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IV. SUMMARY OF PUBLIC INVOLVEMENT

A. CITIZEN AND INTEREST GROUP OUTREACH

This section summarizes the major areas of controversy and support for the
project. It also reflects the concerns and positions taken in general by elected officials,

commenting agencies, and citizens.

1. Mainline Alternate Issues — Introduced or Remaining — Post Hearing

The Alternates Public Workshop and the Location/Design Public Hearing
generated awareness within the community and resulted in several interest groups forming to
support their desires for the project direction and results. These groups were each provided the
opportunity to have their positions on the project heard and evaluated by the Study Team.
Members of the Team, on numerous occasions, met with the Project Focus Group, Local Elected
Officials, North College Park Business Association, individual property owners, community
associations and stakeholders to discuss the details of the study and its progress. At these
meetings major project issues were discussed, most of which had either existed prior to the
Public Hearing or had arisen after further evaluation since the hearing. The following describes

the major issues faced and attempted resolutions by the Study Team throughout the project:

Width of the Outside Curb Lane — The width of the outside curb lane has been a

topic of much discussion by the Study Team, the Focus Group, the business community and the
bicycle groups. As indicated in the Public Hearing summary discussed later in this section, the
testimony was split between those for the wider lane and those against it. SHA has determined
that bicyclists have the right of access onto US 1 and the wider outside lane safely
accommodates them. If a smaller lane width were provided, the lane could not be striped,

potentially adding to driver and bicyclist confusion and safety hazards.

Placement of the Median and Median Breaks - The Study Team has discussed and

evaluated the comments and concerns received on the topic of the median (presented as part of
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the Four-Lane Divided Alternate) throughout the study process, ranging from changes of travel
patterns, access to businesses, emergency vehicle movements, aesthetics, and safety. Many of
the issues that have been raised in this study were also raised in other SHA studies that included
options for introducing a divided highway. Many miles of divided highway have been
implemented throughout the State of Maryland without many of these issues continuing to be a
challenge. The Study Team has thoroughly evaluated these issues in relation to the safety and

efficiency benefits of adding a median and has found no permanent adverse consequences.

Property Impacts — Following the preliminary alternates development and

evaluation, twenty-two (22) businesses were identified for displacement. The Study Team
focused on reducing these impacts by revising the typical section in specific areas, altering the
outside landscaping to a two-foot paver panel down from three-foot lawn panel, and introducing
slight alignment shifts and small sections of retaining walls. With these refinements, the number
of business displacements was reduced to 16 (two of which are abandoned properties) for the
Four-Lane Divided Alternate and 10 (two of which are abandoned) for the Five-Lane Undivided
Alternate. The Study Team continues to investigate the potential for further savings and these

efforts will again intensify in the design phase.

Utility Relocation — Relocation of existing above ground utilities has been a major

project issue from the onset of the study. To accommodate the relocation of utilities above
ground, an additional three feet was included in the typical sections for both of the build
alternates. In response to Prince George’s County and the City of College Park expressing an
interest in relocating the utilities underground, the SHA procured an engineer’s estimate from an
independent expert early in Stage Il of the Study. This estimate revealed that the cost to locate
the utilities underground would be $45 to $50 million. SHA agreed to participate in the
underground relocation of the utilities only to the level of funding required to relocate the
utilities above ground (the above ground utility relocation was estimated at $15 to $20 million

Access Consolidation/Management — A key feature of the TSM/TDM Alternate

included in each of the build alternates is the consolidation of access points along the corridor.
There are more than 125 distinct access points along north and southbound US 1, some as long
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as 150 feet. Moreover, many businesses have multiple access points along a very short US 1
frontage. Instead of a full access management plan, the Study Team focused on consolidating
access points for each business and in some cases shifted a property’s access to a side street, as
recommended by the FHWA. Through this effort, the number of access points was reduced from
125 to 88.

2. Focus Group

The US 1 Focus Group was comprised of representatives from local businesses,
residents, elected officials, and state and local government representatives. The Focus Group
was formed in October 1998 with 20 members. Membership has remained fairly constant over

the course of the study process.

The first Focus Group meeting was held on October 14, 1998. Since then, the
Focus Group has met regularly every 6-8 weeks and has provided input into every phase of the
Project Planning process, starting with the project goals. The Focus Group made significant
contributions to the development of each of the alternates and particularly helped the Study
Team accurately define the reconstruction alternates. Their input helped to shape the
development of the typical sections, location of median breaks for the Four Lane Divided
Alternate, access consolidation, bus pull-off areas, the discussion on the 14-foot versus 16-foot
curb lane, and perhaps most intensely, the centerline shifts and typical section modifications to
reduce impacts to businesses along the corridor. Other studies that were conducted at the Focus
Group’s request include a reversible lane study. The Focus Group was also responsible for
communicating the progress of the study to the local citizens and businesses that were not
directly involved with the study. Focus Group members also assisted in the preparation and

conduct of the Alternates Workshop in November 1999.

3. Business Outreach

The Study Team worked very closely with the business community along US 1
throughout the entire course of the study. The US 1 corridor is lined with businesses on both
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sides of the roadway, and therefore the business community is a large stakeholder in the study.
Besides having a significant presence on the Focus Group, many of the area businesses also

formed a coalition that represented the general interests of the entire business community.

