as the project continues into final design,

The Selected Alternative currently under consideration represent improvements developed in
accordance with design criteria for the purpose of improving traffic flow and safety in an
environmentally sensitive manner, while promoting aesthetic quality, community cohesiveness,
multi-modal accessibility and bicycle/pedestrian mobility.
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oant  Ligman

Remarks on
MD 210 Multi-Modal Study Prince George’s County 1-95 / 1-495 to MD228
Draft Envir tal Impact St (DEIS)
With Alternatives Mapping Suppl t (Suppl )
June 2001

Comments on the Draft Environmental Impact Sutement (DELS).

The Vicinity Map in figure S-1 between DEIS pages 52 and S-3 has an old map with information
prior to its date of December 2000, The western half of MD228 is shown as an undivided highway instead
of a divided highway. The presence of four lanes (two lanes east and west) on MD228 is significant for the
increasing traffic levels on MD21C. The old north-south sectior of MD228 was renumbered 1o MD229.
The cover of the DEIS uses the same old map.

In paragraphs I1.F.2.d, 1LF.3.d, and [L,F.4.d on pages [17/18, 11-23/24, and 11-29/30 of the DEIS,
the Option A descrintion for Palmer Road ~ Liviagston Road mentions that a “new access road is proposed
behind the existing busi (displacing one bisiness) in the northeast quadmnt”. The northeast quadrant
relative to the MD210 main intersection has no access road and no displaced business under any option.
Option A and Option B have an access street butno displaced busi in the southeast quadrant, Option C
and Option D have an access stree with two seperate busil displaced by the ramp ections in the
southeast quadrant. All four options displace two businesses by ramp connections in the soutiwest
quadrant. All four options displacs one business in the northwest quadrant with an access road positioned
in front of other businesses. The Option A statement above is incorrect. For the Option B description, the
statement “but the propased access road differs by not displacing any businesses” is wrong and the reason
given for a front access road (“because there is no proposed ramp in the northwest quadrant”) does not
apply. For the Option C descripticn, the statement “proposes a grade-separation” and the “proposed access
road” sentence apply to all four options. For the Option D description, the statement “proposes a grade-
separation” applies o all four options and “the access road is ... behind the existing businesses” is
incorrect.

In paragraphs ILF.2.g, IL.F.3.g, and ILF4.g on pages [1.19/20, 11-25/26, and 11-31/32 of the DEIS,
the Option E description for Swan Creek Road —Livingston Roid says “The benefit of this option is the
elimination of any movements in the environmentally sensitive southwest quadrant.” In an environmental
impact statement, it would be appropriate to mention environmental sensitivity for Option B, Option C, and
Option D. Also, for Option C and Option D, the two-lane connection between Swan Creek Road and
Livingston Road in the northwest quadrant might be an environmental improvement because it simplifies a
connection to a hospital. For Option E, the bridge for Livingston Road over MD210 simplifies the hospital
connection from east of MD210.

In figures 1I-2A, 11-2B, 11-2C, and 11-2D after page 1140 of the DEIS, intersection diagrams show
turn alternatives fron all directions. The diagram for each proposed intersection is discussed below across
alternatives and options and pages for comparison.

Wilson Bridge Drive: (Altemative 5A — Capecity Option 1, ASA-CO1) [Option A] A
solid line needs to be drawn in the intersection diagram between the right-to-left arrows and the left-to-right
arrows to show the closed median. Essentially the same diagran needs to be used for both capacity options
of Alternative SA and Alternative SC in Option A.

Kerby Hill Road (KHR) ~ Livingston Road (LR): KHR (A5A-CO1) [Option A-1] The
right side of the intersection diagrzm needs a straight arrow poirting left across the intersection. The oval
with the levels of service needs a marker on the left to indicate another branch of the intersection. The
resulting intersection and oval diagrams need to be repeated for all KHR alternatives and capucity options
in Option A-1. KHR (ASC-CO!) [Option A-2] This option has another intersection at the exit-entrance
from southbound MD210. An intersection diagram may be appropriate for all alternatives and capacity
options in Option A-2. KHR (A5a&AS5B-CO1&CO2) [Option A-2] The oval with the “F(F)” fevels of

)

The cover and Vicinity Map have been updated.

The description in the DEIS incorrectly referred to the “Northeast” quadrant. “Northwest” is the
correct reference, and this change has been made to applicable FEIS text.

Numerous refinements have been made to the previously proposed Swan Creek Road
interchange options in developing the design of the cption associated with the SHA-Selected
Alternative.

Mapping included in this document has been updated to reflect the individual proposed
interchange/intsrsection designs associated with the SHA-Selected Alternative at each location.

@C:) )
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service needs to be changed to “A{B)” for consistency. LR (ASA&ASB-CO1&CO2) {Opticn A-2) This
intersection diagram needs to be repeated for all LR alternatives and capacity options in Option A-1 and
Option A-2. The one-line ramp diagram for LR needs to be replaced by the two-line versior used by all
other representations of LR alternatives and capecity options in Option A-1 and A-2. The oval with the
“R(F)” levels of service needs to be changed to “B(D)” for consistency. Also, no diagram shows Option A-
1 can be used at KER-LR with either capacity option of Alternative 5C.

Patmer Road (PR) — Livingston Road (LR): PR (ASA-COZ) [Option A} Tais intersection
diagram needs to be repeated for all PR alternatives and capacity options in Option A and Option B. PR
(ASA-CO1&CO2) [Option C and Option D] The left traffic lare from the top of the intersection diagram
needs a straight-left arrow. The cae-line ramp diagram for PR needs to be replaced with a two-line version.
The resulting intersection and ramp diagrams nesd to be repeated for all PR alternatives and capacity
options in Option C and Option D. LR (A5A-CO1) [Option A] The left traffic lane from the top of the
intersection diagram needs a straight-left arrow. The right trafiic lane from the right of the diagram needs a
right-only acrow. The resulting diagram needs to be repeated for all LR alternatives and capacity options in
Option A and Optien D. The oval with the levels of service nesds a marker on the left to indicate another
branch of the intersection. This marker needs to be placed on level of service ovals for all LR altemnatives
and capacity options in Option A, Option B, Opfion C, and Opiion D. LR (ASA-CO1&COL) [Option B
and Option C] The left traffic lane from the top of the intersection diagram needs a straight-lefi arrow. The
right traffic lane frem the top of the diagram necds a straight-right arrow. The left side of the diagram
needs a straight arrow pointing left and right-straight-left arrows pointing right. The left traffic lane from
the bottom of the diagram needs a straight-left arow. The right side of the diagram needs a straight arrow
pointing left. The resulting diagram needs to berepeated for al LR alternatives and capacity options in
Option B and Option C. LR (A5A-CO1&C02)[Option B, Option C, and Option D] The ore-line ramp
dingrams for LR need to bo replaved with two-line versions and necd to be rop d for all LR al tives
and capacity options in Option B, Option C, and Option D. A one-line ramp from southbound MD210 to
LR outside the intesection needsto be added for Option D to match LR (ASB&ASC-CO1&CO2) [Option
D]. This form of the one-line ramp needs to be copied for all LR alternatives and capacity options in
Option A. Also, there is no indication in the text why duplicat: PR-LR intersection diagrams within the
interchange options have differen: level of service values for different alternatives or capacity options.

