




MD 210:  I-95/I-495 to MD 228 

SUMMARY OF AGENCY COMMENTS ON DEIS (FEDERAL) 

ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW AND REGULATORY AGENCIES RESPONSE LOCATION 
(Section & Page #) 

US. Army Corps of Engineers •  Provided the following comments:  strongly encourage the selection of  See page VI-140 
Date:  10/3/01 (see page VI-140) Option E @ Swan Creek because of minimization of impacts to Wetland S9. See page VI-141 

Federal Emergency Management Agency 
Date:  7/30/01 (see page VI-142) 

•  Suggested coordination with the Floodplain Management Officers of the
   appropriate communities to assure that project meets ordinances in Highway 

See page VI-142 

Design. 

National Capital Planning Commission •  DEIS does not discuss Metro-rail station near National Harbor.  Intermodal See page VI-143 
Date:  6/13/01 (see page VI-143)     transportation effects of this station on improvements of MD 210. 

United States Department of the Interior 
Date:  8/17/01 (see page VI-145) 

• No objection to Section 4(f) approval by DOT. See page VI-145 

United States Environmental Protection Agency 
Date:  7/24/01 (see page VI-146) 

• Assigned a rating of Environmental Concerns to the DEIS, has also assigned 
    a rating of 2 (additional information required) to the quality of the document 

due to questions pertaining to Environmental Justice. 

See page VI-146 

•  Supports the concept of improving the existing facility through the addition of 
    interchanges, overpasses and HOV lanes. 
•  Strongly suggests all efforts be made to avoid or minimize impacts to the 

Natural Environment. 

VI-139 


























MD 210:  I-95/I-495 to MD 228 

SUMMARY OF AGENCY COMMENTS ON DEIS (STATE) 

ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW AND REGULATORY AGENCIES RESPONSE LOCATION 
(Section & Page #) 

Chesapeake Bay Critical Area Commission • Alternatives 5B and 5C impact the CBCA.  Additionally, a 100-foot buffer to See page VI-151 
Date:  7/12/01 (see page VI-151)     a tributary stream may be impacted.  SHA should coordinate with the CBCA 

    Commission through final design regarding proposed impacts. 

Maryland Department of Natural Resources 
Date:  7/20/01 (see page VI-153) 

•  Requested proposed stream impacts be defined in more detail, develop a
    conceptual mitigation informational package. 

See page VI-153 

Maryland Department of Planning 
Date:  7/18/01 (see page VI-157) 

 8/3/01 (see page VI-159) 

•  Continue coordination between MDP and SHA/MDOT with regard to PFA 
    law compliance as project progresses.  Requests a more detailed analysis of 
    transit enhancements and provision of park and ride facilities.  Requests more 
    specific information on pedestrian and bicycle facility improvements.  

Include an analysis in Section II how proposed HOV lanes would improve 
    MD 210. Analysis conclusions should be revised or clarified within the 

See page VI-158a 
VI-158b 
VI-158c 
VI-314 
VI-315 
VI-316 

SCEA analysis.  Discussions of secondary effects on PFA's and on non-PFA's 
    should be integrated in the SCEA analysis. 
•  The Maryland Departments of Housing and Community Development
    including the Maryland Historical Trust, Natural Resources, and Charles 
    County found this project to be consistent with their plans, programs and 

objectives. 
•  The Maryland Department of the Environment and Prince George's County 

found this project to be generally consistent with their plans, programs and 
objectives. 

VI-150 
































MD 210:  I-95/I-495 to MD 228 

SUMMARY OF AGENCY COMMENTS ON DEIS (LOCAL) 

ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW AND REGULATORY AGENCIES RESPONSE LOCATION 
(Section & Page #) 

Maryland – National Capital Park and •  Parkland to be protected from debris, sedimentation and stormwater runoff. See page VI-162 
Planning Commission  
Dept. of Parks and Recreation 

Date:  7/15/01 (see page VI-162) 

    Coordinate with agency if any changes to Henson Creek Stream Valley Park
    trail.  Keep agency apprised of activity within the Oxon Hill Manor View 
    shed. 

Maryland – National Capital Park and •  Build Alternatives are consistent with area Master Plan recommendations.  See page VI-164 
Planning Commission 

    Countywide Planning Division 
Date:  7/23/01 (see page VI-164) 

 Prince George's County Council has designated MD 210 as a growth policy
    corridor in their Adopted and Approved Biennial Growth Policy Plan. 

Department will not support No-Build Alternative.  Alternative 5A not fully 
    compatible with master plan.  Alternative 5B, 5C is most compatible with the 
    master plans. 

Strongly supports development of sidewalks and bike lanes on both sides of
    all side roads; Supports development of wide shoulders on MD 210 and allow 
    access to bicycle commuters.  Maintain Henson Creek Stream Valley Trail 
    tunnel through the planning and development of the project.  Preserve the 

opportunity for development of a stream valley trail along Piscataway Creek.  
The MD 210 project should tie into and complement a proposed Oxon Hill 

    Road interchange.  Bicycle sensitive traffic detectors or push button light 
    activators are suggested for the Farmington and Old Fort Road intersections. 

Prince George's County Fire/EMS 
Department Headquarters 

•  Shoulders should be provided on MD 210 northbound and southbound. 
Opticom should be provided for Fire/EMS use on all traffic lights. 

See page VI-168 

Date:  6/12/01 (see page VI-168) 

Prince George's County Fire/EMS •  Supports Alternative 5C, Option B @ Palmer Road/Livingston Road, Option See page VI-169 
Department Headquarters 

Date:  8/30/01 (see page VI-169) 
C @ Old Fort Rd North, Option D @ FT. Washington Rd, Options C, D or E 
@ Swan Creek Rd/Livingston Rd, Option C @ Old Fort Rd South. 

Washington Metropolitan Area Transit 
Authority 

•  Recommend preserving a preferential option for transit and ridesharing in the 
    corridor. Support HOV lanes. Prefer direct access ramps to HOV lanes and 

See page VI-171 

Date:  8/1/01 (see page VI-171) direct connections from HOV lanes to I-295 and I-95/I-495.  Continue
    coordination between the MD 210 study team and the Woodrow Wilson 
    Bridge design team. 

VI-161 

































