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From: SHA Administrator 1 .
To: Fred Gamble, Jr. Le:;ggcﬁ%ble

Date: 7/30/01 11:23AN . e ; “
Subject: Re: Maryland 210 Widening Project ‘A manwithout God Is just breath and britches. . .

Dear Ms. Gamble: Lenare Hampton Gamtle

12819 Lampton Lane
Thank you for your recent emall regarding MD 210. | have forwardet your concerns to Mr. Gregory Ft. Washingtan, MD 20744
Welker, that areas District Enginear. He will have he appropriate parson respond to you directly. 801.203.5582Get morefrom the Web, FREE MSN Explorer download : http://explorer,msn.com
Thank you again,
Chrls Diaczok ce: GREGORY WELKER; SUE JENKINS

>»> "Fred Gambi, Jr.* <fgamble6t @hotmail.com>07/28/01 05:28P4 >>>
Dear SHA, .
1 just want to glve you my feedback on your Maryland 210 Project.

Every morning | embark on my “journey" to VerizonIn Silver Spring, Maryland on Route 29-Columbia Pite.
if { do not leave my home at 6:30 ¢<n the dot or befors, it will cost me 5 extra minutes.

| five on the intersection of Old Fort Road North andMaryland 210. Bscause the traffic signals are timec,
the intersection at Swann Creek and MD 210 will alvays stop me. | have decided since a signal will stop
my iongney, I may as well leave fron Swann Creek and be stopped at Fort Washington Road and MD 210
instead.

it takes me no less than twenty minutes to get from Dld Fort Road Nath to 1-95 in the mornings and thats
if  leave at 8:30. It is so disgusting to start my day off this way in heasy expressway traffic that is being
forced to travel on @ highway with signaled traffic lights. The other disgusting point is that | am forced to
deal with this agan in the aftemoons as well.

My suggestion to SHA is to REMOVE ALL SIGNALED TRAFFIC LIGHTS from MD 210, create
overpasses and cn/off ramps, andjust basically mate Indian Head Hghway and Expressway and rename
it as such.

When this is done, it would be most appropriate to make sure that thenew Indian Head Expressway is
clearly visible at right with the appropriate street lamps for motorists who have car problems (I see this
quite frequently) :nd have sound barriers installed aong both sides of the expressway in residential areas
where the expressway will travel,

{ would also like te see the exit identitier from 1-95 ard 1-295 identify Fort Washington as a place where
motorists can accass by traveliing MD 210. Indian Head is identified tvere and yes, you can access that
clty by this routs, however, Fort Weshington Is a very large residentialcommunity and it will help peoply
who are not from “his aréa identify where to access tis neighborhood

Now, you may think these requests and opinions arefar fetched, however, | can't help but think that if thig
same highway situation was located in Montgomery or Howard Counties that it would be well constructed
and planned the fist time around.

There are a lot of -esidents who live in this corridor who want to hoid o1 to the rural appeal that this county
boasted for many, many years, butin my opinion, it'is far too late for that because of the amount of psople
who have relocated to this area and the growth that | has seen in recent years.

Thank you for fistening 10 my opinicns and suggestios. | would like t¢ be notitied on what has been
decided for this region since | am aconcerned citizen who lives in this area,
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Parris N. Glendening

Maryland Department of Transportation Governor .
State Highway Administration Jonn O Poroari
Parker F. Williams
August 15 2001 Administrator

<internet>fgamble69@hotmail.com
Ms. Lenore Hampton Gamble

12819 Lampton Lane

Port Washington MD 20744

Dear Ms. Gamble:

Thank you for your e-mail dated July 29, 2001 conceming the MD 210 Project Planning
Study. Your comments, like niany others that have been received, help us better understand
community issues and concems within the study area. The information you provided serves as a
tool to inform us of your views and preferences regarding potential outcomes of this project. We
anticipate that aselected alternative(s) for this project will be identified this Fall.

The project team has noted your support for the removal of all traffic signals to address
capacity needs zlong the MD 210 corridor, Your suggestion most closely corresponds to the
study’s Capacity Option 2, which calls for the eliminatisn of signals (with construction of grade-
separated interchanges) at all intersections north of Farmington Road. Noise barriers continue to
be evaluated along with all of the improvement alternatves being considered along MD 210,
Your other comments regarding signing on I-95 and I-295 will be forwarded to the area’s
District Engineer for consideration. Signing and lighting issues on MD 210 itself will be
considered in the design process if a build alternative is selected.

‘We are continuing to evaluate citizen comments received as a result of the recent Public

Hearing. After careful evaluation of these comments, the study team will formulaze a
recommendation for the selection of an altzmative.

My telephone numbet is

Maryland Relay Service for iImpaired Hearing or Spaech
1-800-73¢-2258 Statewice Toll Free

Malling Address: P.O, Box 717 « Batimore, MD 21203-0717
Street Address: 707 North Caivert Street» Baltimore, Maryland 21202

Ms. Lenore Hampton Gamble
Page 2

Thank you again for your comments. The MD 210 Study Team welcomes your
participation throughout the term of this study. Your name is o vur mailing list and you will be
notified of future progress on this initiative. Finally, if you have any questions regarding our
efforts please feel free to contact the Project Manager, Mr. Dennis M. Atkirs. He can be reached
at 410-545-8248 or toll free in Maryland at 1-800-548-5026. -

Very ruly yours,

Cynthia D. Simpson
Deputy Director
Office of Planning and

Preliminary Engineering

By:
18 M. Atkins
Project Manager
Project Planning Division

“hris Diaczok (w/incoming)
-nthia D. Simpson
ir. Douglas H. Simmons
Mr. Charlie Watkins

Supplemental Response:
Alternative SA Modified is the SHA-Selected Alternative, which includes interchanges from
Kerby Hill Road to Old Fort Road South and at-grade signalized intersections at Farmingtoa
Road and MD 373 on MD 210. Trattic signals on MD 210 will be zliminated from Wilson

" Bridge Drive to Ol¢ Fort Road South. The proposed interchanges, with the side roads bridging
over MD 210, may have traffic signals at the ramp intersection tie-ins to the existing side roads.
However, the proposed improvements will not preclude rail, HOV or any other
studies/improvements in the future.
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From: DENNIS ATKNS
To: RevFlo@aol.com
Subject: MD 210

Pastor Florida Morehead Ford

Shalom Ministrie Ministries Worship Centsr
Fort Washington, MD.

<RavFlo@aol.com>

Dear Pastor Ford:

Thank you for your recent e-mal concerning the status of the MD 210 Project Planning Study. As you had
discussed with Ms. Heather Murphy, our previous Project Manager, the Shalom Ministries Worsaip Center
has baen identifed as a potential displacement with all of the buld alternatives currently under
congideration. As you are aware the Public Hearing was held inJune of 2001. During the MD 210 Public
Hoaring commont perlod, tho study toam ivod an overwholming amount of oppositi garding the
implementation of HOV lanes on MD 210, The study team s cutently developing additional alternatives
to address these public concems. The interchange options did ieceive public support. A decision
regarding a selected alternative for MD 210 Is not anticipatad untll the end of this year. There Iscurrently
no funding tor design and/or construction of this projact. Typicaly projects require several yearsto design
and acquire right-of-way prior toconstruction. Tre earliest desicn funding could be made avallable is FY
2004 which beghs in July 2003. As this project moves forward we will keep you abreast of any future
developments.

| hope this information is helptul. If you have any additional questions or concems, please don't "esitate to
call me at (410) 545-8548.

Very Truly Yoﬁrs

Cynthia D, Simpson
Deputy Director

Office of Plannirg and
Preliminary Engneering

By:

Dannis M. Atkins

Project Manager

Project Planning Division

>»> <HevFlo@aol.com>o>>>

Good afternoon Ms. Murphy,

I lsft you a volce message, but if you would rather emall me, please fes!

free to do so. | em Pastor Floridd Morehead Ford, Shalom Ministries Worship
Center, Fort Washington, MD.

| would like an update on the prcposed Indian Head Hwy Corrider Project.
« Has it been decided what wil take place (i.e.overpasses, fight rail,

ete.)

- What is the tmeline for the project?

- Have dollars been made avallable to begin?

Thank you for sharing as much Irfo as you can &t this time.

Shalom (peace),

IPRT—
TBENNIS ATKING - MD 210

Page 2 {

Pasto Ford
301-203-0916 (homo »ffico)
301-557-5505 {church office)

CC: BOB BOOT; CHARLIE WATKINS; HEATHER AMICK; Intemnet:Mictz@wtbeo.com;
KEITH KUCHAREK; MELISSA KOSENAK; ROBERTSANDERS

Supplemental Response:

Altermitive 5A Modified is the SHA-Selected Alernative, which includes Kerby Hill Road
Interctange Option C with the Shalom Ministries Worship Center identified ss a displacement.
At thistime, no monzy has been made available fo begin detailed design, right of way acquisition
ar constriction of the project. Tntil money is mede availahle we cannot speculate on when these
phases will begin. The proposed improvements will not preclude rail, HOV or any other
studies/improvements in the future.
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From: “Dan Lieman" <lieman@erok.com>

To: “DENNIS ATKINS*® <DAtkins@sha.state.mdus>
Date; 1/25/02 12:57AM

Subject: Re: MD210

Dear Mr. Atkine:

Thank you for your response t my emall. 1 also received the reply in July
2001 to my June 2001 hearing remarks. Whils | do not expecta point by
point description of what is good and bad about my remarks, the Focus Group
was led to belisve they wouid be involved in the discussion of te public

input. And,‘incidentally, some of my suggestions might be reselved for or
agalnst during the discussions.

t am glad the MD 210 project is being worked on. The other Fecus Group
members might Jike to know about your progress over the last seven months
and your intention of holding a mesting in the spring.

Dan Lismnan

----Original Message----

From: DENNIS ATKINS <DAtkins @sha.state.nd.us>

To: lieman@erols.com <lisman @ erols.com>

Ce: BOB BOOT <bboot@sha.state.md.us>; CYNTHIA SIMPSON
<CSimpson@sha.state.md.us>; CHARLIE WATKINS <CWatkns @sha.state.md.us>;
HEATHER AMICK <HAmick @sha.state.md.ue>; KEITH KUCHFAREK .
<KKucharek @sha.state.md.us>; ROBERT SANDERS <RSanders @sha.state.md.us>;
storckmt@stvinc.com <storckmt@stvinc.com>; Mark Lotz <mintz@wtbco.com>

Date: Thursday, January 24, 2002 2:35 PM

Subject: Re: Are there any MC210 Focus Group Mestings?