0Old Fort Road North: MD2 10 intersection (ASA-CO1) [Option A] The rizht traffic lanc
from the right of the intersection diagram needsa right turn arow. The right traffic lane going to the right
of the diagram needs an acceleration lane. MD210 intersection (ASB-CO1) [Option B] This intersection is
bypassed by exits from northbourd MD210 and southbound MD210. Ramp lines need to be added outside
the oval in the southeast and northwest quadrants. A similar change needs to be made in MD210
intersection (ASC-CO1) [Option B). East (E) intersection (A5A-CO2) [Option C] The left raffic lane from
the bottom of the intersection diagram needs a sraight-left arrow. The diagram needs to becopied to E
(A5B-CO2) [Option C). E (ASA%ASB-CO2) [Option D] Theleft traffic lane from the botiom of the
intersection diagram needs a straight-left arrow. The one-line -amp diagram needs to be replaced with a
two-line version. The level of service “F(F)” needs to be replaced with something appropriste. The
information also applies to E (ASC-CO2) [Optien D). West (W) intersection (A5A-CO2) [Option C] The
left traffic lane from the top needs a straight-left arrow. The dagram needs to be copied to W (ASB-CO2
and A5C-CO2) [Option C]. The ramp lines, the level of service oval, and the intersection diagram need to
be repeated for W (ASA&AS5B-CO2, and A5C-CO2) [Option D}.

Fort Washingten Road: MD2 0 intersection (ASA-CO1) [Option A] Theright traffic lane
going to the feft of the diagram needs an acceleration lane. MD210 intersection (ASA-CO1) [Option B}
The level of service oval does nof specify level of service valuzs. 1t is probably “F(F)”, thesame as Option
A. East (E) intersection (A5B-CO02) [Option D] In the intersestion diagram, the straight arrow from the
right needs to be removed and the left traffic lare from the bot:om needs to be changed to astraight-left
arrow. The right end of the wiggle line in the ramp representarion needs to connect to the sarvice road
(probably just a stub) instead of northbound MD210. The intersection diagram, the level of service oval,
and the ramp diagram need to be copied to E (ASA-CO2 and ASC-CO2) [Option D]. Optica D does not
show the right in right out intersection at current Fort Washington Road for any of the alternatives.

Mapping included in this dozument has been updated to reflect the individual proposed
interchange/intersection designs associated with the SHA-Selected Alternative at each location.

S
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Swan Creek Road (SCR) — Livingston Road (LR): MD210 intersection (ASA-CO1)
[Option A] The right traffic lane from the top of the intersection diagram needs a straight-right arrow. The
right traffic lane going to the left of he diagram needs an acceleration lane. MD210 intersection (ASC-
CO1) [Option R} Theright traffic Iane gaing to the left of the intersection diagram neads an acceleration
tane. No intersection diagrams are shown for the mmp intersections east and west of the MDZ210
intersection. Similar intersection diagrams (with double arrow HOV lanes) need to be used for the MD210
intersection (ASB~CC1) [Option B]and its two ramp intersectiors. Note that the MD210 intersection
(ASB-CO1) [Uption B} does not have a bridge proposal for the reversible HOV tanes in figure {1-42 of the
Supplement. Top LR intersection (A5A-CO2) [Option C] This intersection diagram needs to be copied to @
the top LR (ASB-CO2 and ASC-CC2) [Option C]. Bottom LR intersection (ASC-CO2) [Option C] This
intersection diagram needs to be copied to the botiom LR (ASA-CO2 and ASB-CO2) [OptionC]. LR
intersection (ASB&ASC) [Option D] This intersedtion needs an intersection diagram. SCR intersection
(A5A-CO2) [Option C] The ramp diagram needs z stub to the left. This ramp diagram and inersection
diagram need to be ccpied to SCR (A5B-CO2 and A5C-CO2) [Cption C] and SCR (ASB&ASC-CO2)
[Option D]. MD210 intersection (ASB&AS5C-CO2) [Option D] The level of service oval is positioned as if
the intersection is with MD210 rather than on a bridge over MDZ10. The single HOV ramp connection is
drawn as if double northbound and southbound MD210 connection ramps are intended. This special
intersection oval should be r d-from the mainline MD210 position and placed in an inset with a short
line just as an intersection diagram is shown. TheOption E interchange based on a Livingston Road bridge
is not represented for Capacity Option 2 of Alternative SA, Altemative 5B, or Alternative 5C,

Old Fort Road South: MD210 intersection (ASA-COI1) [Option A] and MD210
intersection (A5B-CO1, ASC-CO1,and A5A-CO1) [Option B] The right traffic lane going tothe right in
each intersection diagram needs an acceleration lane. MD210 intersection (ASA-CO1) [Option B] The
level of service oval has unspecifie¢ ‘2(?)” values. East (E) intersection (ASA-CO2) [Option C] The left
traffic lane from the bottom of the diagram needs to be a straight-left arrow. This diagram nexds to be
copied to E (ASB-CC2 and A5C-CO2) [Option C|. West (W) intersection (ASB-CO2) [Option C] The left
traffic lane from the top of the intersection diagram needs to be a straight-left arrow. This diagram needs to
be copied to W (ASA-CO2 and A5C-CO2) [Option C].

Farmington Road: MD210 intersection (ASA-CO1) [Option A} The right traffic lane
going to the right in the intersection diagram needs an acceleration lane to match the No-Build Alternative,
MD210 intersection (ASA-CO2) [Option B] The right traffic lane going to the right in the intersection
diagram needs a right turn arrow instead of a straight arrow. Opion B ramp intersections eas: and west of
MD210 are not represented with intersection diagrams.

MD373: MD210 ntersection {A5A-CO2) [Opion B] Ramp intersections east and west of
MD210 are not represented with intersection diagrams. MD210 intersection (ASB-CO1, A5B-CO2, A5C-
COL1, and A5C-C02) [Option B} Ramp intersecticns east and west of MD210 are not represented with
intersection diagrams. These intersections have icentical designs. AS5B has lower expected taffic than
ASC. (ASC-CO1) has the same leva! of service values as (A5B-CO1) and (ASB-CO2). (A5C-CO2)hasa
better level of service value than the others.