Business community workshops were held on June 12 and June 13, 2000 to
discuss the overall study, develop the alternates, identify individual impacts to properties, and
receive comments and suggestions to improve the concepts. The businesses along the entire
study area were divided into two groups — those north of MD 193 to the Capital Beltway
(improvements north of the Beltway are to be done by others) and those south of MD 193 to
College Avenue. At the business community workshops for these two groups, the businesses
were further divided into several smaller groups to facilitate better discussion and understanding
of the proposed alternates. Each of the smaller groups had a facilitator from the Study Team.
Prior to the business community workshops, Study Team members distributed flyers to
individual businesses, informing them of the meetings and requesting their participation. The

meetings were also advertised in the local newspapers.

Study Team members also met with several individual business owners who had
concerns over impacts to their properties. The Study Team also replied to correspondence from
the business owners or their representatives seeking clarification on the Study and providing
information to the business owners. Although the business community represents the group that
is most directly impacted (land takings, parking and on-site structure impacts), the Study Team
also has reached out to the residential communities for whom US 1 is their means to access their

homes.

Due to the amount of impact to the commercial areas located in the
northern end of the study area, namely at the intersection of Cherry Hill Road and US 1, the
property owners and business proprietors formed the North College Park Business Association
(NCPBA). This group was established to provide a means for them to be recognized as a
collective interest group. Throughout the duration of the Study, the Team met with the NCPBA
to discuss the design considerations and modifications that provide the greatest balance between

meeting the Project goals and minimizing impacts to their properties and business functions.

US 1 College Park - College Avenue to Sunnyside Avenue
Finding of No Significant Impact

- Iv-4 -



B. FOCUS GROUP AND LOCAL BUSINESS MEETING MINUTES

Following the public comments and SHA responses is the collection of Minutes
from the Focus Group Meetings and Local Business Meetings held throughout the duration of

the Study. The following is a summary of the Focus Group meeting minutes:

March 2, 1999

e Addressed specific signal timing and roadway operation concerns
e Addresses access management

April 13, 1999

e Addressed specific signal timing and roadway operation concerns
e Addressed planning efforts
e Separated into two work groups to discuss issues north and south of MD 193

May 27, 1999

e Presented tentative project timeline
e Discussed comments from last meeting
e Discussed current and future traffic and traffic planning

September 27, 1999

Addressed development ideas for University-owned area

City of College Park Community Center selected as Alternates Public Workshop location
Discussed special effort to contact business community

Viewed latest alternatives mapping

October 8, 1999

e Discussed advertising for Alternates Public Workshop
e Reviewed alternatives mapping

July 20, 2000

e Informed of new Project Manager

e Updates on business community meetings

e Discussed centerline shift, Cherry Hill Road interchange, access management, and
TSM/TDM
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August 1, 2000

Business community meeting
Discussed bicycle access, safety, and appropriateness
Discussed business community's role in project

August 29, 2000

Summarized past meetings with City Council, business community, and council members
Discussed alignment shift study
Postponed public hearing until early Spring 2001

October 17, 2000

Discussed providing audio broadcast of meetings on a local cable channel and decided to
ensure regular website updates

Presented three alignment shift scenarios and outlined engineering approach

Discussed reversible lanes

Discussed preliminary utility relocation estimates and access control

December 11, 2000

Update on engineering refinements

Presentation of typical section modifications and shifted alignment

Presented new 4-lane Divided Alternate mapping with discussion of impact
minimizations

Presented refined version of Cherry Hill Road Full Bridge Interchange Option
Cost estimates would be provided as soon as possible

January 9, 2001

An update on the project was provided for the Lakeland Civic Association
Questions on safety and operations were raised and addressed by the Study Team
Attendees asked that the roadway be improved without impacts to adjacent properties

February 8, 2001

Concerns were addressed about access from US 1 to Berwyn House Road and that the
signal at Navahoe Street needs to be relocated to Berwyn House
The Study Team agreed to investigate the traffic and operations of such a shift

March 1, 2001

A presentation of the US 1 Sector Plan by Reggie Baxter from M-NCPPC

The Sector Plan recommends the 4-lane divided reconstruction of US 1

An update on the development of the Environmental Document (description of the
evolution of the alternates, impacts to businesses and existing environment, and
coordination with agencies)
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Relevant sections of the draft document will be shared with members of the Focus Group
as they are reviewed by SHA and FHWA.

June 28, 2001

Review of engineering refinement studies

An overview of the Draft Environmental Assessment

Discussion on the upcoming Public Hearing

Concerns were raised by the Focus Group regarding the access management plan

It was announced that some of the volunteer fire agencies in the region were planning to
register their opposition to the location of a medina strip on US 1

It was announced that several smaller studies addressing sidewalks, utilities, and access
pint profiles were being preformed by SHA for the corridor

January 28, 2002

Summary of Team Recommendation Meeting

Discussion of new Half Bridge Interchange Option and new IKEA interchange
configurations

Request to investigate a “Florida-T” intersection at Cherry Hill Road

Concerns were raised about the safety of the median and bike lanes associated with the 4-
lane divided alternate

February 14, 2002

Presentation from an IKEA representative

Summary of feedback and comments from the Public Hearing

Update on study progress and engineering refinements and introduction of Half Bridge
Interchange Option at Cherry Hill Road