Mr. Dan Lisman
lleran@erolscom

Dear Mr, Lieman:

Thank you for your recent e-rail regarding the status of the MD 210 project.
First and foremost | want to assure you that the team has not held any focus
group meatings since the publc hearing last year. Secondly, as 8 member of
the focus grou> you will centainly be informed cf any upcoming meetings. We
do intend to meet again with you fotks and | hose to schedule that mesting
this spring.

1 did want to Iet you know that while we have not besn out frontmesting

with tha public thare have baen some ongoing activities that the study team
has been involved with. As you know, and probably as we couli have
predicted based on the last several focus group meetings, the comments
recelved regarding the HOV alernatives at the public hearing were less than
positive. As aresult the study leam has been irstructed to devslop an
additional altemative that we hope will addresssome of the comments we
heard at the hearing. We will discuss the detais of this additioral
alternative at the next focus group meeting.

One of the major comments we heard from thefocus group members at the last
mesting was aquestion regarding which interchange concepts he team was

FBENNS ATKING - Re: MD210

Page 2!

tavoling at each of tre intersections. At the time we were notina

positon to offer an opinion. However, we thought that the question was
veryimportant and have been spending some time trying to be in a position
to gel an answer. The first step for us was to get our Highway and Bridge
Design Divisions to buy into the interchange concepts and associated
structures (pridges and retaining walls), We are still working with them

and when we meet vith the focus group again should be able to show you the
resuyts of that additicnal coordination.

Regarding your specific comments an initial responss was sent out to
gveryone who proviced comments during the public 1earing. Our records
indicate that a respoiss went back to you on July 20, 2001, Since your
comments were 80 oluminous, we wanted to sort cur some of the overall
project issues before we responded to thern in detail. As part of the
preparation of the Firal Environmantal Impact Statenent for this project we
will mspond to your specific comments.

At the next focus group meeting we will talk about ths comments we received
and we hope that the concepts we will be presenting will heip to address
thoss major comments. We look forward to meeting with you folks again later
this spring. If you have any additional questions plezse feel free to call

me st (410) 545-8548.

Verytruly yours

Cyniia D, Bimpson
Depaty Director

Office of Planning and
Preiminary Engineering

by: Dennis M. Atkins
Project Manager
Project Planning Division

cc: Charlie Watkins
Heaher Amick
Mark Lotz

Keith Kueharek

Thanks!

Denais M. Atkins

Project Manager

Project Planning Divsion
{410 545-8548

»>> ‘Dan Lisman” <ieman@erols.coms 01/14/02 12:41AM »>>>
Mr. Atkins:
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DENNIS ATKINS - Re: MD210 Page 3§

For a few years, | attended most MD210 Focus Group meetings at the Harmony
Hall Performing Arts Center in Fort Washington MD. The meetings were led by
your predecessor Heather Murphy. Since the June 2001 hearing on MD210,
have not heard about any meetings to discuss design selections for the °
improvement of MD210 int 1) i d dotalled about the
MD210 designs based on the information proviced for the June 2001 hearing
and extra study information distibuted to the Focus Group. The public
comments were supposed to be discussed by the Focus Group.

Have there been any Focus Greup meetings | was not told abou?
Are any Focus Group mestings scheduled?

Dan Lieman

Supplemental Response:

Two focus groap meetings have been held, May 7, 2002 and September 12, 2002, to discuss the
status of the project and to introduce Alterrative 5A Modified to the group, which was based on
comments heard at the June 2001 Public Hearing. Alternative SA Modified is the SHA-Selected
Alternative; hewever, the preposed improvsments will net prectude rail, HOV or any other
studies/improvements in the future.

Your commens have been addressed in the FEIS Section VI Comments and Coordination.

A final projectnewsletter wil be mailed pending locatior approvat from the Federal Highway
Administration anticipated ir Spring 2004. -

THIS PAGE INTENTIONALLY BLANK
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Boot, Robert

2B BOOT - Sandra 3obinson

rom: CHRIS WEBER {CWeber@sha.state.mdus]

ent: Monday, June 24, 2002 1:57 PM
To: BOB BOOT; DENNIS ATKINS; HEATHER AMICK; MELISSA KOSENAK
Subject: Helen Sindair 301-894-2073

Item Type: Phone

Caller: Helen Sinclair

Company: MD 210 - Indian Head Hwy. Project
Phone: 301-894-2(73

{X] Telephoned [X] Pleéase Call

{ ] Will Call Again { } Returned Your Call
{ 1 Wants to See You { ] Came to See You
{X] Urgent

Ms. Sinclair would like more hearings on the Indian Hwy. Project and no
selection/decision made on July 2. She feels it is dangerous to
eliminate all the traffic sic¢nals. The community wialks and drives to
stores, ete., and needs the traffic stopped to do s>. She feels we
should not mix high speed trzffic with the local, slower traffic. There
are plans for 2 sy. ecitizen developments to be builr ~ 1 at Ft.
Washington & Indian Head Hwy. (& 1 further south). She feels the
residents need calmer traffic conditions and should not be expected to
merge into and out of the uninterrupted, high speed traffic.

If you have any questions abcut this message please call me.

Thanks,
~ chris
ac1n

Supplemental Response:

Alternative 5A Modified is the SHA-Seleced Alternative, which includes interchanges from
Kerby Hill Road to Old Fort Road South and at-grade signalized intersections at Farmington
Road and MD 373 on MD 210. Traffic signals on MD 2.0 will be eliminated from Wilson
Bridge Drive to Old Fort Road South, The proposed intechanges, with the side roads bridging

aver MDD 210, may have traffic signals at the ramp intersection tie-ins to the existing side roads.

All interchange ramp tie-ins to MD 210 will have accelenation/deceleration lanes, based on
current American Association of State Higiway and Trarsportation Officials (AASHTO)
standards to allow safe merging to/from MD 210.

For example: A person wanting to travel from east of MD 210 to west of MD 210 on one of the
existing side roads would beable to cross ever MD 210 on a proposed bridge without having to
interact with MD 210 mainline traffic.

S0 micry Avewve
APT 523
TEmpE Hees, M0 Zo74g

Page 1 j

From: MELISSA KOSENAK

To: BOB BOOT; CHISA WINSTEAD; DENNIS ATKINS
Date: 8/27/023:29PM

Subject: SandraRobinson

FYl...a citzen, Sandra Rebinson, called with concerns about the Woodrow Wilson Bridge as well as our
MD 210 Froject. She requested a hearing to address allissues in the Oxon Hill area. linformed her that
we are in the process of planning some form of public involvement for the MD 210 corridor project.
Thanks,

Melissa

Supplemental Response:
The Woodrow Wilson Bridge Project is a separate effort from the MD 210 Multi-Modal Study.

An Informational Public Workshop, which the public was invited, was held on September 26,
2002.

Alternative 5A Modified is the SHA-Selected Alternalive; however, the proposed improvements
will not preclude rail, HOV or any other studies/improvements in the future.
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B BOOT - MD 210 Citizer Call
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From: MELISSA KOSENAK

To: BOB BOOT; DENNIS ATKINS
Date: 6/26/02 10:47AM

Subject: MD 210 Citizen Call

£YI, an Oxon Hil resident, JR Hawthorne, calledon 6/26/02. Hereceived the newsletter and was upset
that fightrail wasnt icludad in the project. | explaned to him that ‘raffic projections do not warrantlightrail,
| indicated that the structures for the interchanges would be built approximately 50" longer than necessary
in order to not praciude future trensportation enhancements. Hewas unhappy with this, becausehe
beliaves that SHA la conspiring to allow inouffisient right-of-way for transit so that in the future ligttrait can
be ruled out because there won'l be enough room. Therefore, leaving HOV fanes are the only option. Mr.
Hawthorne will bs putting his thoughts into writirg and sending them to Dennis.

‘Thanks!

Melissa

Supplemenl Response:

Alternative SA Modified is the SHA-Selected Alternative. Rail is not being considered as part of
this project; however, the proposed improvements will not preclude rail, HOV or any oher
studies/improvements in the future. Barlier studies had indicated that the MD 5 corrider was a
better candidate for rail in the near térm future.

0B BOOT - MD 210 Resident

Page 11

From: MELISSA KOSENAK
To: DICK 3AVENSCROFT
Date: 6/28/02 1:30PM
Subject: MD 2°0 Resident

Dick,

| recelived a phone cali fom Mr, Everhett Keeton, a citizen who lives at 10000 Indian Head Highway.
Accordig to the MD 21) project, his home is a take. He would like for you to phone him to explain what
his rights are as a property owner. His phone number is (301)265-8050.

Thank you,

Melissa

ce: BOB BOOT; DENNIS ATKINS
Supplemental Response:

Alterrative SA Modified is the SHA-Selected Alternative, which includes Old Fort Road North
Imtercaange Option C; however, proposed improvements will not preclude rail, HOV or any
other studiesfimprovements in the future.

A mesting with the property owners of potential residential displacements was hzld on July 30,
2002 1o discuss the project and explain the SHA Right of Way and Relocation Assistance
Process property owner’s rights and benefits.
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ACCOKEEK -DEVELOPMENT REVIEW DISTRICT COMMISSION
ADRDC

2307 Rockwood Road

Accokeek, MD 20607

m 301-283-2854
T (F) 301-283-4520

October 25, 2002 _

Dennis Atkins, Project Manager

MD 210 Multi-Modal Study

State Highway Administration

Office of Planning and Preliminary Engineering
P.0. Box 717, Mail Stop C-301

Baltimore, MD 21203-07171

Subject: DSP-02047-—Indian Head Woods Subdivision

Dear Mr. Atkins:

The ADRDC has reviewed the Detailed Site Plan (DSP-02047) submitted to Prince

George’s County- for Indian Head Woods subdmsxon adjacent to MD 210 (Indian Head
Highway) in Accokeek.

The plan includes an access to Indian Head Highway (MD 2100, which ADRDC thinks is

.very dangerous.

Context:

MD 210 was built in 1949 a5 a controlled access highway to serve Indian Head Naval
Base (now Naval Surface Warfare Center/Indian Head Division). The access at issue was
accepted at thattime. In 1993, the Prince George’s County Planning Board accepted a
Preliminary Subdivision Plat (Plat 4—93013) that included this access point.

A great deal has happcned since then, Indian Head Highway has been widened to 6 lanes
(3 each way), a median is in place, and MD 228 from MD 5/US 30[ in Waldorf now
joins MD 210 with a 4-laneentry (2 each way).