C on High Occupancy Vehicle (HOV) Lanes:

I am against HOV lanes because 1 believe a proposed Metro rapid transit connection over the
Woodrow Wilson Bridge would be more beneficial than HOV lmes connecting only to MD210 HOV
lanes. The Metro Purple Line could not reasonably be constructed between Maryland and Virginia without
utilizing the bridge lanes designated for HOV. Censtruction and destruction of HOV lanes and ramps in O
this area would cost millions of dollars that would delay Metro improvements by decades and be wasted
whenever the Purple Line is built. The major Maryland “contribution” to Woodrow Wilson Bridge HOV
lanes would be MD210 HOV lanes. I am against VD210 HOV ‘anes.

Regarding the proposed MD210 HOV lanes, the entire study area is only ten miles. There are no
major work sites on MD210. Most proposed improvements to MD210 involve turns, entrances, and exits
via the right lane. Potential users of the HOV lanes must cross through three busy general lanes to enter or

The rail decision along the Woodrow Wilson Bridge is being addressed as part of the Capital
Beltway Corrider Transportation Study and the Woodrow Wilson Bridge Project and would not
be precluded by a decision on MD 210.

®
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leave the HOV lanes on MD210. The proposed HOV imtersection for 195/1495 to/from the Woodrow
Wilson Bridge would be the first traffic light on VD210 in threeto seven miles, depending on which
proposed interchanges are built. Nearby, most MD210 traffic would need to stop again at the traffic light
where the ramp from southbound 195/1495 turns left onto southbound MD210. This extraneous traffic light
would reduce the capacity of the southbound [95/M95 exit to southbound MD210. There is no HOV
connection from MD210 to northbound 195/1495 general lanes and no HOV lanes on 195/1495 north of
MD?210. The proposed HOV ramps for the 1295 extension would only connect with general lanes on 1295
that are already overturdened with raffic. The orly other consideration for accessing the HOV lanes is
one proposed ramp for the interchange at Swan Creek Road — Livingston Road. Alternative 5C is proposed
as a possibility for most of the study area. With the Alternative 5C concurrent flow HOV lanes,
enforcement of HOV Iane restrictioas would be difficult without blocking the HOV lanes or the general
lanes. Alternative 5B with reversible HOV lanes is proposed asa possibility north of Swan Creek Road.
The current heights of northbound end southbound roadways of MD210 are different. Altermative 5B slip
ramps for the HOV to general lane connections would need to traverse the height change. Arnother study
suggests the use of tolls (also known as “variable prices”) in the MD210 HOV lanes. Even iftolls are
collected electronically, enforcement requirements would be worse than for HOV alone and there is already
no room for enforcement without affecting traffic.

In my opinion, Alternative 5A (no HOV lanes) and notolls (variable pricing) should be selected.
Comments on the Alernatives Mapping Supplemznt:

Oxon Hill Road:

The proposed Oxon Hill Road interchange with MD2 10 is of interest to the same pesple as those
who want information about the other MD210 improvements. Although it is not included in the MD210
study, any diagrams shown the public and decision-makers should have the latest proposals fiom the
Woodrow Wilson Bridge Project. Most of the proposed Oxon Hill Road interchange with MD210 is
depicted using onetime proposed designs more than a year out of date. Currently, there is no proposed
connection between westbound Oxon Hill Road and southbounc 195/1495. Also, the relocation of the
bridge for Bald Eagle Road is proposed to be opposite the perpendicular connection between Oxon Hill
Road and the MD210 ramps in the southwest quadrant of the interchange. The bridge for Bald Eagle Road
will be used for both automobiles and bicycles. These errors ar¢ duplicated in figures 11-3, I1-18, II-33, and
11-55 of the Supplement and should be corrected before any find report.

1295 Ramps for MD210 HOV Lanes:

Alternative SA does not change the 1295 interchange because no HOV lanes are inclided. In
figures I1-3 and I1-1§ of the Supplement, the southbound connection of MD210 and the 1295 extension
derived from the Woodrow Wilson Bridge Project show two lanes from MD210 and two lanes (or maybe
theee lanes) from the 1295 catensivs In iy vpinjon Allriative SA should be selevied.

For Alternative 5B and Alternative 5C, two options are proposed for HOV ramps between the
1295 extension and MD210. In my opinion, neither option should be built because the HOV lanes should
not be built.

In Option A, the ramp from the northbound MD210 HOV lane rises in the median 0’MD210 and
veers left over the southbound MD210 lanes to cennect with the general northbound lane of tae 1295
extension beyond the exit to southbound 195/1495. Also, the southbound 1295 extension general lane has a
left side ramp that abuts the opposite ramp and veers right to the southbound HOV lane in the median of
MD210. In figure 1133 of the Supplement, Altemative 5B Option A mostly has a two-lane ramp that splits
into two single lane ramps for the connections to the 1295 extension. This would cause bottlenecks at both
ends as ramp traffic merges to a sirgle lane before joining the 1205 extension on the narthern end or
MD210 on the southern end. The two-lane part of the ramp should be reduced to one lane until the split at
the northern end. In figure 1-55 of the Supplement, Alternative 5C Option A mostly has a one-lane ramp
that splits into two single lane ramps before joining the 1295 extension on the northern end, The concurrent
HOV alternative needs two one-way lanes the entire length of the ramp. Both figures show three MDZ210
general lanes from the 1295 extension and two MD210 general hnes that merge to one lane. This change
needs to be removed because the left lane merge 's just beyond the merge of the proposed ranp from Oxon

Alternative SA Modified is the SHA-Selected Alternative. No HOV lanes or mainline capacity
enhancements, other than auxiliary lanes to support the interchange/intersection improvements,
will be provided
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Hill Road to southbound MD210. The rightmost MD210 lane should merge instead to form four general
lanes.

In Option B, the ramp from the northbound MD210 HOV lane rises in the median of MD210,
curves right over the general nortibound lanes, veers left to abut the general ramp to northbound 1295, and
seems to start merging on the left before the right exit to southbound 195/1495, 1t is very dangerous to
connect the northbound ramp to tae 1295 extension prior to the southbound 195/1495 exit lane without a
barrier because some HOV drivers will attempt to exit by crossing all of the 1295 extensionlanes. Also, the
southbound 1295 extension general lane has a leit side ramp that abuts the opposite ramp, veers right over
the southbound and northbound lines of MD2 10, and crosses the northbound lanes again prior to merging
with the southbound MD210 HOV lane. In figure 11-34 of the Supplement, Alternative 5B Option B has
one lane at the MD210 end and two single-laneparis for the ions to the 1295 extension. This is
correct for the reversible HOV land alternative. In figure [1-56 of the Supplement, Alternative 5C Option B
has the same one lane on the MD210 end and two single-lane parts for the connections to the 1295
extension, The concurrent HOV alternative needs two one-way lanes the entire length of the ramp. Both
figures show three MD210 general lanes from the 1295 extenson and two MD210 general lanes that merge
to one lane. This change needs to be removed because it is just beyond the merge of the proposed ramp
from Oxon Hill Read to southbound MD210. 'The rightmost MD210 lane should merge instead to form
four general lanes.