Discussion on improvements to Edgewood road to raise level-of-service

February 20, 2003

Business community meeting
Introduced and familiarized members with latest developments
Addressed Cheery Hill road and Edgewood Road intersections

February 21, 2003

Addressed study progress
Follow-up on Cherry Hill Road intersection improvement
Discussed traffic concerns

July 8, 2003

Addressed study progress
Addressed Cherry Hill Road and Edgewood Road intersections
Discussed feedback from previous meetings
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e Discussed schedule and next steps

May 10, 2004
e Presented new direction and schedule for remainder of the project
e Autoville Drive alignments retained for detailed consideration
e Discussed all intersection and interchange options
e Discussed development effects

C. PUBLIC MEETINGS

The following section provides a summary of the formal public involvement
meetings held by SHA.

1. Alternates Public Workshop

The Preliminary Alternates for US 1 were presented at an Alternates Public
Workshop held on November 4, 1999 at the College Park Community Center. The goals of the
workshop was to present the preliminary alternates developed for this study and receive input
from the public concerning support for or opposition to each alternate. Attendees were generally
supportive of the need for vehicular and pedestrian accommodations and although there was
vibrant community input for all of the alternates presented, there was no clear preference for a
specific alternate. Several participants questioned the safety of accommodating bicyclists on
US 1. Other issues included concerns for proposed impacts, access to and from businesses and
the number of business displacements. The Study Team received overwhelming interest for the

Cherry Hill Road Full Bridge Interchange Option.

2. Location/Design Public Hearing

Approximately 170 people attended the Public Hearing on June 27, 2001.
Seventy (70) individuals provided formal testimony. The comments collected, summarized

below, were assessed over the following months to determine which improvement options were

US 1 College Park - College Avenue to Sunnyside Avenue
Finding of No Significant Impact

-1V-8 -



favored by the community. This information was then utilized by the Study Team to make a
recommendation to the SHA Administrator.

Summary of Testimony and SHA Response
e Support for and against bike lanes — SHA noted that bike lanes are incorporated as part
of the typical section to improve accessibility and service for alternative modes of
transportation
e [Favorable reaction on the need for improved pedestrian safety — SHA noted that 5-foot
sidewalks are incorporated to provide improved accessibility and safety. Further, improved
signal timing and pedestrian crossing facilities have been included
e Concerns that congestion issues are not being adequately addressed — SHA noted that
congestion relief is not a central goal of this project. Capacity improvements are only
proposed at the Cherry Hill Road intersection. Additionally, the wider travel lanes and other
improvements will help improve traffic operations and safety
e Access management, parking and internal circulation were all issues concerning property
owners and customers — Access consolidation is a necessary component in the project’s goal
to improve safety in the corridor, however SHA maintains that every attempt will be made
during the design phase of the project to avoid impacts to property
e Concerns over property relocation, displacement and business disruption — SHA
maintains that every attempt will be made during the design phase of the project to avoid
impacts to property. If impacts are imminent, on-site relocation (signs, parking, etc.) will be
provided where possible and/or owners will be provided fair market value for their property
and relocation assistance
e Cost of underground vs. above ground relocation of utilities — Relocating utilities
underground is cost prohibitive. SHA expressed their willingness to pay a portion of the cost
to underground utilities up to the amount estimated to relocate utilities above ground.
e Most attendees favorably supported the safety and capacity improvements provided by
the proposed Cherry Hill Interchange — SHA noted that additional engineering refinements
and agency approval of the Cherry Hill Road Interchange Alternate were still required prior

to a selection.
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e Public preference for the 4-lane or 5-lane alternates was equally divided - SHA noted that
additional engineering refinements and agency approval of the Alternates were still required
prior to a selection. The Study Team will continue to meet with the project Focus Group for

their insight and recommendations for the remainder of the study.

A project brochure mailed to local residents and business owners and provided for
attendees at the Public Hearing, contained all relevant information regarding the proposed
alternates and SHA policies. Each brochure also included a prepaid postage comment card to
give all interested parties an opportunity to express their opinions regarding the project. Each
letter, comment card or other form of written communication received in response to the public
hearing is reproduced in the Citizen Correspondence section followed by SHA’s response at the

end of this document.

3. Public Information Meeting

An Informational Workshop was held on June 23, 2004 to present the latest
options developed to improve the intersection of US 1/Cherry Hill Road. The following

summarizes the comments received at this meeting:

Summary of Comments Received
e Most residents within the Autoville Drive community did not support the Autoville Drive
Options
e Business owners tended to favor the Mainline No-Build, Cherry Hill Road At-Grade No-
Build and Autoville No-Build or Autoville Drive Option C
e Concerns were raised regarding property impacts and displacements

e Many still support the Full-Bridge Interchange Option
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V. COMMENTS AND COORDINATION

This section includes letters, comment cards, and other correspondence
documenting the involvement of the public, elected officials, resource, review, and permitting

agencies throughout the study. The correspondence is grouped accordingly:

A. ELECTED OFFICIALS CORRESPONDENCE
B. AGENCY CORRESPONDENCE
C. CORRESPONDENCE FROM THE PUBLIC
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ELECTED OFFICIALS