Traffic on MD 210 has expanded exponentially, to 60,000 cars a day, as southern
Maryland (Chatles, Calvert, and St. Mary’s counties have built out; exacerbated by the
relocation of Naval Air Systems Commznd to the Patuxent River Naval Air Station,
Lexmgton Park, MD.

Plans are being considered for divided grade entry/exit points on Indien Head Highway
from 1495 (Washington Beltway) to MD 228.

The crossroads to the north and south of the proposed Indian Head Woods Subdivision
are both considered dangerous. Farmington Road, to the north, haggeen certified as a
dangerous intersection—with plans for a traffic control camera at thie existing traffic
light; and MD 373, to-the south, already has a traffic comrol camera. More than one
death has occurred at these intersections.

Traffic on Indian Head Highway routinely moves at speeds in excess of 55 mph, typically
at about 70 mph.

The Detsiled Site Plan submitted does not include merge/acceleration/deceleration lanes.
Also, a hill blocks the view of the access poirt from the south,

The Maryland Department of Transportation, State Highway Administration, Office of
Planningand Preliminary Engineering has bezn conducting a series of hearings and
public informational workshops since June 2001 (fast date: September 22, 2002) to study
Jgcess points to Indizn Head Highway and develop safe future options. Indian Head
Moods access has not been mentioned during these hearings. Also, it is not noted in
informational material (attachment 1) on mags provided for these hearings.

Given this background, ADRDC strongly recommends that you not allow this access to
be built.

Previous to the 1993 acceptance of the Prelimmary Subdivision Plat, the Maryland
Department of Transportation, State Highway Administration, reviewed the plat
(attachment 2). Johr Contestabile, then Chief of the Engineering Access Permits
Division, recommended, “allowing the construction of a public streetto serve this parcel
and the zdjoining parcel to the no

ADRDC's preferréd option is that this recommendation be made mandatory before
Indian Head Woods can be built. It was a good and thoughtful recommendation in 1992.
It is an even better oze in 2002.

Realizing that this recommendation is legally and fiscally difficult, ADRDC still thinks

~ that the bottom line of public safety must take precedence. Too much is at stake—human

lives—for other considerations to dominate this decision.

If ADRDC’s recommendation is not acceptec, and the Indian Head ‘Woods access 15

allowed, ADRDC recommends that every possible safety precaution te taken intluding,
but not limited to:

® warnings to motorists in advance of construction;

¢ inclusion of merge/acceleration/deceleration lanes;
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o atraffic light, or flashing warning lights;
» prominent signage, well in advance of the access point.

ADRDC's considered opinion remains that the onlv way to preventloss of life at this
access point is to not build it.

Sincerely, MM

Jean Thompson, Chairman, ADRDC
Attachments:

&)

(1) Memorandum, July 8, 1292, Md Dept of Transportation, SHA, subj.: right-of-way
plat #46525

Craig Rovelstad, MNCPPC

«.=n McDonald

Chief, Engineering Access Division, SHA
707 N. Calvert St.

Baltimore, MD 21202

81/29/2@84 1537 418-283-5826

SHA ACCESS PERMITS PAGE

oA

. Dy .
RobertL. Ehrlich, Jr. Govenar | StateH?rs'}-\V &ﬂ; i Rovers L. Finnagan, Serctury
Micbad S. Steele, Lt. Gaverninr Al i l YL ! Neil . Pedersen, deting Administrutor
Mmisiraton O o

WaRYLANG DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

March 23, 2003
Ms. Jean Thompson, Re:  Prince George's County
Chairman MD 210 (east side)
Accokeek Development Review North of Livingston RD)
District Division (ADRDC) Indian Head Woods
2307 Rockwood Road Revised Plan
Accakeek, Maryland 2607 File No. #02-AP-PG-020

Mile Post 11.48

Dear Ms. Thbmpson:

Ttis is in reference to your October 25, 2002 letter to Mr. Dennis Atkins, of our Office of
Planning md Prelimina'y Engineering. We were asked by Mr. Atkins 1o reply to your inquiry
regarding the Indian Head Woods subdivision. Plesse accept our apology for not responding
sooner. Since the letterwas not addressed to us directly, we assumed a resporse would come
from the Office of Planning and Preliminary Enginzering

Itis my-understanding that the Acookeck Development Roview District Division is
concemnec about potential impacts to traffic movements along MD 210. The State Highway
Administration (SHA) recognizes that when additional traffic is introduced orto public roads the
wansporation system is impacted. As a matter of outine, this office will review supplied Traffic
Impact Stadies and make recommendations for waitigation in order to maintair: adequacy of
service ard safety. The SHA has offered our reviev and comment with regar( to Indian Head
Woods atthe Subdivision Review Committee meeting. Based upon SHA standards and
guidetines we have concluded that access to MD 210 (Indian Head Highway) 's appropriate for
the proposed use. Given the development size and location the expected total traffic generated
upon full build will notnegatively impact the roadway system. A proposed public street
designed o cormect the subdivision with the state road will be built by the developer and will
effectively mitigate the impact of this development

This office is currently reviewing a permit epplication for the improvements described
above tha: lie within the state right-of-way along the Indian head Woods property fronting MD
210. Res! assured that he work will be compliant with current design standards for facilities of
this type.

My tekphono bur/tall-free sumber is
Heryland Relay Snreice for Gnprired Hearing ar Spuech 1,800.735,2258 Seacsridn Toll Frae

Streat Addroxs: T0T North Ualvert Streot - Boltimore. Muryload 21202 + Phone 410545,0300 « wwwanarylmdroads.com

B2/83
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@1/29/2884 15:37 418-203-50826 SHA ACCESS PERMITS PAGE  B3/83

Ms. Jean Thompson
March 23, 2003
Page 2

Thank you again for your letter. We appreciate your opinions and interest.

If you have any questions, feel free © contact Micheel Bailey at (410) 545-5593 or call
our toll free pumber in Marylasd only 1-800-876-4742 extension $593. Also, you may E-mail

him (mbailey@sha.stateand.us).

incerely,

5
/ﬁ&“ A.McDonald, Jf}, Chief
Engineering Access Permits

Division

KAM/MB

Cc: M. Denns Atkins, O. P.P.E., State Highway Administration
Mr. Eric Foster, Chief, Transp. Plann., M-NCPPC
Mr. Thomas Green, Project Engineer, ACTS, P.L.C.
M. Richard Ravenscroft, Chief, R7W/, State Highway Administration
Mr. Majid Shakib, A.D.E. Traffic, State Highway Administration
M. Charlie Watkins, District Engineer, State Highway Administration

Supplemental Response:

Alterqative 5A Modified is tie SHA-Selectsd Alternative, which includes no HOV lanes or

I inline capacity enh znts other than auxiliary lanesto support the interchange/intersection
improvements. However, the proposed improvements will not preclude rail, HOV or any other
studies/improvements in the future,

THIS PAGE INTENTIONALLY BLANK
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arris N. Glendening
Maryland Department of Tiansportaticn Sovernar

State Highway Administration Jobhn O, Porcart

Parker F. Williams
administrator

November 1, 2002

Mr. Alphonso Pegram
15406 Whistling Oak Way
Accokeek MD 20607-2709

Dear Mr. Pegram:

This letter is a follow-up to your recent telephone conversation with Ms. Nicole Ross, of our
staff, regarding a sound barrier for the Farmngton Woods community along southbound MD 210
between Farmington Road Ezst and Livingsion Road (MD 373) in Prince George’s Courty. appreciate
the opportunity to respond to your inquiry. .

The State Highway Administration (SHA) considers the need for sound barriers in two
circumstances, designated “Type I" and “Type I In “Type I situations, barriers are considered when a
new highway is being built or an existing hizhway is beingexpanded. At this time, a multi-modal study
of MD 210, between 1-95/1-495 and MD 228 is being condacted. The effects of highway traffic noise are
being studied 1s part of this sudy. We are cetermining whather future highway noise levels will equal or
exceed the impact threshold of 66-decibels. If so, then we will also determine whether the highway noise
would be at least three-decibels higher than it would have been if the highway were not improved. A
three-decibel increase is required because the human ear only begins to discern a change in noise levels if
the change is between three and five-decibe's. The homes that would be impacted by any such increase in
highway noise will also have to predate the spproval of the highway improvements. If these conditions
are met, we will then determine whether we could reduce tie excess noise levels-for a reasonable cost.

By copy of this letter, we are forwarding your name and address to Mr. Dennis Atkins, the Project
Manager for the MD 210 Multi-Modal Study, so that you will receive updates on the progress of the stndy
as well as notice of any public meetings thatmay be condusted. Mr. Atkins can be contected by phone at
410-545-8548 or 1-800-548-5026 or, by e-mail, at datkins@sha.state.md.us. He will be aappy to assist
you.

Whena highway already exists andis not being exsanded-so that Type I criteria do not apply-a
community that predates the original highway may be considered for a “Type I1,” or “retrofit,” barrier.
The intent of the Type II program is to address areas of noise impact along highways tha; were built
before envirormental analyses became a part of the highwsy development process and are fully-
controlled access highways where access to the highway is by interchange rather than at-grade
intersectioris. All of the following technical criteria must bz met for a Type I barrier to be approved: the
majority of homes must predate the highway; existing noise levels must equal or exceed the 66-decibel
impact threshald; and we must be able to build an effective barrier for $50,000 or less per benefited home.
If these criteria are met, the county in which the community is located must have an ordinance that
addresses the mpact of noise on new resideatial development, and the county must agres to fund 20
percent of the barrier cost. .

My number s

Maryland Felay Service far impairec Hearing or Speach
1-800-735-2258 Statewide Toll Free

Mailing Address: P.0O. Box 717 « Ballimore, MD 21203-0717
Street Address: 707 North Caivert Street « Baitimore, Maryland 21202

Mr. Alphonso Pegram
Page Two

The Fammington Wood community has been evaluated under the Type II portion of our Sound
Barrier Progran as outlined zbove. The homes along Whistling Oak Way were constructed between 1997
and 2001 after e 1986 dualization of MD 210 from MD 373 northward to Fort Washington Road. Also,
MD 210 is not 2 fully controlled-access highway. Based on this information, the Farmington Woods
community is not eligible for a Type II sound barrier. Enclosed. for your informetion, is a copy of our
brochure, Community Resource Guide On Sound Barriers, that outlines the State’s Sound Barrier Policy.

Thank you for your telephone call and interestin the State’s Sound Barrier Program. If you have
additional quesions or concerns, please do not hesitate to contact Ms. Ross at 410-545-8616 or
1-800-446-5962 or, by e-mail, at nross@sha.state.md.us. She will also be happy 0 assist you.