I prefer the Option A design if HOV remps are built. Option A traffic does not cross the
northbound genera lanes while Option B traffic crosses the narthbound general lanes twice. Also, the later
merge of Option A to northbound 1295 compared to Option B prevents dangerous attemptsto cross from
the left to the right for the exit tosouthbound 195/1495. Since the Woodrow Wilson Bridge Project study
has not yet determined whether HOV lanes or Metro subway tracks will be built, it is possible that MD210
HOV lanes will end at the 1295 ramps or just merge with the general MD210 lanes.

Wilson Bridge Drive:

The only option specifies southbound VD210 right turns in and out. The present intersection is
eliminated. This is a useful opticn for MD210 raffic. Currently, there is a bus stop on norhbound MD210
at Wilson Bridge Drive. A pedestrian bridge over MD210 will be needed to provide contimed bus service.

Between Wilson Bridge Drive and Kerby Hill Road — Livingsion Road:

Currently, the service rcad adjacent to southbound MD210 serves two houscs and provides a fow
parking spaces for their owners and guests. Figures 11-5, [1-2(, I1-36, and [I-58 of the Suprlement show a
widened two-way service road. The service road has a new cunnection to the parking lot of the Brookside
Park Apar Since the i ion at Wilson Bridge Drive with northbound MD210 was r d,
this design would enable access to the apartmert community from the south by residents, guests,
emergency vehicles, and delivery vehicles. The extra traffic may prevent all parking for the houses. I
suggest that changing the serviceroad to one-way northbound could provide the same access plus limited
parking for the houses. Wilson Bridge Drive would be uscd as the exit to southbound MDZ10. An
easement to allow cars and other vehicles serving the houses t use the parking lot roadway may be
required.

Currently, there is a bus stop on northbound MD210 opposite the Wilson Towers Apartments. A
pedestrian bridge over MD2190 will be needed to provide continued bus service.

Kerby Hill Road —Livingston Read:

Two slightly diffcrent options are proposed for interchanges at MD210 and the Keby Hill Road -
Livingston Road connection. Option A-1 is shown in figures (I-5, 1I-20, and 11-36 of the Supplement.
Figure II-58 has Option A-2. Boh options are complete interchanges allowing all combinations of turns
and both can be usad with Alternatives 5A, 5B,and 5C. A pedestrian crossing is needed on the bridge over
MD210. The bridge should be built to allow four general fanes on MD210 if the lanes are ot built
initially. Near Livingston Road east of MD210, both options are the same. Option A-1 connects the
western end of thebridge at Kerby Hill Road with two apartment complexes north of the inferchange. A
traffic light is likely at this intersection for buth Option A-1 aud Option A-2 cunnections, Option A-2
connects the southbound MD210 exit-entrance ramps to the two apartment complexes. The minimal
visibility of a sharp intersection of two roadways leaving tunnzis would require an extra traffic light and
retain continual danger of right turn on red.

@

Proposed pedestrian overpass concepts were dropped from the study due to responses received
from transportation agencies and residents for reasors such as cost, operations and aesthetics.

SHA-Selected Alternative A Modified includes all interchanges proposed under Option 2. The
proposed interchange locations are MD 210 at Kerby Hill Road, Palmer Roac, Old Fort Road
North, Fort Washington Road, Swan Creek Road and Old Fort Road South. At-grade
intersection modifications zre proposed with the SHA-Selected Alternative at Wilson Bridge
Drive, Farmington Road and MD 373.

The specific intersection/interchange options included in the SHA-Selected Alternative consist
of:

Wilson Bridge Drive Option A, (which is a modification of Option A-1), Ker>y Hill Road
Option C, Palmer Road Option E (which is a modification of Option D), Old Fort Road North
Option C, Fort Washington Road Option D, Swan Creek Road Option G (wich is a
modification of Option E), Old Fort Road South Option C, Farmington Road Option A, and MD
373 Option A.

These options were selected as a result of coordination among MD 210 study team members, the
focus group, environmental resource agencies and citizens, based on the extent to which they
addressed safery and trattic operational needs and minimized impacts to sens:tive resources.

®
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Under either option, access for the gas ststion will be a raffic problem. The gas station property
cutrently has one entrance/exit on Kerby Hill Road and two entrances/exits on a stub of the MD210 service
road. These entrances/exits will be located on the common ramy of the southbound MD210 entrance/exit
and the southbound MD210 entrance ramp itself. I suggest that 1 right turn in/out be permitted from/to the
southbound MD210 entrance. The common ramp can accept right and left turns to/from the gas station.
Some cars will need to make a U-turn inside the gas station property. Possibly, the gasoline entrance for
the combination gas station and convenience store should be from the southbound MD210 enirance ramp
and the exit should be on the common ramp, currently called Ke'by Hill Road. It may be necessary for the
southbound MD210 entrance ramp to have an opposing lane for the segment adjacent to the service station.
The turn situation would be more complicated with Option A-2,

In my opinien, Option A-1 should be selected.

Currently, there are bus stops on southbound and northbound MD210 near the intersection for
Kerby Hill Road — Livingston Road. Since pedestrian sidewalks are proposed for the bridge over MD210,
staircases from the bridge down to southbound and northbound MD210 bus stops will be needed to provide
continued bus service. Possibly, a pedestrian bridge is needed nzar the Wilson Towers Apartments.

Between Kerby Hill Road — Livingston Road and Palmer Road - Livingston Road:

This area isillustrated in fgures 11-5/6, 11-20/21, 11-36/37, and 1I-58/59 of the Supplement.

The farm property west of MD210 between Kerby Hill Road — Livingston Road and Palmer Road
~ Livingston Road will probably be developed. The farm used ¢ gravel driveway connection directly to
southbound MD210. As shown near the match lines of the figures, a gravel driveway is located near the
business. Left and rizht turns wereallowed to/from northbound MD210. During improvements on
MD210, the crossover will be closed and right tums for a gravel driveway will not be appropriate. At the
old gravel driveway, right in and right out turns from/to southbound MD210 would be needed for any
development. The developer should provide intemal roadways for the propeity. For multiple propertics
with different owners, a state-supplied service road may be required, preferably behind the trees. A narrow
dirt path near Henson Creek Stream Valley Park should not become an excuse for another right in/out
intersection on MD210 near the Paimer Road — Livingston Road interchange.