Parris N. Glendening
Governor

4" - THE PRINCE GEORGE'S COUNTY GOVERNMENT

[ Maryland. ; rOfT : i n‘a-ﬂan N David L. Winstead
e )  (301) 952-3887 State Highway Administration Secralary
. . Parker F Williams
October ?::1, 1957 i County Council Administrator
i WALTER H. MALONEY

. Council Member, sz District

Er. Park:r Williams
aryland Department aof T ati ' '

State Highway Administraﬁ?:porutlon November 12, 1997
B. O. Box 717
Baitimore, Maryland  21203-0717

re :

‘ ‘! Rée: Project US 1,. Baltimore ‘Avenus The Honorajgle Walter I-E Maloney .
Dear Mr, Williams: Member, Prince George's County Council

i - o ; County Administration Building

I weuld like ta foll 14741 Govemor Oden Bowie Drive
the SHA  _our which tock pf:cgpigyciz:;:fim:geoggoﬁx gort%o:xmof Upper Marlboro MD 20772 ' ‘ o
::ﬁgftrhf” $one attention is being paid to the deterioratir s .
Seconda;‘; 5;2? 1, a: Teflected in Prince George's Lime 33 Dear Councilmember Maloney:
opment and Evaluation Program for FY 1839, L
et ‘ Thank you for your recent letter concerning our project planning evaluation for US 1,

Howev
racen:g;ugglg 520'5, 000 of the estimated $553,000 for a study to g our
-t piles of Route One appears in the budget vear from Paint Branch Parkway to Sunnyside Avenue in Prince George's County. You requested

1883 \ Pl
is ung,;fgr?:étrﬁtggtgd i'g ny r mar ks at your hearing, the study that we accelerate the planning phase for this project and extend the limits of the study to
Farkway,to Sunnyside A'\orenu:t portion of US 1 frem Paint Breach MDD 410 on the south and to Muirkirk Road on the north. Your continued interest in our
" ) \ - program and especially in improving the US 1 corridor traffic operations is appreciated.

5
1

I tﬁ-ge ¥you to speed u thisE 1 i '
che o 7598 bou to speed. f:,h oni Jmlﬁgnz;ogsggeggegliging in The US 1 project (from Paint Branch Parkway to Sunnyside Avenue) was added to
ETPRfDr tl}e project, and that you extend the scope of the fngzir fo plansing from FY 1998 trough I 2000, lanning rormal; akes spprorimtel .
© Routg J1C on the south and to Muirkirk road on the north. Y for planning from FY 1998 through FY 2000. Planning normally takes approximately two to

three years to complete. The cash flow shown for this project reflects funds needed to

Aproveis:ts in these areas is integral to any meaningful
complete the anticipated amount of work for each fiscal year. We will make every effort

solutiocn Yo the problems o be addressed in the proposed aiea,

As a Jus:!*ication, this extersion weuld ) . L o
g:iiiggi ;j';:éf:ecti'oﬁs "and to accommodate ;:Z;:rggng-‘“‘%i:}fgi Zlé'ﬁiﬁy during the planning phase to develop this project expeditiously.
< cven betore the puosch will have a devastatiag The current limits of this project are identified in the Prince George's County priority

effect ¢n US 1 even before the px Jisis] rovi
o Proposed survey is ¢ lete, T rth i
to mentiu- before any construction might takeyplacec.’ etar me ' list. Improvements on US 1 north of Sunnyside Avenue will be evaluated as part of our
. US I'MD 201 Extended project. :

A recent traffic survey along the US | corridor indicates traffic volumes decrease
significantly south of the University of Maryland. We aiso anticipate that the improvements
currently under construction at the US 1/MD 410 intersection will improve traffic operations

Very t

Welter H. Maloney

1-800-735-2258 Statewide Toll Free

sy, acy un
5 & G, Councl) Membor at this location.
Sg. T tig, District oOne i
E Y 4 Ny
My Enclosdy o |
5;'/:-?:” .,:‘;. -Q{E
ERN -'."f '.‘:[t;r
"ty - |
Couniy Administration Butlding— Upper Marlbore Maryland 20772 . My telephone number is — 416} S45-0400——
. ) ’ Maryland Relay Service for Impaired Hearing or Spaech

Mailing Address: P.O. Box 717 - Baltimore, MD 21203-0717
Street Address: 707 North Calvert Strest + Saltimore, Maryland 21202
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The Honorable Walter H. Maloney, Jr.
November ]2, 1997
Page Two

Again,' thank you for your letter. If you have any questions or comments regarding
the US 1 c?mdor, p!ea.se feel free to call me or Mr. Neil Pedersen, our Director of Planning
and Preliminary Engineering, who may be reached at 410-545-0411,

(sin
er F. Williams

- Administrator

€. Mr. Neil J. Pedersen, Director, State Highway Administration

‘r

8125 48th Avenue
Berkley Apts. #204
College Park, MD 20740

April 6, 1999

The Honorable Brian Moe
210 Lowe House Office Building
Annapolis, MD 21401

Dear Delegate Moe:

Would you please inform me of any efforts being made to improve the
traffie situation on U.S. Route 1 in the vicinity of the University of Maryland.
Any improvements in traffic flow and pedestrian safety made in this area
would be greatly benéficial for the University of Maryland.