Direcior
Office of Environmental Design

Enclosure
(VA Mr, Dennis Atkins, Project Manager, Office of Planning and Preliminary Engineering,
State Highway Administration
The Honorable M.H. Jim Estepp, Member, Prince George’s County Council
The Honorable Thomas V. Mike Miller, Jr., Member Senate of Maryland
- The Honorable James E. Proctor, Jr., Member, Maryland House of Delegates
Ms. Nicole Ross, Special Assistant to the Director, Office of Environmertal Design,
State Highway Administration
The Honorable Joseph F. Vallario, Jr., Member, Maryland House of Delegates
Mr. Charlie K. Watkins, District Engineer, State Highway Administration
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Driven bo Fxoel .
Robert L. Ehrtich Jr, Gueernne te 5 L Robert L. Flanagan, Seercliry
Michael S. Steele, L£. Gorernnr Nell J. Pedersen, Adwiinistralor
Rdministration

NARYLAND DEPARTWENT OF TRANSPCRTATION
REGEIVE])

May 27 2003
‘ . FAY 28 2003
}lvgi ﬁ%ﬁ;gﬁw” ramy WESON T. RALLARD (O,
Accokeek MD 20607-2709
Dear Mr. Pegram:

This letter is a follow-up toyour recent e-mail message 1o Ms. Nicole Ross, of our staff,
regarding a noise study for the Farmington Woods community a.ong southbound MD 210 approximately
mid-way between Farmington Road and Livingston Road (MD 573) in Prince George's Couaty. I
appreciate the opportunity to clarify my last letter to you.

The State Highway Administration (SHA] considers theneed for sound barriers in tvo
circumstances, desigrated “Type I"and “Type IL" In “Type I" situations, barriers are considered when a
new highway is being built or an existing highway is being expaxded. As part of the current MD 210
Multi-Modal Study between 1-95/495 and MD 228, the Farmingion Woods community has been studied
to determine if the cc ity would be impacted by highway tmffic noise levels from the proposed
improvements to MD 210. It is our understanding that Ms. Heather Amick, SHA's Environmnental
Manager for the MD 210 Multi-Modal Study, has provided you with a copy of the Draft Environmental
Impact Statement and Section 4(f) Evaluation MD 210 Multi-Modal Study, Prince George's County, I-
0DS/1-495 to MD 228, (DEIS), approved by the Fedoral Highway Administration (FHWA), April 30, 2001.

In this docurrent, the “Noisz Sensitive Area” designated “N” (NSA N) includes the Farmington
Woods community, aiong southbousd MD 210 approximately mid-way between Farmington Road and
Livingston Road (MD 373) and the Accokeek Greves community, also along southbound MD 210
between Livingston Road (MD 373] and Berry Read (MD 228). In NSA N, Noise Receptor 8 (R-8) was
15404 Whistling Oak Way, the howe next door to yours. The noise levels measured for the DEIS were
recorded in March 2000, There arcthrec proposcd alternative designs for the impro ts to MD 210
and are designated “Alternative 5A,” “Alternative SB” and “Alternative 5C.” The results of the noise
study for these alternatives for NSA N are summarized in Table [V-27, Table IV-28 and Table [V-299 on
pages IV-98. TV-100 and IV-102 respectively. For Receptor R-8 the table indicates that the measured
existing noise level was 61 decibels and the predicted “build” noise level in Design Year 2020 is6lto
62-decibels; the predisted “no-build” noise level in Design Year 2020 is 61-decibels. The impact
threshold noise level we follow is 66-decibels. Existing and design year noise levels for R-8 oeither equal
nor exceed the 66-decibel impact threshold. A sound barrier for the homes in the Farmington Woods
community was not recommended tecause the noise levels did not equal or exceed the 66-decibel impact
threshold. .

It is important to note that while the meastred noise levels reported in the DEIS date to March of
2000, it is upon the design year predicted noise levels that decisions regarding sound barriersare made.
The design year predictions are based on future year traffic conditions that would result in the highest
noise levels. This approach is standard practice in highway noise analysis and is intended to forecast the
maximum level of noise impact thatmay be expected from the proposed project improvements.

My tetep free nunber i
Marylawd Relay Servive for Inaguiired Hearing or Sprech 1.8600.735.2258 Statewide ‘Toll Free

Street Adedress: 707 North Calvert Streel + Ballimore, Maryland 21202 = /ne 4105450800 + wawmarviandreads.com

Mr. Alphonso Pegram
Page Two

‘When a highway already exists and is not being expanded—so that Type I criteria do not apply~a
comnmupity that predates the otiginal bighway way be cousidesed for our “Type IL" or “retrofit,” sound
barrier program. The intent of the Type II program s to address areas of noise impact along highways
that were built before environmental analyses became a part of the highway development process. The
Type Il program only apglies to those highways that are fully-controlled-access highways where access tc
the highway is by interchinge rather than at-grade intersections. The Farmingion Woods community has
been evaluated and we have determined the community is not eligible for the Type II program. This is
based on the fact that MD 210 is not a fully controlled-access highway. X MD 210 were a fully
controlled-access highway, the community would not be eligible because the homes along Whistling Oak
Way were constructed be:ween 1997 and 2001 after MD 210 was expanded, in 1986, from MD 373
northward to Fort Washington Road, In those circumstances where a comumunity is not eligible based on
the date of development, no further investigation such as noise level measurement studies can be
performed because to do 0 may raise expectations that cannot be met.

Thank you for your e-mail message to Ms. Ross and your continuing interest in the State’s Sound
Barrier Program. If you have additional questions or concerns, please do not hesitate to contact Ms. Ross
at 410-545-3616 or 1-80C-446-5962 or, by e-mail, a: nross@sha.state.md.us. She will be happy to assist
you.

Sinc ,

Charles B. Adams
Director
Office of Environmental Design

cc The Honorable Marilynn M. Bland, Member, Prince George's County Council

Mr. Mark Lotz, Project Manager, Office of Planning and Preliminary Engineering,

State Highway Administration :
- The Honorable Thomas V. Mike Miller, Member, Senate of Maryland

The Honorable James E. Proctor, Jr., Member, Maryland House of Delegates

Ms. Nicole Ross, Special Assistant to the Director, Office of Environmental Design, State
H.ghway Administration

The Honorable Jeseph F. Vallario, Jr., Member, Maryland House of Delegates

Mr. Charlie K. Watkins, District Engineer, State Highway Adrninistration

Supplemental Response:
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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From: BOB BOOT

To: Carr2M@necr.disa.mil
Date: 12/18/02 11:14AM
Subject: MD 210 Project Planning Study -

Dear Lt. Col. Carr

Thank you for you inquiry into the status of the MD 210 Project Planning Study. You can review our
Spring Newsletter for the MD 210 Project Plaming Study or the intemet. This will provide a summary of
the preferred alternative that has been developed. See the link below:
hitp://www.marylandroads.com/cppe/brochures/md210_brochure.pdf

We are also in the process of ptting the Fall Newsletter on the internet. We will also send you a set of
plans for the study. Please provde your mailing address se that we can send these to you.

Project planning wil be completed in mid-2004 with receipt of Location/Design Approval. The project is

not yet funded for design, so the future of the project beyond Location/Design Approval remains uncertain.

Construction will likely occur in a least severd stages, prioritized from north to south.

Alternate decisions resulting from this phase of project development are based on balancing the
transportation neec with impacts to the natura and human environment. Transportation improvement
needs and priorities as established by state and local elected officials will influence project funding for
future phases.

Please don't hesitate to call Dennis Atkins (Project Manager) with any questions or concerns. He can be
reached at (410) 545-8548 or tol free at 1 (B0D) 548-5026.

‘Sincerely;

Cynthia D. Simpson
Deputy Director

Office of Planning and
Prefiminary Engineering

by:

Dennis M. Atkins
Project Manager
Project Planning Division

cc: CHISA WINSTEAD; CYNTHIA SIMPSON; DENNIS ATKINS; ROEERT SANDERS;
Thomas_V_Mike_Miller@senate state.md.us]

Supplemental Response:
Alternative SA Modified is the SHA-Selected Aliernative, however, this does not
preclude rail, HOV or any other studies/improvements in the future along MD 210.

THIS PAGE INTENTIONALLY BLANK
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Walter A. & Martha I. Elliscn

102 Golf View Lane

Greenville, SC 29609-6911
Telephone Number 1-864-268-9258

May 3, 2003

RE: MD 210 Property Owners

The Honorable

Robert L. Ehzlich, Jr.

Governor of Maryland

100 State Circle

Annapolis, Maryland 21401
Telephone Number 1-410-874-3551

Dear Honorable,

Your time is very valuable, but there is no way this letter can be made brief. Please
forglve me formtmdmgonyoumne, but I think you can be ofhelptoMardmand me.

We have been Maryland Land Owners and Taxpayers since our, mamage in 1939 and
mdmg%thenmpcﬂymmmmfmml%Qwu]l??l -

The.property in question is Jocated at 19 Palmer Road, the somhwtquadmnofmeon
going MD 210 project of Maxylanf.! Degartment of Transportation State

Administration (SHA), We purchased this property for our investment from Martha &
nncle with asizeable mortgmge on April 16, 1966.

Years later (I think in the 1980°s), we heard that Indian Head Highway (RD 210) was.
gomwwwmmmmmwmgmwmmmm
improvement. From that time uatil now, we have had many enquiries to puchase this
property, bt there has bectno one who has wanted it as adwelling. It wasfor that

reason we degided to apply for commerial zoning. We have had several signed
mmmbmmmmmm&mwmﬁmmmmm
dollars to one nearly one-half million dollars.

* Zoning application munber A-9181 was filed (do not remember the dme), an.d many

hearings were held. During one of thoss hearings atestimony was given somsthing
simitar 5o, “Why should this rezoning be.granted, and the government have to pay a
Wﬁm&mwmmmw There was a potitionsubmitted
wﬁhabmﬁmnetypﬁoemofthepeopiehmgmdnmghbodme&thatwmmﬁwmaf
the commercial Zoming. The zuming was denied. auid the case was closed.

SWMMMNeWWMM&Mh@Ipr&dOM

the rezoning. Mymmdmnmmmu&mmalwgmlmbmfn&ns
matthemadmmovemmsmwofwmﬁmfumtbeymthﬂww&mnﬂpmﬁm

2

In March 1999, a request was made to SHA to acquire this property because of hardship.
They decided there was no hardship because we had an income from the rented property.
A little more than four years have passed since that request was made, and things have
gotten worse for us in health and financially.