Currently, there are northbound and southbound bus stops on the two-way service road east of
MD210. There are MD210 crossovers at the southern end of the service road and near the middle of the
service road. The MD210 crossovers will be closed and the southern end of the service road will lose its
connection with norfibound MD210. New northbound MD2 10 and southbound MD210 bus stops will be
needed. A pedestrian bridge over MD210 would be needed to provide continued bus service Possibly, the
southern end of the service road coald be made one-way northbound from a connection to the Option A-B
ramp from Palmer Road to northboand MD210. Option C-D could have a direct connection from
northbound MD210. (This could be a standard exit since no reverse traffic would be allowed.) The
southbound directior on the service road should inate at an entrance to a future develop area to
support the local residents. The northern end of the service roac has no highway outlet. A remp to
northbound MID210 is possible at the northern end of the service road but the driveway to the last house
must be moved across its yard for safety. If the SHA builds rarps on the northern and southern ends, it
may be useful to close the MD210 connection at the middle of tae service road. Figures [I-36/37 and II-
58/59 add a small loop at the middle cannection t facilitate turns from narthbound MD210 to the
southbound service road, If you keep the middle connection, I suggest an acceleration lane be added to
northbound MD210 0 aliow entering cars to merge more easily into traffic.

Palmer Road - Livingston Road:

This area isillustrated in figures 11-6/7, 11-21/22, 11-37/38, and T1-59/60 of the Supplement.

Four interchange options are proposed to replace this intersection. All options are complete
interchanges. The bridge structure over MD210 between Palmer Road and Livingston Road is the same for
all four options. All options have the same Livingston Road ranp to southbound MD210. A pedestrian
crossing is needed on the bridge. The bridge should be built to allow four general lanes on MD210 if the
lanes are not built initially. All options need a traffic light to control left turns from southbound Livingston
Road to the ramp to southbound MD210, from thz new street connecting businesses closest to the bridge to
northbound Livingston Road, and from northbound Livingston Road to the new street. The traffic light
will also allow crossovers from thenew street to the ramp to southbound MD210. One busiress must be
removed to allow for construction of the new street. The building for the business necds to be relocated on
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the property to utilize the open space for the Fort Washington Golf Range. A 100-year flood plain may
preclude the use of the large property for other businesses. This land might be available for a wetland
mitigation site if the building cannot be rebuilt on the site.

Option A and Option B both have the same diamond ramp design east of MD210. Left turns are
allowed from the ramp from northbound MD210to westbound Palmer Road and from eastbound Palmer
Road to the ramp for northbound MD210. Option C and Optior. D have one diamond ramp and one loop
ramp east of MD21(. The diamond ramp from northbound MD210 allows left turns to westtound Palmer
Road. Left turns are allowed from westbound Palmer Road to the loop ramp to northbound MD210. Two
residences are removed by Option C-D and are not removed by Option A-B. A traffic light will be needed
at the Palmer Road intersection with the ramps under both Optien A-B and Option C-D. The main benefit
of Option C-I¥ is the possible reduction in wetland effects compared to the construction of Option A-B.
This may override any other conditions affecting the design. The ramp to northbound MD210 for Option
A-B could also connect to the southern end of the service road. For Option C-D, northbound MD210 could
have an exit to the southern end ofthe service roed. Otherwise, differences in traffic counts “or right and
left turns might be used to distinguish the two designs.

Option A ard Option D both have the same ramp design west of MD210. A ramp from
southbound MD210to southbound Livingston Road provides access to the business area on Livingston
Road. Another ramp from southbcund MD210 allows right turns to northbound Livingston Road and
eastbound Palmer Road.

Option B and Option C have the same ramp design west of MD210. A three-lane remp from
southbound MD210 allows right turns to northbound Livingston Road and eastbound Palmer Road and left
turns to southbound Livingston Road. The center lane should a'so cross the intersection to the new street.
The traffic light will be needed to control these crossovers and left turns in addition to other movements.
The SHA needs to determine whether the storage capacity of th's exit from southbound MD210 is
sufficient to keep the ramp from scuthbound MD210 from backing up to the mainline MD210 while
vehicles wait for a green traffic light at Livingston Road. Currently, the left turn lane from southbound
MD210 to eastbound Palmer Road is very long. The dual MD210 exits of Option A-D seem to provide
extra storage capacity. Option A-D and Option B-C both allow right-turn-on-red-after-stop for turns to
northbound Livingsion Road.

1 believe Ontion A provides the best combination of cenditions east and west of MD210. Option
D is best if wetland considerations cause the removal of Option A,

Old Fort Road North:

Three intersection options and two interchange options are proposed for Old Fort Road North.
Two different intersection options are called “Option B”, All options remove the Old Palmer Road
intersection with Old Fort Road North and provide new connecfions from Old Palmer Road to local streets.
The bridge for interchange options should be built to allow four general lanes on MD210 if the lanes are
not built initially.

In figure 11-8 of the Supplement, Option A widens the intersection for Alternative SA. It cannot
be used with HOV lnes. Four traffic lanes are proposed each way on MD210 south of Old Fort Road
North. This lowest cost option also has the shortest useful life span of the four options. A traffic light
continues to be needed on MD210. Left turns are allowed in all directions. Red light backups will grow on
MD210. Option A can be used to increase the incersection capacity somewhat until an interchange is
needed. Since the MD210 study is intended for Z0-year capacity needs, an interchange requirement is
likely before the 20-year boundary. Figure I1-2A of the DEIS shows an unacceptable “F(F)" level of
service for Option A.

In figure 1139 of the Supplement, one Cption B widens the intersection and includes an overpass
for MD210 HOV lanes. A traffic light continues to be needed for MD210 general lanes. Left tarns are
atlowed from easthound/westhound Old Fort Road North to MD210. Indirect left turns are allowed from
the right lane of northbound/southbound MD210 to Old Fort Read North. Traffic lights may be needed at
the two ramps from MD210. They should be cocrdinated with the traffic lights at MD210. Acceleration
lanes are needed for southbound MD210 and northbound MD210 at the right turns from Old Fort Road
North. Red light backups are likely to grow on MD210 unless the use of HOV lanes significantly reduces
traffic in the general lanes. The extra width of MD210 caused by the HOV lanes would reduce the
crossover capacity of Old Fort Road North in bota directions. The HOV overpass for Option B can
increase the interseciion capacity ssmewhat for MD210, but it cannot be replaced easily when an
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interchange is needed Figure 11-2B of the DEIS shows an unaccsptable “F(F)” level of service for this
Option B.

In figure 11-61 of the Supplement, anothe: Option B widens the intersection. It is possible an
averpass was intended for M2 10 HOV lanes to match the first Option R A fraffic light continues to be
needed for MD210 general lanes. Left turns are allowed from eastbound/westbound Old Fort Read North
to MD210. Indirect left turns are allowed from the right lane of northbound/southbound MD210 to Old
Fort Road North. Traffic lights may be needed at the two ramps from MD210. They should te coordinated
with the tratfic lightsat M1J210. Longer acceleration lanes are needed for southbound MU2 1) and
northbound MD210 at the right turrs from Old Fort Road North. Red light backups are likelyto grow on
MD210 unless the use of HOV lanes significantly reduces traffic in the general lanes. The exra width of
MD210 caused by the HOV lanes would reduce the crossover capacity of Old Fort Road North in both
directions. This Option B can increase the intersection capacity somewhat for MD210 only ifan HOV
overpass is built, butit cannot be replaced easily when an interctange is needed. Figure II-2C of the DEIS
shows an unacceptable “F(F)” level of service for this Option B.