The University of Maryland at College Park is the flagship institution
in the University system of Maryland. Many things are being done right now
to ensure the growth of this school as one of the premier research institutions
in the country. I feel that one sure way to improve the school would be to
make downtown College Park safer for pedestrians.

In my 4 years at this school I have seen the large volume of traffic on
Route 1 result in many backups for commuters. At times it seems that there
is a never-ending stream of cars on U.S. 1. Many times this leads to unsafe
situations for pedestrians as downtown College Park becomes dominated by

cars.

If something could be done to alleviate traffic I think students would
spend more time walking and shopping downtown. This would bring more
businesses to the area and make College Park more like a traditional college
town. In short, I think that reducing traffic on Route 1 is necessary for this
university to reach full potential.

Please let me know if I can assist you in any way in your examination
of this issue and the actions taken to improve the situation. Thank you for
your consideration of this letter and for your response.

Sincerely yours,
L

lan Carlsson
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M. Ian Carlsson et

8125 48th Avenue #204 Administator - -

College Park, MD 20740 State Highway Administration
Post Office Box 717

Dear Mr. Carlssomn: Baltimore, MD 21203-0717

Thank you for your letter of April 6, regarding your concems over traffic problems in the Dear Mr, Williams:
College Park area. It is good to know of citizens in the area who are willing to express their ideas and ‘
to get invalved. I am writing in response to your letter of February 14, 2000, regarding project planning for
Route One maffic concemns have been a priority with us for several years. In addition, several the US 1 - Collcge Park Sm.dy‘ Thank you for outlining the sta.'tus to date.

groups are currently working together to address the traffic problems in the area. The State Highway R L. R
Legislators from the 21st District met with ropresentatives of the State Highway

Administration, Prince George's County, the City of College Park, and the University of Maryland have
been working with a focus group of concerned area citizens and civic leaders for several months to
identify and address areas of specific concern. We have taken the liberty of forwarding your letter to
Mr. Neil Pedersen, Planning Director for the State Highway Administration, and are requesting hitn, by
copy of this letter, to respond to your concerns.

Thank you for the opportunity to be of service. Please let us know if we can help further.
We are sincerely,

;/jlff:/;';éﬁ;,-wzfr ‘ | QH—W)%/ % el

Arthut Dorman auline H. Menes

Senator Delegate
% 3‘“.
/ 7 I ? '#L
are A. Frus Brian R. Moe
Delegate Delegate
DM

ce: Neil Pedersen, SHA, Director of Planning

Administration, the City of College Park, and the University of Maryland College Park on March
1, 2000. At that meeting, the status and direction of the project were reviewed, and all present
agreed that project planning should go forward based upon that information.

Therefore, I am pleased to express the coneurrence of the Prince Geo'rge'sCounty House
Delegation to proceed with final project planniag for this US 1-College Park Study. Thank you for
the opportunity to comment. Pleaso koep us posted on the progress of this vital project.

Siocerety,

(

Rushem L. Baker, Il
. { bair '

201 Lowe House Qffice Buildiag - Asnapofis, Maryland 11401-1991
3018583674+ 41884153074 - Fax 3018583850 « 410-241-3850C



Parris N, Glendening -
Governor .

CITY OF GREENBELT, MARYLAND

25 CRESCENT ROAD, GREENBELT, MD. 20770-1886

John D, Porcari
Secratary

Parker F, Williams
Adminisiraor

. SH,K“ Maryiand Department of Transportation
i : State Highway Administration

March 20, 2000

The Honorable Rushemn 1, Baker, 111
Chairman, Prince George's County Delegation
Maryland House of Delegates

201 Lowe House Office Building

6 Governor Bladen Boulevard

Annapolis MD 21401-199]

Dear Deiegate Baker:

Thank you for your recent letter, on behalf of the Prince George's County House
Delegation, in which you cxpressed the Delegation’s concurrence on the US 1 College Park
Study. We appreciate the valugble input and interest you and the members of the 21® District
have shared with ths study team. As we progress through Stage IT of project planning, we will
keep you and the delegation informed of the status of the project.

Thank you again for your coordination of this impartant project planning study. We look
- forward to working with you, If you have any questions or comments, please feel free to contact
the Project Manager, Ms. Catherine Romero, at 410-545-8544 or Mr. Neil Y. Pedersen, our
Director of Planning and Preliminary Engineering, at 410-545-04] 1 or 1-888-204.-4828.

Parker F. Williams
Administrator

ce:  The Honorable Barbara Frush, Maryland House of Delegates
The Honorable Pauline Menes, Maryland House of Delegates
The Honorable Brian R. Mo, Maryland House of Delegates
Mr. Neil J. Pedersen, Director of Planning and Preliminary Engineering, State Highway
Administration .
The Honorable John D, Percari, Secretary, Maryland Department of Transportation
. Ms. Catherine Romero, Project Manager, State Highway Administration

My tefephons numbar is 410-545—0‘00 or 1-800-206-0770

Maryland Relay Servica for Impalfed Haaring or Speech
1-800-735-2258 Statewlds Toll Free

Mailing Addrass: PO, Box 717 Baltimore, MD ‘!1203-0717
Street Address: 707 Narth Calvert Straot » Baltimare, Maryland 21202
. . . TR LAl e
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April 14, 2000