Since we-have owned the property, taxes and insurance has increased while the rental
income has decreased. In the seventies the rental income was six husdred and fifty
dollars permonth and has been decreasing with cach tenant. Presently it has deereased to
five handred dollars. Onour 2002 IRS return Schedule E shows the total rental income
of ($3,166.64) three thousand, one hundred, sixty-six dollars and sixiy four cents. This
amount is ncheded ouwr adiusted gross foeonse of (§14,695.00) fourteen thousand, six
hundred, ninety-five doilars.

Now, to us this is definitely a hardship. May ] suggest some reasonable offer be propesed
to us from The Maryland State Govermment in-the very near fiture? However, the most
important reason for vriting to you is our question, will you do what you can to help us?
As stated above, time is valuable; and at our age we have fownd it to be precious also.

I can think of many more reasons to ask for your help, but I will not ke any more of
your time at present, ’

Very truly yours,
S
Walter A Ellison

Martha 1. )g?zon

Enc. Copy of MD 216 proposed plan
Cec: E. Lowe Ellison
1. William Ellison
Charigs A. Ellison
Jo-Ann E. Sykes
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Robert L.. Ehriich, Jr.

' Govemor
Maryland Department of Transportation Michae! S. Steele
The Sscretary’s Office L. Gevernor

Robert L. Flanagan
Secreary

Trem M. Kittlernan
Depuly Secretary

Septernber 5, 2003

Mr. and Mrs. Walter A. Ellison
102 Golf View Lane
Greenville SC 29609-6911

Dear Mr. and Mrs. Ellison:

Thank you for your letter to Govemor Robert L. Ehrlich, Jr. regarding your property,
which is located at 919 Palmer Road in Prince George’s County, Maryland. The Governor
received your letter and asked me to respond to you on his behalf.

The State Highway Administration’s (SHA) planned improvements for Indian Head
Highway are progressing. Various designs are being studied, and the next step will be to select
the alternative that hest serves the needs o the public. The SHA will then seek the approval of
the Federal Highway Administration to continue with the design of the selected alernative. The
SHA normally obtains this approval before it acquires real estate. If you would like your names
to be added to SHA’s project mailing list, so that you czn be kept up to date on the progress of
this project, please contact Mr. Dennis M. Atkins, SHA's Project Engineer, at the State Highway
Administration, MS C-301 707 N. Calvert Street, Baltimore MD 21202. You may also call him
at 410-545-8548 or 1-888-204-4828 or reach him by e-mail at datkins@sha.state.md.us.

Mr. Atkins will be pleased to answer any cuestions that you may have about the project,
including its sckedule.

Where there is a documented hardship, the Statemay decide to acquire specific real
estate before the environmental permits are inhand. The enclosed information describes the
criteria used to evaluate a hardship claim. Decisions onhardship requests are also considered in
light of the Department’s overall budget. Mr. Robert H. Tresselt, SHA’s Deputy Director of
Real Estate, will be pleased to answer any juestions thal you may have about how to document
your claim of hardship. You may reach him at 410-545-0021, 1-888-204-4245 or, by e-mail, at
riresselt@sha.state.md.us. Mr. Tresselt’s mailing address at the State Highway Administration is
MS M-302, 707 N. Calvert Street, Baltimore MD 21202,

SEP0B°03 P 4:15 B. PE

My totephone number is 410-865-1000
Toll Free Number 1.688-713-1414 TTY User Call Via MD Relay
7201 Corporate Center Drive, Hanover, Maryland 21076

Mr. and Mrs. Walter A. Ellison
Page Two

The Covernor appreciates hearing from you and, on his behalf, I also thank you for your
interest in this very important issue. If you have any additional questions, please do not hesitate
to contact either Mr. Tresselt or Mr. Atkins. SHA will be pleased to assist you.

Sincerely,
- 5

Robert L. Flanagan
_Secretary

Enclosure

cc: ~ Mr Lennis M. Atkins, Project Engineer, SHA
Mr. Robert H. Tresselt, Deputy Director of Real Estate, SHA
Mr. Neil J. Pedersen, Administrator, SHA

Supplemental Response:

Alternative 5A Modified is the SHA-Selected Alternative, which includes Palmer/Livingston
Road Interchange Option E, with your residence identified as a displecement. Currently, there is
no funding for design and/or construction of this project. Tlowever, tased on your buyout
request, SHA District 3 Right of Way has placed this property into the Advanced Acquisitior
Program.




2. PUBLIC INFORMATIONAL WORKSHOP
(SEPTEMBER 2002)



MDD 210 Public Informational Workshop September 26, 2002

The following is a summary of oral comments received at the Public Informational Workshop
wall displays:

e Several residents of Old Palmer Road want the existing connection retained that allows
them to access Old Fort Road North directly from Old Palmer Road. The selected option
would leave them with Broadview Road and Old Palmer Road (to Palmer Road) as the
only ways in and out of their communities, both of which are unsafe and unacceptable to
them. A resident along Broadview Road is strongly opposed to the proposed design since
it would increase cut-through traffic on a steep and narrow section of roadway. One
solution that we may consider is a new connection hetween Old Palmer Raad and Qld
Fort Road North that parallels the proposed northeast quadrant ramp. Note: The new
connector road was briefly studied but was deemed to be too expensive and impactive as
compared to the option currently proposed due to possible residential displacements,
proposed excavation and a costly retaining wall. SHA and Prince George’s County will
coordinate to determine existing maintenance and roadway conditions to see if
improvements are needed to accommodate possible additional traffic on the county roads.

o Several residents of the Brookside Park Condominiums, who are also bus patrons, were
concerned with the median closure at Wilson Bridge Drive. After discussing the various
options, they were amenable to the proposed design with either pedestrian overpasses or
the collector bus system.

e Representatives of the Southminster United Presbyterian Church on Livingston (Kerby
Hill Road) Road were concerned about impacts of the proposed interchange
improvements on the church property. Note: The impacts will be reexamined in final
design and may be able to be minimized.

» The owner of the Brookside Park Condominiums generally agrees that our design is the

best solution for his complex, but has concerns on a range of issues, including playground
relocation, secnrity (doesn’t want more bus traffic), reinforcing existing pavement for

increased traffic because of redirected traffic from the proposed access road, schedule for
noise barrier construction, is opposed to pedestrian overpasses and maintenance
responsibilities (would the complex be responsible?) for the proposed access road. Note:
SHA and Prince George’s County will coordinate to determine maintenance issues for the
access road.

* The owners of the former ABC Drive-in had concerns about access to that property,
which they hope to develop. The selected alternative would leave them with only one
location for a right-in/right-out access, which would not support their development. Note:

The access issue may be reexamined in final design.
¢ Several requests were received for bike trails along sections of MD 210. Note: New bike

trail connections are being added in the Henson Creek Stream Valley Park area as well as
new bike lanes being provided on all side roads crossing over MD 210.

VI-190



*  What will become of the playground at the Brookside Park Condominiums? Note: The
playground location has not been determined but it appears that it will be able to be
moved to another location within the cowmplex in close proximity to where it now resides.

o Are there sidewalks across MD 210 on Livingston/Swan Creek and Fort Washin gton
Road? The landscape drawings do not show pedestrian crossings there, Note: All
proposed side roads will have sidewalks.

* One person voiced opposition to the Swan Creek Road Interchange because it may divide
the community. Note: Impacts to the existing level of community cohesion are
anticipated as a result of the proposed Swan Creek Road Interchange Option G. The
Swan Creek Interchange will not physically bisect any community not already divided by
MD 210 and the existing side roads. The proposed interchange improvements are based
on comments received to optimize accessibility and visibility. They will substantially
reduce delays for motorists allowing local users to cross MD 210 as they do today, but
without the long signal cycles because the northbound/southbound MD 210 traffic will no
longer be factored into the timing. Ultimately, safety would improve on the east and west
side of MD 210 for motorists, bicyclists and pedestrians providing beneficial community
cohesion.

VI-191
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STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION
QUESTIONS AND/OR COMMENTS

PG221A11
INFORMATIONAL PUELIC WORKSHOP
MD 210
FROM I-95/1-495 7O MD 228

THURSDAY, SEPTEMBER 26, 202, 5:30 P.M. — 8:30 P.M.
FRIENDLY HIGE SCHOOL

10000 ALLENTOWN ROAD
FORT WASHINTON, MD 20744
NAME  Erinhe Ann Bakey DATE </-24-02
PLEASE
ADDRESS 5~ 12 wdsen brdye D C 7L
PRINT
CTY  yon Fh L STATE MD 2P A 07YS™

I/We wish to comment or inquire about the following aspects of this project:
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[[]Please add my/our name(s) to the Mailing List.

[Ipiease delete my/our name(s) from the Mailing Lst.

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

Parris N. Glendening

Maryland Department of Transportation Goverror ‘
State Highway Administration ggg;g; Porcari

Parker F. Wiltiams
Administrator

December 6, 2002

Ms. Frankie Ann Baker
513 Wilson Bridge Drive, Unit C-2
Oxor Hill MD 20745

Dear Ms. Baker:

Thank you for completing a comment form concerning the MD 210 Project Planning
Study. Your comnents about the impacts to the Brookside Community, like many others that
have been received, help us better understand cunununity issues and converns within the study
area. The informaion you provided serves asa tool to inform us of your views and preferences

regarding potential outcomes of this project.

The right-in/right-out will allow motorists to enter and exit the community, without
having to wait for he signal light to change. While making a right turn ento MD 210
southbound to use the interchange at Kirby Hill Road to go north towards Washington may be
more circuitous than the existing conditions, it will probably take about the same amount of time
as it would to wait for the signal to change on MD 210. This is because the signals on MD 210
are designed to give priority (o the main road versus the side streets. With i increasing traffic
volumes in 2020 this condition is expected to worsen substantially in the future.

In addition the service road from the south along Wilson Bridge Towers is designed to
allow for addition:] access into the Brookside Community from the propesed Kirby Hill
interchange. This proposal should not increase the amount of through traffic in Brookside since
mostof it would be generated by residents of the development. The community currently has
speed bumps, several low speed turns, and a couple of stop signs. We beiieve this would
disccurage highway travelers from cutting through Wilson Bridge Drive when it would be easier
for them to stay onthe highway and use the nearest interchange.

SHA will work with the Brookside Patk Community Homeowners Association to
minimize impacts 10 commumty property as well as mitigate impacts where possible. Please
note :hat this projet is only funded for the planning phase. More detailed engineering
evaluations will be undertaken during the design phase. Refinements wil continue to be made to
the proposed alternatives, where feasible, to address citizen concerns. These may or may not
change the preliminary results of the property impacts along the entire coidor.