In figures 11-23 and 11-44 of the Supplement, Option C replaces the intersection witha diamond
interchange. Option C is a complete interchange. Traffic lights will be needed at the ramp intersections
with Old Fort Road North. The preposed bridge over MD210 realigns Old Fort Road North to the south.
Two residences are ramoved in thesoutheast quadrant and one residence is removed in the soathwest
quadrant. Option C widens Old Fort Road North ‘o its intersection with Livingston Road. Westbound Old
Fort Road North should have a left turn light at Livingston Road

In figures [1-23 and 11-44 of the Supplement, Option D -eplaces the intersection witha diamond
interchange west of MD210 and one diamond ramp plus one loop ramp east of MD210. Option Disa
complete interchange. Traffic lights will be needed at the ramp intersections with Old Fort Road North.
The proposed bridge over MD210 realigns Old Fort Road Northto the south. One residence is removed in
the northeast quadrant and one residence is removed in the southwest quadrant. Option D widens Old Fort
Road North to its intzrsection with Livingston Road. Westbound Old Fort Road should havea left turn
light on Livingston Road.

Old Fort Read will need an interchange within twenty years. Traffic counts should cetermine
whether Option C or Option D should be selected Traffic for the shopping center in the northwest
quadrant may result in the selectior. of Option D.

Fort Washington Road:

One interchange option ard four intersection options are proposed for Fort Washington Road.
Two intersection options are called “Option C”. The bridge for the interchange option shoulc be built to
allow four lanes on MD210 if the lanes are not built initially.

Figure 11-9 of the Supplement shows tha: both Option A and Option B would widen the MD210
intersection and the T intersection with the servics road east of MD210. In Option B, a northbound
segment is added to the service road to connect as a ramp with northbound MD210. Neither Dption A nor
Option B can be used with HOV fanes. Four traffic lanes are proposed each way on MD210. These low
cost options have shorter usefut life spans than Option D. (Both versions of Option C are incomplete
designs and should rot be selected) For Option A and Option B, traffic lights continue to beneeded on
MD210. For Option A, left turns and right turns are allowed in all directions at both MD210 and the
service road. For Option B, all left turns and modt right turns arz allowed, For Option B, service road left-
right or right-right turns to northboand MD210 are replaced with the ramp connection. For bath options,
red light backups will grow on MD210. Either Option A or Option B can be used to increase the
intersection capacity somewhat uniil an interchange is needed. Since the MID210 study is intended for 20-
year capacity needs, an interchange requirement is likely beforethe 20-year boundary. For the intersection
option, I prefer Option B because i: would somewhat reduce the congestion at the T intersection with the
service road. Figure II-2A of the DEIS shows an unacceptable “F(F)” level of service for Option A. Figure
11-2D of the DEIS stows an unspesified “2(?)” level of service for Option B. The Option B level of service
is probably unacceptable “F(F)”, the same as Option A.

Two versioas of Option C try to widen the MD210 intersection and the T intersection with the
service road east of MD210. In figure T1-40 of the Supplement, one Option C includes an overpass for
MD210 HOV lanes. In figure 11-62, a slightly different Option C does not include an overpass for MD210
HOV lanes. Neither Option C design should be selected becausz each is incomplete. They db not provide
all combinations of turns. Traffic lights would ccntinue to be needed for MD210 general lanes, Lefl turns

THIS PAGE INTENTIONALLY BLANK



98-IA

are allowed from Fort Washington Road and the stub of Fort Weshington Road to MD210. An indirect left
turn is allowed from the right lane of southbound MD210 to the stub of Fort Washington Road and the
service road. NO ditect or indirect left turn is allowed from norfibound MD210 to westbound Fort
Washington Road. Red light backups are likely to grow on MD210 unless the use of HOV lazes
significantly reduces traffic in the general lanes. Option C withan HOV overpass may increase the
intersection capacity, but the loss of a turn cannot be fixed until an interchange is built. However, Option C
with the HOV overpass cannot easly be replaced when an interchange is needed. The extra width of
MD210 caused by the HOV lanes would reduce (1g crossover vapacity ol Forl Washington Road in both
directions. Figures 11-2B and [1-2C of the DEIS show an unacceptable “F(F)” level of service for both
versions of Option C.

Figures 1124, 1-45, and Il-67 of the Supplement show that Option D replaces the full Fort
Washington Road intersection with an interchange and modifiec intersection. The intersecticn of Fort
Washington Road centinues to allew right turns from and to southbound MD210. Crossovers and lefl turns
are removed from the intersection. A new connestor road to Fot Washington Road is proposed north of
the current Fort Washington Road. The connecter road has most of the actual interchange with MUD210.
The connector road starts at Livingston Road west of MD210, crosses over MD210 on a bridge, and ends
as an extension of te service road east of MD210. One residence and one business are removed by the
construction of the connector road. A short sireet joins the comectar to business Fort Washington Road.
Southbound MD2 1€ has a ramp tothe westbounc connector road. The ramp has a left branch with a left
turn to the eastbound connector rosd and a crossever to a two-way service road used for a shopping center
west of MD210 and busi on Fort Washington Road. Northbound MD210 has diamond ramps to and
from the connector road. ‘I'ratfic Lghts may be nzeded at the iniersection of the connector road with these
ramps for northbound MD210. Northbound traffic on the two-way service road east of MD210 can turn
right to the ramp to northbound MD210, can cross the connector bridge to westbound Fort Washington
Road, and can turn left to the service road west of MD210 to use the shopping center. Eitherthe service
road west of MD210 or the street to business Fort Washington Road can be used to reach southbound
MD?210. Traffic lights may be needed at the comector road and the service road west of ML210. Just east
of Livingston Road, Fort Washingon Road has tiree lanes, including eastbound and westbound directions.
At Livingston Road, westbound Fort Washington Road should have two lanes (one lane should be used for
left turns onto southbound Livingston Road) and eastbound traffic should have one lane. Approaching the
split for the connector road, eastbound Fort Washington Road stould have two lanes and westbound traffic
should have one lare.

1 prefer interchange Option D for Fort Washington Road.

Between Fort Washington Road axd Swan Creek Road — Livingston Road:

Figures 11-26A, 1-48A, and 11-70A of the Supplement show a ramp from southbourd MD210 to
Livingston Road near the post office. A similar -amp should be added from Livingston Road to
southbound MD210. This combiration of ramps would allow right turns in and right turns oat and would
operate like the proposed right in and right out remps between northbound MD210 and Livirgston Road
southeast of Swan Creek Road. The ramps to and from southbound MD210 would service the post office,
the hospital, and businesses on Livingston Road. 1 suggest these ramps be built to replace the tiny right in
and right out connection between MD210 and Livingston Road for any chosen alternative (5A, 5B, or 5C),
either capacity option (1 or 2), and any design option (A, B, C,D, or E). The tiny connection in figures I1-
11, 11-26, 11-42, 11-¢7, 11-48, 11-64, 11-69, and 11-70 of the Supplement is dangerous because i has no
storage space for cars and has no acceleration lane onto southbound MD210 after requiring each car to
stop. The location of the now ramp would alsu it cuse the disanve Lo the exil at Swan Creck Road.