CITY COUNCIL

Judith £, Dawis, Mayor

Alan Turnbull. Mayor Pra Tem
Edward V. J. Puigns

Rexiney M. Roberts

Thomag X White

Charlie K. Watkins, District Engineer
State Highway Adminjstration
9300 Kenilworth Avenue
G’reenbelt\, Maryland 20770
[
Dear Mr, W atkins:

The City is aware that a Project Planning Study is bein'g cnnc!ucted-w.l'l.ich covers us
Route 1 from Sunnyside Avenue to College Avenue, Welbeheve this study is an important
opportunity toward improving bicycle, pedestrian and vehicular traffic flow along this important

corridor.

i meeti belt City Council considered a request
At its regular meeting of March 13, 2000, thtl.=. Green. . :
from the Greenbelt Bicycle Coalition to support dedicated blcyclel IBJ:IES on ths section of US _
Route 1. As you know, the City has taken an active role in establishing dedicated bicycle lanes in

our City and promoting them eisewhere,

The Council supports dedicated bicycle lanes on US Route 1 and encourages their )
inclusion in the Planning study currently underway. These larfels-wo%lld prc_mdt_a access to t ed )
University of Mﬁryland, an important link to ather bicycle facilities, including Greenbelt Road an
an impetus for other links north and south on Route 1. ‘

Thank you in advance for your consideration and we look forward to working with you on
improving this key transporiation corridos.

Sincerely,

[, Sa‘q
Judith F. Davis
Mayor

A NATIONAL HISTORIC LANDMARK
(3.01) 474-8000 FAX: {301) 441-8248 TOD: (301 _474-2046 "
www.cil.greenbelt.md.us



MARYLAND GENERAL ASSEMBLY

TWENTY-FIRST DISTRICT CELEGATION

SRNATOR ARTHUN DORMAN REPLY TO:
DRLEEAYE PAULINE H. MENES April 25, 2000 DisTRIEY 21

DELEGATE BAREARA FRUSH 2147 ISTRICT DELECATION
wJoi! 7
[ “’F

DELFIATE BRIAN R. Mox 210 LOWE HOUBE OFFICE BULLOING
Parker F. Williawms, Admimistrator /|7(" pv!‘a'ﬂﬂ‘

ANNAPSLIE, MARYLAND RLACT-1om)

METON LINK (301 258-3118
ANNAPCLIE LINE ([410) 841-3) 14

State Highw:y Administration

707 Noxth Calver: Strest

Baltimore, Maryland 21202

Dear Mr. Williams: Oﬂu‘

This ycar the General Assembly found it to be in the best interest of the public for the State to include
enhanced wansportation facilities for pedestrians and bicycle riders as an essential component of the State’s
transportation systern, The new palicy of the state (HB 1147-2000) is that accesa to and use of transpartarion
facilities by pedestrians and bicycle riders shall be considered and best engineszing practices regarding the
needs of bicycles riders and pedestrians shall b epployed in all phases of wansportanon planning, including
highway design, construction, recanstruction, and repair as well as expantion mnd improvemnent of other
ansportation facilities.

1t is our frm request that you remember and incorporate the above cansiderations into the
plans for i : rovernents to U.S. Routs One. With all the concemns being voiced about congestion
1 this area, it makes good sense w support allemative means of ion and access for the public. We
hope we ¢zn count on your support for this program that can only have a positive outcoms for all concerned.

1f you bave any questions or: the legislation or if we may be of some further assistance, let us lmow,

It is always aur pleasurs to work with you

We are sincerely,

Arthiur Dorman Pauline H. Mcne.s

Senator, / Delegars ;i
‘: Barbara A, Frush ) l Brian R. Moc

Delegate Delegate

it ‘

c¢: Charlie Watkins
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MARYLAND GENERAL ASSEMBLY

TWENTY:FIRST DISTRICT DELESATION

SENATOR ARTHUR DORMAN REPLY TO:
DELEGATE PAULINE H. MENES Aprl 25, 2000 " DisTRicT 21
DELEGATE BARBARA FRUSH 2187 DISTRICT DELEGATION
DELEGATE BRIAN R. MQK 210 LOWE HOUSE OFFICE BUILBING
ARNARGUIS, MARYLAND 21401-1881
WASHINGTON LiNE <301) wn-a| 14
ANNAPOLIS LINE (410} Ba1.3114

The Henorable Michael J. Jacobs
Mayor, The City of College Park
and the City Councilmembers
4500 Knox Road

College Park, Maryland 20740

Dear Mayor Jacobs and Councilmembers:

This year the General Assembly found it to be in the best interast of the public for the State 10 intiude
enhanced transportation facilities for pedestrians and bicycle riders as an essential component of the State’s
transportetion system. The new policy of the state (HB1147-2000) is that access to ard use of transportation
facilities by pedestrians and bicycle riders shall be considered and best enginsering practices regarding the
needs of bicycles riders and pedesirians shall be employed in all phases of transportation planning, including
highway design, construction, reconstruction, and repair as well es expansion and improvement of other
transportetion facilities,

It is our firm request that you remember and incorporate the above considerations inta the
plans for improvements to U.S. Route One. With all the concerns being voiced about congestion
in this area, it makes good sense to support alternative means of transportation und access for the public. We
hope We can count on your support for this program that can only have a positive outcome for all concemed.