My telaphons number Is

Maryland Relay Service for Impaired Hearing or Speach
1-800-735-2258 Statewide Toll Free

Malling Address: .0, Box 717 « Baltimore, MD 21203-0717
Street Address: 707 North Calvert Streot « Baltimors, Maryland 21202
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Mr.iFrankiz Ann Baker
PageTwo

Thenk you again for your comments. The MD 210 Study Tear welcomes your
participation throughout the term of this study. Finally, if you have any questions regarding our
efforts plesse feel free to contact the Project Manager, Mr. Dennis M. Atkins or the Project
Engineer, Ms. Chisa Winstead. They can be reached at 410-545-8548 or 410-545-8545,
respectively, or toll free in Maryland at 1-800-548-5026.

Very truly yours,

Cynthia D. Simpson
Deputy Director

Office of Planning and
Preliminary Engineering

Chisa Winstead
Project Engineer
Project Planning Division

cc: Ms. Heather Anick (w/incoming) )
Ms. Sylvia Baruch, President, Brooksids Park Homeowners Association (w/incoming)
Mr. Keith Kurcharek (w/incoming)
Mr. Charlie Watkins (w/incoming)

Supplemental Response:
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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Vote No Record of Decision Now
on MD 210 Overpasses

This $200 million overpass project is NOT FUNDED. It is not projected to
start for YEARS. So why are we being told that we need a Prefarred
Alternative and a Record of Decision now?

It is to our benefit to make a decision closer to the time that the actual
changes would take place.

Whatdo we REALLY need? We need RAIL ON THE WILSCN BRIDGE.

Once we have final decision to build a Metro stop in Oxon Hill - that will be
the time to make such secondary decisioas as overpasses — or, lght rail along
the 210 Corridor.

Overpasses on Indian Head Highway are designed to promote additional
growth in the south side of the corridor in Accokeek and Charles County. Is
this what we want?

These overpasses would not make it easier for residents of Oxon Hill and
Fort Washington fo get on the highway.

These overpasses would completely close access at Wilson Bridge Drive.

These overpasses are designed to facilitate through traffic. Because they
will atiract additional traffic, they would increase pressure for a new Lower
Potomac Crossing.

What do we REALLY need? We need RAIL NOW ON THE WILSON
BRIDGE - NOT HOV.

Choosing a preferred alternative and Record of Decision now mav keep us

from getting light -ail along MD Route 210 in the future ($200 million for

overpasses may be better spent on light rail).

For more info, call: Sierrz Club (301) 839-7403

Parris N. Glendening

Maryland Department of Transportation Governor _
State Highway Administration 3oty Foreart

Parker F. Williams

Administrator

January 3, 2003

Ms. Bonnie Bick
SierraClub

P.O.Box K

Bryans Road MD 20616

Dear Ms. Bick:

Thank you ‘or submitting the Sierra Club’s position regarding the MD 210 Project
Planning Study in Prince George’s County Maryland. Your comments about mass transi t, access
to MDD 210, and the decision making process for MD 210, like many others that have been
received, help us better understand community issues and concerns within the study area.

The purpose of the study was to address the increasingly severe and frequent traffic
congestion along this ten mile segment of MD 210. The study involvec the development and
analysis of reasonasle alternates including the no build altemnate. Traffic operations indicated
that peak hour traffic entering or crossing MD 210 from side roads ofter required several signal
cyclesto go througn 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 our project study area are currently operating at
failing conditions in the peak hour periods.

Future operations are predicted to worsen along the corridor. By the year 2020, all nine
study rea intersections will reach level of service grade F (represents failing traffic flow with
total congestion, where several signal cycles are required to clear traffic through an intersection)
and scme 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 is significzntly higher than the statewide average for similar facilities. By replacing the
existirg intersections with interchanges as proposed under Alternate 5A Modified, 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.

My telephone number is

Maryland Relay Service for impaired Hearing or Spsech
1-800-735-2258 Statewide Toll Free

Mailing Address: P.O. Box 717 * Baltimore, MD 21203-0717
Street Address: 707 North Caivert Street » Baltimore, Maryland 21202
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The MD 210 study team is working in coordination with Prince George's County, the
Metropolitan Washingion Council of Governments, the Washington Metropolitan Area Trans:t
Authority and the Maryland Transit Administration. The study team is evaluating multimodal
measures tiat will improve transportation in the corridor in conjuncticn with highway
improvements. Enhanced bus services, bus stop relocations and bicycle and pedestrian
accommodations are being considered as part of the preferred Alternative 5A Modified. Railis
not being considerced as a part of this project; however, the proposcd improvements will not
preclude rzil or any other studies/improvemen:s in the future.

As for access to MD 210 [rom the exising communities of Oxon Hill und Fort
Washington there are currently lights on MD 210 with very long signal cycles. The overpasses
will allow the local users to cross MD 210, as :hey do today, but without the long signal cycles
because the northbound/southbound MD 210 waffic, which is programmmed to be a priority over
the side streets, will nc longer be factored into the timing.

It should be noted that there would be access at Wilson Bridge Drive from MD 210 via
right-in/right-out movements. Left turns in would be accomplished by using service roads and
the proposed Kerby Hill/Palmer Road interchange. The MD 210 Study Team has been working
with the leadership at the Brookside Park Condominium Complex and plans to continue that
coordination.

As you know, this project is currently funded for project planning only. Alternative
decisions rssulting from this phase of project development are based on balancing the
transportation need with impacts to the natural and human environmert. Transportation
improvement needs and priorities as established by state and local elected officials will influence
project funding for future phases.

Finally, with regards to the rail decision along the Woodrow Wilson Bridge, this is a
separate effort that is also supported by Prince George’s County and would not be precluded by a
decision on MD 210. As previously stated, the footprint along MD 219 associated with the
preferred alternative would not preclude additional improvements along the corridor including
rail. It should be noted that earlier studies had indicated that the MD 5 corridor was a better
candidate for light rail in the more near term future.
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Thank you again for your comments. The MD 210 Study Team welcomes your
participation throughout the term of this study. Finally, if you have any questions regarding our
efforts please feel free to contact the Project Manager, Mr. Dennis M. Atkins or the Project

Engineer, Chisa Winstead. They can be reached at 410-545-8548 or 410-545-8545, respectively,
or tol! free in Maryland at 1-800-548-5026.

Very truly yours,

? .0 ’
nthia D. Simpson
Deputy Director
Office of Planning and
Preliminary Engineering

[ Ms. Heather Amick (w/incoming)
Mr. Keith Kurcharek (w/incoming)
Mr. Charlic Watkins (w/incoming)

1
Supplemental Response:
Alterpative 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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STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION
QUESTIONS AND/OK COMMENTS

PG221A11
INFORMATIONAL PLUBLIC WORKSHOP
MD 210
FROM [-95/1-495 TO MD 228

THURSDAY, SEPTEMBER 26, 2002, 5:30 P.M. - 8:30 P.M.
FRIENDLY HIGH SCHOOL
10000 ALLENTOWN ROAD
FORT WASHINTON, MD 20744
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D’éase add my/our name(s) to the Mailing List.
[CIPlease delexe 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

Parris N. Glendening

' 1‘“\“ Maryland Department of Transportation Governor

John D. Porcari

State Highway Administration Sevtotary
Parker F. Williams

Administrator

Dzcember 4, 2002

Ms. May Chen
9116 B Livingston Road
Fort Washington MD 20744

Dear Ms. Chen:

Thank you for completing a comment form concerning the MD 210 Project Planning
Study. Your comments expressing your opposition to the project due to lack of funding for
tuture phases are appreciated.

The project s currently funded for project planning only. Alternate decisions resulting
from this phase of groject development are baszd on balancing the transpertation need with
impacs to the natural and human environment. Transportation improvement needs and priorities
as esteblished by state and local elected officias will influence project furding for future phases.

Thank you again for your comments. The MD 210 Study Team welcomes your
participation throughout the term of this study. Finally, if you have any questions regarding onr
efforts please feel fiee to contact the Project Manager, Mr. Dennis M. Atkins or the Project
Engineer, Chisa Wiastead, They can be reached at 410-545-8548 and 41(-545-8545 or toll free
in Maryland at 1-800-548-5026.

Very truly yours,

Cynthia D. Simpson
Deputy Director

Office of Planning and
Preliminary Engineering

st e VUl ~
By: s lolaee " N g s kil |
Chisa Wifistead
Pmject Engineer
Project Planning Division

cc: Ms. Heather Amick (w/incoming)
Mr. Keith Kurcharek (w/incoming)
Mr. Charlie Watkins (w/incoming)

My telephone number is

Maryland Relay Service for Impaired Hearing or Speech
1-800-735-2258 Statewide Toll Free

Malling Address: P.O. Box 717 » Baltimore, MD 21203-0717
Street Address: 707 North Caivert Street « Baitimore, Maryland 21202
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Supplemental Response:
Alternative 5A Modified isthe SHA Selected Alternative; however, the proposed improvements
will not preclude rail, HOV or any other studies/improvements in the future.

The project is currently funded for project planning only.
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[T]piease add my/our name(s) to the Mailing List.

("I please 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

Parris N. Glendening

) Maryland Department of Transportation Governar
/) State Highway Administration 3?2&59 Porcari

Parker F. Williams

Adminigtrator

December 13, 2002

Ms. Nicole Chen
9116 Livingston Road
Fort Washington MD 20744

Dear Ms. Chen:

Thank you for completing a comment form concerning the MD 210 Project Planning
Study. Your comments expressing your concem with the project, like many other comments that
have been received, help us better understand community issues and concerns within the study
area. The information you provided serves as a tool to inform us of your views and preferences
regarding potential cutcomes of this project.

In June, 2001, State Highway Administ:ation (SHA) held a Public Hearing and presented
three alternatives: Alternatives 3A, 5B and 5C. Alternative 5A was the proposed interchange
improvements and Alternatives 5B and SC werz HOV options (with an additional lane in either
direction) along with various interchange improvements. Alternatives 5B and 5C were not
supported through the hearing process. In an efort to strike a compromise, we took Alternative
5A, which was supported, and incorporated the footprint of Alternatives 5B and 5C. This way
Alternative 5A could be implemented without additional lanes along MD 210, but with overpass
bridges wide enough to accommodate the potential future improvements. This way, the
improvements proposed by SHA would not preclude future projects or development along the
corridor.