Swan Creek Road -- Livingston Road:

Two intersection optionsand three inteichange options are proposed for this location. Options A,
B, C, and D allow southbound MD210 right turss to/from Livisgston Road west of MD210. (A safer
relocation of this function is suggested above.) The bridge for all interchange options should be built to
allow four lanes on MD210 if the lanes are not built initially.

In figure H-11 of the Supplement, Option A widens the intersection. 1t cannot be used with HOV
lanes. Four traffic lanes are proposed each way on MD210. This lowest cost option also has the shortest
useful life span of the five options. Traffic lights continue to be needed on MD210. Left tums are allowed
in all directions. Red light backups will grow or MN210. Thecurrent right tum combinatinn (almost a
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tef wrn) from eastbound Swan Creek Road to nerthbound Livingston Road west of MD2 10 is not shown.
This unusual turn isused to access the nearby hospital. (Its only alternative path is through the shopping
center parking lot.) Option A canbe used to increase the intersection capacity somewhat unil an
interchange is needed. Since the MD210 study is intended for 20-year capacity needs, an inerchange
requirement is likely before the 2(-year boundary. Figure IIl-2A of the DEIS shows a limit of acceptable
delay “E(E)” level of service for Option A.

In figures [1-42 and 11-64, Option B wicens the intersection and provides indirect left/right turns
from MD210 for HOV Alternatives SB and 5C. A traffic light continues to be needed for MD210 general
fanes. Left turns are allowed from eastbound Swvan Creek Road to northbound MD210 and from
northbound/westbound Livingstor Road to southbound MD210. The direct right turns from southbound
MD210 to westhonnd Swan Creek Road and from northhound MD210 to easthound/sonthbound Livingstan
Road are probably removed. The current U-right turn combinztion (almost a left turn) from eastbound
Swan Creek Road t northbound Livingston Roed west of MD210 is not shown. This unusual twm is used
to access the nearby hospital. (Itsonly alternative path is through the shopping center parking lot.) An
indirect lett turn is allowed trom tae right lane of southbound MD210 to Swan Creek Road and from
northbound MD21( to Livingston Road. Traffic lights may beneeded at the two ramps from MD210.
They should be coordinated with the traffic lights at MD210. A ramp from Swan Creek Road to
southbound MD210 is included. A longer acceleration lane is aeeded for northbound MD210 at the right
turn from Livingston Road east of MD210. Red light backups will grow on MD210. The extra width of
MD210 caused by the HOV lanes would reduce the crossover capacity of Swan Creek Road — Livingston
Road in both directons. The Option B ramps inthe southwest quadrant may not be allowec because of
wetland restrictions. This would remove intersection options for HOV lanes. If Option B is permitted, it
could be used to increase the intersection capacity until an intechange is needed. Since the MD210 study
is intended for 20-year capacity needs, an interchange requirement is likely before the 20-year boundary.
Figures II-2B and [1-2C of the DEIS show an unacceptable “E(F)” PM level of service for Option B.

In figures [1-26, 11-47, 11-48, 11-69, and 11-70 of the Stpplement, Option C and Opton D
interchanges replace the intersection. Both interchanges allowall combinations of turns. These options are
identical west of MD210 and are similar east of MD210. Right and left turns are allowed at each ramp.
Traffic lights will be needed at the ramp intersection with Swa Creek Road. For Option C, traffic lights
may not be needed at the single ramp intersections with Livingston Road east of MD210. For Option D,
traffic lights will be needed at the dual ramp intersections with Livingston Road east of MD210. For both
options, the current U-right turn combination (almost a left tura) from eastbound Swan Creek Road to
northbound Livingston Road west of MD210 isremoved. A Swan Creek Road service roac connects with
Livingston Road west of MD210 to access the nearby hospitaland other businesses. East of MD210,
Option C realigns the service road next to a new ramp to northbound MD210. Option D has a ramp to
northbound MD210 at a Livingsten Road location slightly to the south. Option D includes s median ramp
between the MD210 HOV lanes end the bridge over MD210. This HOV ramp can also be built with
Option C. Since a commuter parking lot is located on Swan Creek Road, primary access tothe northbound
TIOV ramp will bea left turn from castbound Swan Creek Road, The curve uf the bridge and its walls tay
Limit visibility. Traffic lights may be needed on the bridge. The median ramp for Option D is drawn
adjacent to the southbound lanes of MD210 for Alternative 5B reversible HOV lanes and between the HOV
lanes for Alternative SC concurreat HOV lanes. In the absence of HOV lanes, the Option D right in right
out connection between MD210 and Livingston Road could be useful even without a bridge connection to
HOV lanes, The Option C and Option D rampsin the southwest quadrant may not be allowed because of
wetland restrictions. This would "emove interchange Option C and Option D from consideration.

In figures 11-26, 11-48, and 11-70 of the Supplement, Option E replaces the Swan Creek Road —
Livingston Road intersection with a MD2 10 interchange on Livingston Road and a right in right out
connection at Swan Creek Road. An improved acceleration Tane from eastbound Swan Creck Road to
southbound MD21) seems to be needed. With Option E, Livingston Road has a bridge ove- MD210. One
gas station is removed at the north end of the bridge. A nearby business labeled “gas station” was a tire
dealer that is now closed. Swan Creek Road nolonger has a direct connection to Livingston Road, but has
an indirect connection around the back of the shopping center. There may be more traffic eastbound on
Swan Creek Road spproaching MDZ10 than southbound on Livingston Road approaching MD210. 'the
proper capacity for the road behird the shopping center (including HOV vehicles, trucks, ard other delivery
vehicles) needs to be determined. With the completion of the right in right out ramps between southbound
MD210 and Livingston Road narh of the post office, Option E is a full interchange. Access to the hospital
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from Livingston Read east of MD210 will be improved. Access to the hospital from Swan Creek Road
may be either through the shopping center, as it often is now, or via the road behind the shopping center. (i
cannot judge the reative speed of the two directions.) Vehicles may enter or leave the shopping center in
three Swan Creek Road driveways or a northeast driveway near Livingston Road. With Option E, there is
no construction in the southwest quadrant of MD210 and Swan Creek Road. There should be no wetland
restrictions for this option.

| believe Option E will be the preferred interchange. Option C and Option D are squivalent if
wetland consideratons do not remove them from congideration.

Old Fort Road South:

Two intersection options and one interchange option are proposed for Old Fort Road South. The
bridge for the interchange option should be built to allow four lanes on MD210 if the lanes are not built
initiatly.