If you have any questions on the legisiation or if we may be of some further assistance, l&t us know.
it is always our pleasure to wark with you.

We are sincerely,

P
""}‘ Pauline H. Menes
Delegate
ﬁ,% — == P
Darbara A. Frush Brian R Moe
Delegate Delegate

jl i Ws
g '6 CWUJ



Parris N. Glendening

S‘H N Maryiand Department of Transportation Governcx
|y State Highway Administration ‘gohn D, Porcar
Parker F. Williams
Administrator

May 10, 2000

The Honorable Arthur Dorman
Senate of Maryland

116 James Scnate Office Building
110 College Avenue

Annapolis MD 21401-1991

Dear Senator Dorman:

’I'han'k you for your recent letter regarding the new State policy (HB 1147-2000) which
states that it is in the best interest of the public to include enhanced transportation facilities for
pedestrians and bicycle riders as an essential part of the State transportation system.
Accommodations for bicyclists and pedestrians are being considerad on State roadways in
Maryland. Most specific to your concerns, these accommedations are being considersd as part
of the Planning Study for US 1 in College Park as well as in design, construction, reconstruction,

"and repair projects along US 1 throughout the State. We appreciate your continued support of

this program.
Thank you again for your letter. If you have any questions, pleass feel free to contact me

or Mr. Neil J. Pedersen, our Director of Planning and Preliminary Engineering, who can be
reached at 410-545-0411 or 1-888.204-4828,

Sincerely,

A #mie/ gty

Parker F, Williams
Administrator

ce: Mr. Neil J. Pedersen, Director of Planning and Preliminary Engineering, State Highway
Administration

My tslephone number is _410-545-0400 or 1-§00-206-0770

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

Malling Address: PO, Box 717 = Baitimere, MD 21203-0717
Streat Addrass: TO7 North Calvert Straet » Baltimore, Maryland 21202
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HoOUSE OF DELEGATES

fl) ANNABOLIS. MARYLAND 21404
Aptu wz! a-n:nm-t .

se PIapar Raspaas
stare Jume 6, 2000

Mir. Johr Pocari, Secyetary RE: Bicycle-Pedcstrian Access for
Maryland Depargment of Transportazion US. Rout= ]

P.O.Box 8755

BWI Aizport, MD 212400755

Dear Secretary Pocari:

This letter comes 10 lend you our strongest cocouragement, as Sponsar and co-sponsors of
bicycle-pedesmian access legislation in the 2000 Session, o catry out the mandate to include dedicared
bicycle lanes in the improvement planning process for 1,5, Roue 1.

The successfl House Bill 1147, (Chapter £70) signad into law by Governor Glendening on
May 18,2000, eﬂabhshedmuth:pohcyoﬂhaSmsomeﬂmdwuldhmmedcrthcmds

ofbkychssmdpedgmmaﬂphnﬁufumqnmnnplmmg.

This law will become effective July 1, 2000, and so it is timely 1o the Stats Highway Administation's

cmmzsmdyofimpovmmkom 1 to incarporaiz bicycls and pedestrian consideratons
critical to the intent of the law is that SHA llythegamdwmkmﬁpvefmmmm

the linkage of bicycle routes along the Route 1 corder.

We apprecizie the complexity dmmmmmﬂmmmcmm a

traditional paradigm of public transparution, aad stand with you in the determination to kaep one's long-
range eye on the Improved environmental and traffic mitigacion results.

uly yo QM

W27

<cs 10; Parker Williams, AdminismatorCharlio Watkins, Distcict Enginser, SHA
Mayor Robinson of Bowije, Mayor Davis of Greegbet. Mayar Jaccbs of Callege Park
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SECRETARY
BECARTHENT 0¢ RuNsemTATy]
The Honorabie John Porcart
Secretxry
MD Department of Transportation
Poat OMce Box 3755

BWI Airpo 21240
Dear 5 H

1 join. my Houss collcagues, Delogates Pitkin, Conroy, ind Hubbard in writing to eniist your
suppon for the mandate to include dedicated bicyele lanes in the improvement planning process
for US Route 1. Tha successfil HB 1147 (Chpter 670) and SB 884 signed by Governor
Glendening on May 18, 2000, established that the State would consider tha needs of blcychlu
and pedestrians in all phases of transporttion planning.

Since ths new law will became effective July 1, 2000, it is aspecially critical that the Stute
Highwuy Administration provide linkage of bicycle routes along the Route 1 sorridar. If you
bave any questions, plsasc contact me. In advancs, thack you fur your artention to this mater.

Parris N, Glendening

Maryland Department of Tmnspodéﬂon Govemar

State Highway Administration John D. Porca
Parker F. Williams
Adminriatrater
June 7, 2000

The Honorable Arthur Dorman

Senate of Maryland

116 James Senate Office Building

110 College Avenue

Annapolis MD 21401-1991
Dear Senator Dorman:

This letter is to inform you of our upcoming mectings with property owners along US 1
in College Park from the Beltway to College Avenue, as described in the enclosure. The putpose
of these meetings is to receive feedback from property owners and renters on their specific issues
relative to the proposed roadway improvement concepts.

Letters were sent to all property owners and renters directly affected by the improvement
concepts. The enclosed flyer was hand delivered to businesses in the corridor.