The improvements at Palmer/Livingston location were very hard to design without
impacting any of the businesses along Livingston Road. The property operated by your family’s
business, unfortunately would be impacted by the proposed alternative.

Please note that this project is only funced for the planning phase. More detailed
cngincering cvaluations will be undertaken durng the design phasc. Refincments will continuc
to be made to the proposed alternatives, where feasible, to address citizen concerns. These might
include adjustments to the roadway alignment, reductions to the overall proposed roadway width,
and other geometric modifications. These may or may not change the preiminary results of the
property impacts aleng the entire corridor.

My telephone number is

Maryland Relay Service for Impaired Hearing or Speech
1-800-735-2258 Slatewide Toll Froe

Nalling Address: P.O. Box 717 » Baltimore, MD 21203-0717
Street Address: 707 North Caivert Street « Baitimore, Maryland 21202
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Thank you again for your comments. The MD 210 Study Team wzlcomes your
participation throughout the term of this study. Your name is on our mailing list and you will be
notified of future progress on this initiative. This summer we had a series of meetings with
impacted business owners throughout the corridor. Unfortunately, representatives from your
family were unable to make these meetings. If you would like us to set up an additional meeting
with your family and our Right-of-Way Office to explain your rights as a property owner please
contact us atone of the numbers listed below.

Finally, if you have any additional questions regarding our efforts lease feel free to
contact the Project Manager, Mr. Dennis M. Atkins or the Project Engineer, Ms. Chisa Winstead.
They can be reached at 410-545-8548 or 410-545-8545, respectively, or toll free in Maryland at
1-800-548-5026.

Very truly yours,

Cynthia D. Simpson
Deputy Director

Office of Planning and
Preliminary Engineering

By: %ﬁdﬂ. W
Chisa Winstead
Project Engineer
Project Planning Division

cc: Ms. Heather Amick (w/incoming)
M. Keith Kurcharek (w/incoming)
M. Charlie Watkins (w/incoming)

Supplemental Response:

Alternative SA Modifiec is the SHA-Selected Alternative, which includes no HOV lanes or
mainline capacity enhancements other than auxiliary lanes to support tte interchange/intersection
improvements. However, the proposed improvements will not preclude rail, HOV or any other
studies/improvements in the future.

Proposed Paimer/Livingston Road Interchange Option E was selected as a result of coordination
among MD 210 study team members, the focus group, environmental resource agencies and
citizens, based on the exient to which they addressed safety and traffic operational needs and
minimized impacts to sensitive resources. Unfortunately, the proposed option would impact
your family business and, as stated above, you are encouraged to call the SHA project
representatives to explain the situation. Please note this project is only funded for the planning
phase.
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MD 210
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THURSDAY, SEPTEMBER 26, 2002, 5:30 P.M. — 8:30 P.M.
FRIENDLY HIGH SCHOOL
10000 ALLENTCWN ROAD
FORTWASHINTON, MD 20744
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[C]Please delete my/our name(s) from the Mailing List.

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

Parris N. Glendening

Maryland Department of Transpertation Governor

State Highway Administration John 0. Porcan
Parker F. Williams
Adminisirator

December 6, 2002

Ms. Gloria Fitzgerald
13302 Coldwater Drve
Fort Washington MD 20744

Dear Ms. Fitzgerald:

Thank you for completing a comment form concerning the MD 210 Project Planning
Swudy. Your comments about stormwater management, continued business growth, local impact
of the overpasses and safety issues, like many cthers that have been received, help us better
undersand community issues and concerns within the study area. The information you provided
serves as a tool to inform us of your views and preferences regarding potential outcomes of this
piujest

Safety, aesthetics and insect proliferation with stormwater management areas are a
concen for SHA. SHA will continue to work with project area communiies to develop
stormwater management practices that are sensitive to the community whle meeting
environmental protestion objectives. Preferred methods for providing stormwater management,
such as infiltration and bioretention, result in no standing water for extenced periods of time.

Encouraging businesses to locate in the area is not a specific goal. However, in general,
transportation projects are designed to address 1 traffic need. For this project we used a 2020
horizoa year and developed improvements that would provide for acceptable traffic operations in
that “design” year. The improvements may help businesses overall due to the reduction in
congestion, and bettr access.

As for the traffic lights on the overpasses, there are currently lights on MD 210 with very
long signal cycles. The overpasses will allow the local users to cross MD 210, as they do today,
but without the longsignal cycles because the northbound/southbound MD 210 traffic, which is
programmed to be apriority over the side streets, will no longer be factored into the timing.

The preferred alternative should improve traffic operations along MD 210 and the side
roads. Those traveling north und south will be able Lo do so without the interruptions and safety
issues associated wih motorists stopping and turning at traffic signals. The use of interchanges
and contro} of access points will allow for moterists to safely enter and exit MD 210 to reach
therr dzstinations.

My telephone number is

Maryland Relay Service for mpaired Hearing or Speech
1-800-735-2258 Slatewids Toll Free

Nailing Address: P.O. Box 717 « Baitimore, MD 21203-0717
Street Address: 707 North Calvert Street + Baitimore, Maryland 21202
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Thank you again for your comments. The MD 210 Study Team welcomes your
participation threughout the term of this study. Finally. if you have any questions regarding our
efforts please feel free to contact the Project Manager, Mr. Dennis M. Atkins or the Project
Engineer, Chisa Winstead. They can be reached at 410-545-8548 and 410-545-8545 or toll free
in Maryland at 1-800-548-5026.

Very truly yours,

CynthiaD. Simpson
Deputy Director

Office of Planning and
Preliminary Engineering

By, _Clioe A0 15/)
Chisa Winstead
Project Engineer
Project Planning Division

cc: Ms. Heather Amick (w/incoming)
Mr. Keith Kurcharek (w/incoming)
Mr. Karuna Pujara (w/incoming)
Mr. Charlie Watkins (w/incoming)

Supplemental Response:

Alternative SA Modified is the SHA-Selected Alternative, which includes no HOV lanes or
mainline capacity enhancements other than auxiliary lanes to support the interchange/intersection
improvemens. However, the proposed improverents will not preclude rail, HOV or any other
studies/improvements in the future.

The responses provided in the SHA response letter above, dated December 6, 2002, still apply to
the concerns stated in the original comment form for Alternative 5A Modified. Please note the
project is currently only funded for the planning phase.
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Parris N. Glendering

Maryland Department of Transportation Governor
State Highway Administration Socmmy

Parker F. Williams
Administrator

December 6, 2002

Mr. Christopher Fountain
P.O. Box 6278
Annapolis MD 21401

Dear Vir. Fountain:

Thank you for completing a comment form concerning the MD 210 Project Planning
Study. Your comnents regarding Option E, like many others that have been received, help us
better understand community issues and concerns within the study arca The information you
provided serves as a tool to inform us of your views and preferences rezarding potential
outcomes of this project.

We have requested from the county, site plans for your business and are reviewing them
curreatly. We will contact you to discuss with you, specifically, how Option E may impact your
property and explain your rights. Please note that this project is funded only for the planning
phase. During the design phase, refinements will continue to be made ‘o the proposed
alterratives, where feasible, to address citizen concerns and minimize impacts. These might
include adjustments to the roadway alignment, reductions to the overall proposed roadway width
and cther geometric modifications. These may or may not change the Jreliminary results of the
property impacts along the entire corridor.

‘I'hank you again for your comments. We regret that you were 10t on the original mailing
list, tut we are glad that you were able to attend the workshop this fall. The MD 210 Study
Team welcomes your participation throughout the term of this study. Finally, if you have any
questions regarding our efforts please feel free to contuct the Project Manager, Mr. Dennis M.
Atkirs or the Project Engineer, Chisa Winstead. They can be reached at 410-545-8548 and
410-545-8545 or toll free in Maryland at 1-800-548-5026.

Very truly yours,

Cynthia D. Simpson
Deputy Director

Office of Planning and
Preliminary Engineering

g )
By: Creoc., Tno Ca !
Chisa Winstead
Project Engineer
Project Planning Division

My telephone number is

Maryland Relay Service for Impaired Hearing or Speech
1-800-736-2268 Statewide Toll Free

Mailing Address: P.O. Box 717 » Baltimore, MD 21203-0717
Street Address: 707 North Calvert Street » Baltimore, Maryland 21202
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Supplemental Response:

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

'I'he responses provided in the SHA response letter above, dated December 6, 2002, still apply to
the concerns stated in the criginal comment form for Alternative 5A Modified Palmer/Livingston
Road Interchange Option E. Please note the project is currently only funded for the planning
phase.
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PG221A11
INFORMATIONAL PUBLIC WORKSHOP
MD 210
FROM I-95/1-495 TO MD 228

THURSDAY, SEPTEMBER 26, 2002, 5:30 P.M. ~ 8:30 P.M.
FRIENDLY HIGH SCHOOL
10000 ALLENTOWN ROAD
FORT WASHINTON, MD 20744

NAME (HANV C HEw g 7oy DATE ‘?/Lg /QOOL
j v

ADDRESS {6 ivinprun 04

Y o e STAE  pp 2P Gemdia o7y

PLEASE

PRINT

/We wish to comment orinquire about the following aspects of this prcject:

VOTE Mv RECorD OF DECISIoN Mw on) Mb. 2/0

QVERPASSES.

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

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

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

Parris N. Glendenirg

Maryland Department of Transportation Governor v

State Highway Administration o, Poreart
Parker F, Williams
Adrinistrator

January 3, 2003

Mr. Chan Fui
9116 Livingston Road
Fort Washington MD 20744

Dear Mr Fui:

Thank you for submitting a comment card regarding the MD 210 Project Planning Study
in Prince George’s County Maryland. Your comments about the decision making process for
MD 210 like many others that have been received, help us better understand community 1ssues
and concerns within the study area.

The purpose of the study was to address the increasingly severe and frequent traffic
congestion along this ten mile segment of MD 210. The study involved the development and
analysis of reasonable alternates including the nc build alternate. Traffic operations indicated
that peak hour traffic entering or crossing MD 210 from side roads often required several signal
cycles tc go through the intersection. The short auxiliary lanes, severe skew angles, sharp
curvaturzs, and the close proximity of the service roads created congestion or the side road
traffic. Five of the nine major intersections in our project study area are cumrently operating at
failing conditions in the peak hour periods.

Future operations are predicted to worsen along the corridor. By the year 2020, all nine
study area intersections will reach level of service grade F (represents failing traffic flow with
total corgestion, where several signal cycles are required to clear traffic 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 is significanily higher thun the statewide average for similar facilites. By replacing the
existing intersections with interchanges as proposed under Alternate SA Modified, consistent
with the county master plan, traffic is projected o operate at acceptable levzls of service (LOS E
or better) 1n the design year 2U20.