In figure 1112 of the Supplement, Option A widens the intersection. It cannot be used with HOV
Janes. Four traffic lanes are proposed each way on MD210 north of Old Fort Road South. This lowest cost
option also has theshortest useful life span of tie three optiors. Traffic lights continue to be needed on
MD210. Left turns are allowed in all directions. Red light beckups will grow on MD210. The right turn
ramp from westhound Old Fort Road Sonth to northhound MD210 is already hnilt. An acreleration lane is
needed on southbound MD210 for the right turn from eastbound Old Fort Road South. Option A can be
used to increase th: intersection capacity somewhat until an interchange is needed. Since the MD210 study
is intended for 20-year capacity needs, an interchange requirement is likely before the 20-vear boundary.
Figure 11-2A of the DELS shows an unacceptable “E(F)” PM ‘evel of service for Option A.

In figures 11-43 and 11-65 of the Supplement, Option B widens the intersection and includes some
indirect left turns for HOV Altemative 5C. Alfernative 5B was included for a complete mapping plan since
only concurrent HOV lanes are proposed Swan Creek Road ts MD373. Traffic lights coniinue to be
needed for MD210 general lanes. Left turns are allowed from eastbound/westbound Old Fort Road South
to MD210. Indirect left turns are allowed from the right lane of northbound/southbound MD210 to Old
Fort Road South. Traffic lights may be needed at the ramp from southbound MD210. They should be
coordinated with te traffic lights at MD210. An acceleration lane is needed on southbourd MD210 for the
right turn from eastbound Old Fort Road South. Red light backups will grow on MD210. The extra width
of MD210 caused by the HOV lanes would recuce the crossover capacity of Fort Road Scuth in both
directions. Optior B might increase the intersection capacity of MD210 somewhat. Since the MD210
study is intended for 20-year capacity needs, an interchange tequirement s likely before the 20-year
boundary. Figures [I-2B and I1-2C of the DEIS show unacceptable “E(F)” and “F(F)” levals of service for
Option B. Figurell-2D of the DEIS shows does not specify 1 level of service for Option B with
Alternative SA, no HOV lanes.

In figures 11-27, 11-49, and I1-71 of the Supplement, Option C replaces the intersection with a
diamond interchange for Alternztives SA and SC. Alternativs 5B was included for a complete mapping
plan since only concurrent HOV lanes are proposed Swan Creek Road to MD373. Right and left turns are
allowed at each ramp. The ramp in the southwest quadrant has two-way traffic to support nearby
residences. Traffic lights will be needed at the ramp intersecion west of MD210 and possibly east of
MD210. An unused gas station is removed in the southeast cuadrant.

1 prefer interchange Option C for Old Fort Road South,

Between Old Fort Road South and Farmington Road:

Figures H-14, 11-29, I1-51, and [1-73 of the Supplement show an unlabeled strevt called “The Mall™
which currently has a T intersection with MD210 that allows left turns across the median of MD210. The
proposal for MD210 removes the crossover and specifies northbound MD210 right turns in and out. Thisis
useful for MD210 traffic. Direct or indirect U-turns will be provided at Old Fort Road South and
Farmington Road.

Farmington Road

Two intersection options are proposed for Farmington Road.

In figure11-15 of the Supplement, Option A widens the intersection. It cannot be used with HOV
lanes. Traffic lights continue tobe needed on MD210. Left turns are allowed in all directions. Red light
backups will grow on MD210. Option A can be used to incraase the intersection capacity somewhat until
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an interchange is needed. The MUZ10 study is intended for 2U-year capacity needs. An nteichange may
be needed after the 20-year boundary. Figure 11-2A of the DEIS shows an acceptable “C(D)” Tevel of
service for Option A.

In figures 11-30, II-52, and I1-74 of the Supplement, Ogtion B widens the intersection and includes
some indirect left tums. Option B can be used with Alternative SA or Alternative 5C. Altemative 5B was
included for a complete mapping plan since only concurrent HCV lanes are proposed Swan Creek Road to
MD373. Traffic lights continue to be needed for MD210. Left turns are allowed from
castbound/westbound Farmington Road to MDZ1U. Indirect lett turns are atlowed trom the right lane of
northbound/southbound MD210 te Farmington Road. Traffic lights may be needed at the ramps for
MD210. Red light backups will giow on MD21(. Option B can increase the intersection capacity
somewhat. The MD210 study is intended for 20-year capacity needs. An interchange may be needed after
the 20-year boundary. Figure 1I-2A of the DEIS shows an acceptable “C(D)” level of service for Option B
without HOV lanes. Figures II-2B and II-2C of the DEIS showa limit of acceptable delay “D(E)” PM
level of service for Option B with HOV lanes.

L preter Option B without HOV lanes for Farmington Road.

MD373:

Two intersection options are proposed for MD373.

In figure I1-17 of the Supplement, Opticn A widens the intersection. Option A cannot be used
with HOV lanes. Traffic lights continue to be needed on MD210. Left tumns are allowed in all directions.
Red light backups will grow on MD210. Option A can be used to increase the intersection capacity
somewhat until an interchange is reeded. The MD210 study isintended for 20-year capacity needs. An
interchange may be needed after the 20-year bomdary. Figure[1-2A of the DEIS shows an zcceptable
“D(DY” leve! of service for Option A.

In figures 1-32, 11-54, and [1-76 of the Supplement, Option B widens the intersection and includes
some indirect left tuns. Option B can be used with Alternative SA or Alternative 5C. Altemative 5B was
included for a comlete mapping plan since only concurrent HOV lanes are proposed Swan Creek Road to
MD373. Traffic lights continue tc be needed for MD210. Leftturns are allowed from
eastbound/westbound MD373 to MD210. Indirect left tumns are allowed from the right lane of
northbound/southbeund MD210 to MD373. Traffic lights maybe needed at the ramps for MD210. They
will need coordination with the MD210 traffic lizht. Red light backups will grow on MD210. Option B
can increage the intersection capacity somewhot until an interctange is needed. The MD210 study is
intended for 20-year capacity needs. An interchange may be needed after the 20-year boundary. Figure I1-
2A of the DEIS shows an acceptable “D(D)” level of service for Option B without HOV lanes. Figure 1i-
2B and 11-2C of the DEIS show a limit of acceptable delay “D(E)” PM level of service for Option B with
HOV lanes.

1 prefer Option B without HOV lanes far MD373.

No improsement options are proposed for the T interssction of MD228 with MD210. MD228 is
the busiest intersecting road on MD210 south of Oxon Hill Road (MD414) and the traffic is growing from
the extensive development in Charles County. Substantial widening of the intersection was completed in
2000. Red light backups will grow on both MD210 and MD228. The MD210 study is intended for 20-year
capacity needs. An interchange requirement is almost certain tefore the 20-year boundary.
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