The MD 210 study team is working in coordination with Prince George’s County, the
Metropolitan Washington Council of Governments, the Washington Metropolitan Area Transit
Authority and the Maryland Transit Administraton. The study team is evauating multimodal
measures that will improve transportation in the corridor in conjunction with highway
improvements. Enhanced bus services, bus stop relocations and bicycle and pedestrian
accommodations are being considered as part of the preferred Alternative SA Modified.

My telephone number is

Maryland Relay Service for impaired Hearing or Speech
1-800-735-2258 Statewids Toll Free

Nailing Address: P.O. Box 717 * Baltimore, MD 21203-0717
Street Address: 707 North Calvert Street + Baltimore, Maryland 21202
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As you know, this project is currently funded for Project Planning only. Alternative
decisions resulting from this phase of project development are based or balancing the
transportation need with impacts to the natural and human environment. Transportation
improvement needs and priorities as established by state and local elected officials will influerce
project funding for future phases.

Thank you again for your comments. The MD 210 Study Tearm welcomes your
participation throughout the term of this study. Finally, if you have any questions regarding our
efforts please feel free to contact the Project Manager, Mr. Dennis M. Atkins or the Project
Engineer, Chisa Winstead. They can be reached at 410-545-8548 or 413-545-8545, respectively,
or toll free in Maryland at 1-800-548-5026.

Very truly yours,

Cynthia D. Simpson
Deputy Director

Office of Planning and
Preliminary Engineering

By: A At
Clisa Winstead
Project Engineer
Project Planning Division

cc: Ms. Heather Amick (w/incoming)
Mr. Keith Kurcharek (w/incoming)
Mr. Charlie Watkins (w/incoming)

Supplemental Respense:
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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Parris N. Glengenirg

Maryland Department of Transportation Governor

State Highway Administration o, Forear
Parker F. Williams
Agministrator

January 3, 2003

Mr. Sidney Gibson
9706 Folis Terrace
Fort Washington MD 20744

Dear Mr. Gibson:

Thank you for submitting comments regarding the MD 210 Project Planning Study in
Prince George’s County Maryland. Your comments about mass transit and the decision making
process for MD 21, like many others that have been received, help us better understand
community issues and concerns within the study area.

The purpose of the study was to address the increasingly severe and frequent traffic
congestion along th:s ten mile segment of MD 210. The study involved the development and
analys:s of reasonatle alternates including the no build alternate. Traffic operations indicated
that peak hour traffic entering or crossing MD 210 from side roads often required several signal
cyclesto go through the intersection, The short auxiliary lanes, severe scew angles, sharp
curvatires, and the close proximity of the service roads created congestion for the side road
traffic. Five of the nine major intersections in our project study area are currently operating at
failing conditions ir the peak hour periods.

Future operztions are predicted to worsen along the corridor. By the year 2020, all nine
study area intersections will reach level of service grade F (represents faling traffic flow with
total congestion, whore several signal cycles arc required to clear traffic through an interscction)
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 Washingion Road to the Capital
Beltway is significanly higher than the statewide average for similar facilities. By replacing the
existing intersections with interchanges as proposed under Alternate 5A Modified, consistent
with the county master plan, traffic is projected to operate at acceptable levels of service (LOS E
or bettsr) in the design year 2020,

The MD 210 study team is working in coordination with Prince George’s County, the
Metropolitan Washington Council of Governments, the Washington Metropolitan Area Transit
Authority and the Maryland Transit Administration. The study team is evaluating multimoda}
measures that will improve transportation in the corridor in conjunction with highway
improvements. Enfanced bus services, bus stop relocations and bicycle and pedestrian
accommodations are being considered as part of the preferred Alternative 5A Modified.

My telephone number is

Maryland Haiay Service for Impaired Hearing or Speech
1-800-735-2258 Statewide Toll Free

Malling Address: P.0. Box 717 » Baitimore, MD 21203-0717
Street Address: 707 North Caivert Street « Baltimore, Maryland 21202
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As you know, this project is currently funded for Project Planning only. Altemative
decisions resulting from this phase of project development are based or balancing the
transportation need with impacts to the natural and human environmen!. Transportation
improvement needs and priorities as established by state and local elected officials will influence
project funding for future phases.

Thank you again for your comments. The MD 210 Study Tear: welcomes your
participaion throughout the term of this study: Finally, if you have any questions regarding our
efforts please feel frez to contact the Project Manager, Mr. Dennis M. Atkins or the Project
Engineer, Chisa Winstead. They can be reached at 410-545-8548 or 41)-545-8545, respectively,
or toll free in Marylaad at 1-800-548-5026.

Very truly yours,

Cynthia D. Simpson
Deputy Director

Office of Planning and
Preliminary Engineering

By: é%
Chisa Winstead
Project Engineer
Project Planning Division

cc: Ms. Heather Amick (w/incoming)
M. Keith Kuicharek (w/incoming)
Mr. Charlie Watkins (w/incoming)
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Supplemental Response:

The MD 210 study team is working in coordination with Prince George’s County, the
Metropolitan Washington Council of Governments, the Washington Metropolitan Area Transit
Authority and the Maryland Transit Administraticn to provide improvements to MD 210 that
support and enhance transit operations however practicable within the purpose and need of the
project. Representatives of these organizations have provided input throughout the study. The
additional capacity and operational improvements that will result from the proposed interchanges
and intersection improvements associated with the Selected Alternative will improve travel times
for all bus routes traveling on or across MD 210. Improved travel times for transit vehicles
promote increased ridership and reduced transit operating costs. Each of the bus routes and bus
stops in the vicinity of MD 210 has been reevaluated in this study in terms of number of
boardings, safety and accessibility. Many of the sxisting bus stops in tke vicinity of Wilson
Bridge Drive, Kerby Hill Road and Palmer Road will be relocated, with same of the lesser used
stops consolidated. Several of the stops along the shoulder of MD 210 will be relocated with
Alternative SA Modified siace they have become unsafe with the growth intraffic volumes along
MD 210. The rzlocation of several bus stops in the vicinity of the Brookside Park Condominiums
and Wilson Towers Apartments will alleviate the necessity of patrons to make the dangerous
crossing of MD 210 on foot. Future transit service changes in this arez will continue to be
cvaluated on an as-needed basis by the respective transit service agencics, independent of the
MD 210 project.

Alternative 5A Modified is the SIIA-Sclected Alternative, which includes no 11OV lancs or
mainline capacity enhancerents other than auxiliary lanes to support the interchange/intersection
improvements. However, the proposed improvements will not preclude rail, HOV or any other
studies/improvements in the future.
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MD 210
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ase edd my/our name(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

-~ : Parris N. Glendening
WYXy Maryland Department of Transportation Goverror
State Highway Administration 2o D Porcar

Parker F. Williams

Adminstrator
December 13, 2002

Mr. Petey Green
6009 Oxon Hill Road Suite 206
Oxonllill MD 20745

Dear Mr. Green:

Thank you for completing a comment form concerning the MD 210 Project Planning
Study. Your comuments supporting Option C a: Swan Creek, like many others that have been
received, help us better understand comrmunity issues and concerns within the study area. ‘I'he
information you provided serves as a tool to inform us of your views and sreferences regarding
poteniial outcomes of this project.

Trying to provide access to the existing shopping area has been challenging. It is true
that Option C may srovide better access, generally, for the shopping area, however, it would
have zreater impacis to the wetlands in the area. In fact, almost half of the total wetland impacts
associated with this project are as the result of Option C. The U.S. Army Corps of Engineers has
expressed strong concerns about Option C which lead the team to subsequently develop Option
G. To move forwad with Option C, a permit would need to be obtained from the Corps and
given their past corcerns this scenario is not very likely. With that said, Option C does still
remain under consideration primarily because of the concerns you have raised.

Since it is likely that the interchanges for this project will be funded from north to south,
major traffic improvements at this intersection would probably occur latet rather than sooner.
This area could be considered for some type of at-grade interim improvement as traffic
conditions worsen until the uitimate improvements are funded.

My telephone number is

Maryland Relay Service for mpaired Hearing or Spaech
1.R00-735-2268 Statawida Toll Fraa

Malling Address: P.O. Box 717 » Baitimore, MD 21203-0717
Streel Address: 707 North Calvert Street * Baitimore, Maryland 21202
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Thank you again for your comments. The MD 210 Study Team welcomes your
participation throughout the term of this study. Finally, if you have any questions regarding our
efforts please feel free to contact the Project Manager, Mr. Dennis M. Atkins or the Project
Engineer, Ms. Chisa Winstead. They can be reached at 410-545-8548 o1 410-545-8545,
respectively, or toll free in Maryland at 1-800-548-5026.

Very truly yours,

Cynthia D. Simpson
Deputy Director

Office of Planning and
Preliminary Engineering

By, Chuse Wrvstead
Ctisa WinSfead
Project Engineer
Project Planning Division

cc: Ms. Heather Amick (w/incoming)
Mr Keith Kurcharek (w/incoming)
Mr Charlie Watkins (w/incoming)

Supplemental Response:

Swan Creek Interchange Option C may provide better access, generally. for the shopping ares;
however, it would have greater impacts to the wetlands in the area. Almost half of the total
wetland impacts associated with this project are as the result of Option C. The U.S. Army Corps
of Enginers has expressed strong concerns about Option C, which led the team to subsequently
develop Cption G. Option C would require a permit from the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers aud
given the past concerns with this option, the permit will be difficult to obtain, Meetings have
beefi held with the shepping center representatives to discuss the preferred interchange options at
the Swan Creek interszction resulting in modifications to Selected Option G to better facilitate
access to the property.

Since it is likely that the interchanges for this project will be funded from north to south, major
traffic improvements at this intersection would probably occur later rather than sooner. This area
could be considered for some type of at-grade interim improvement as traffic conditions worsen
until the ultimate improvements are funded.

Please note that this project is only funded for the planning phase. More detailed engineering
evaluations will be undertaken during the design phase. Refinements will continue to be made to
the proposed alternatives, where feasible, to address citizen concerns. These might include
adjustments to the roadway alignment, reductions to the overall proposed roadway width, and
other geometric modi‘ications and additional pedestrian connections asnecessary.

Alternative 5A Modified is the SHA Selected Alternative (which includes Swan Creek
Interchange Option G); however, the proposed improvements will not preclude rail, HOV or any
other studies/improvements in the future.