Each meeting will begin with a short presentation that will provide an overview of the
project. Attendees will be assigned to small breakout groups according to their geographic
location within the corridor. Facilitators assigned to each group will listen to and record
concemns regarding operational and site-specific issues that the team should consider during the
development of alternatives.

Your continued involvement in the US 1 Coilege Park Study is appreciated, If you have
any questions, please feel free to contact Mr. Neil J. Pedersen, our Director of Planning and
Preliminary Engineering, who can be reached at 410-545-0411 or 1-888-204-4828, or
Ms. Cathetine Romero, the Project Manager, at 410-545-8544 or 1-800-548-5026.

Sincerely,
reelle, -
Parker F. Williams
Administrator
Enclosure )
cc: M. Neil I. Pedersen, Director of Planning and Preliminary Engineering, State Highway
Administration

My telsphons number is 410-545-040) or 1-800-206-0770
Maryland Relay Service for Impaired Haaring or Spesch
1-800-725-2258 Statewide Toll Fres

Malling Address: P.O. Box 717 » Baltimare, MD 212030717
Strest Address: 707 North Calvert Strast » Baitimore, Maryland 21202




Parris N, Glendening

Parris N. Glendening

June 7, 2000

The Honorable Michael J. Jacobs
Mayor

City of College Park

4500 Knox Road

College Park MD 20740

Dear Mayor Jacobs:

This letter is to inform you of our upcoming meetings with property owners along US 1
in College Park from the Beltway to College Avenue, as described in the enclosure. The purpose
of these meetings is to receive feedback from property owners and renters on their specific izsues
relative to the proposed roadway improvement concepts.

Letters were sent to all property owners and rentets directly affected by the improvement
concepts. The-enclosed flyer was hand delivered to businesses in the corridor.

Each meeting will begin with a short presentation that will provide an overview of the
project. Attendees will be assigned to small breakout groups according to their geographic
location within the corridor. Facilitators assigned to each group will listen to and record
concemns regarding operational and site-specific issues that the team should consider during the

development of alternatives.

Your continued involvement in the US 1 College Park Study is appreciated. If you have
any questions, please feel free to contact Mr. Neil J. Pedersen, our Director of Planning and
Preliminary Engineering, who can be reached at 410-545-0411 or 1-888-204-4828, or
Ms. Catherine Romero, the Project Manager, at 410-545-8544 or 1-800-548-5026.

Sincerely,

CPC:/«@LL/

Parker F. Williams

Administrator
Enclosure ]
oc: Mr. Neil J. Pedersen, Director of Planning and Preliminary Engineering, State Highway
Administration

My telephane number is

Maryland Relay Service for impaired Hearlng or Speach
1-800-735-2258 Statewide Toll Free

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

Maryland Depariment of Transportation Goeor Maryland Department of Transportation Goveror
State Highway Administration o, Porcaf State Highway Administration John . Porcar
f:;ﬁ:,’:.m\yilliams Edan?l(nelsrtriw\:v ams

June 7, 2000

The Honorable Wayne K. Curry
Prince George's County Executive
County Administration Building
Room 5032

14741 Governor Oden Bowie Drive
Upper Mariboro MD 20772-3070

Dear County Executive Curry:

This letter is to inform you of our upcoming meetings with property owners along US |
in College Park from the Beltway fo College Avenue, as described in the enclosure. The purpose
of these meetings is 1o receive feedback from property owners and renters o their specific issues
relative to the proposed roadway improvement concepts. ‘

Letters were sent to all property owners and renters directly affected by the improvement
concepts. The enclosed flyer was hand deiivered to businesses in the corridor.

. Each meeting will begin with a short presentation that will provide an overview of the
praject. Attendees will be assigned to small breakout groups according to their geographic
location within the corridor. Facilitators assigned to each group will listen to and record
concemns regarding operational and site-specific issues that the team should consider during the
development of alternatives,

Your continued involvement in the US 1 College Park Study is appreciated. If you have
any questions, please feel free to contact Mr. Neil J, Pedersen, our Director of Planning and
Preliminary Engineering, who can be reached at 410-545-0411 or 1-888-204-4828, or
Ms. Catherine Romero, the Project Manager, at 410-545-8544 or 1-800-548-5026.

Sincerely

Parker F. Williams

Administrator
Enclosure ‘
cc: M Neil ], Pedersen, Director of Planning and Preliminary Engineering, State Highway
Administration :

My telaphone numbaer ls _ $10-545-0400 or 1-B0{-206-0770
Maryland Relay Senvice for Impalred Hearing or Speech
1-800-735-2258 Statewide Toll Free

Malling Address: P.0, Box 717 « Baltimors, MD 21203-0717
Streat Addresa: 707 North Calvert Strest » Baltimars, Maryland 21202
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Maryland Depariment of Transportation Govarmor

The Sacretary’s Cifice Kathlasn ¥, dy T
L1. Gavernar
John D. Parcart
Secretary

Baverley I Swalm-Staley

Daputy Sacretary

Juiy 11, 2000

The Honorable Leo E. Green
Senate of Maryland

3123 Belair Drive

Bowie MD 20715-3198

Dear Senator Green:

Thank you for your recent letter requesting that dedicated bicycle lanes be considered in
the planning process for US 1. We appreciate your interest in providing for bicyclists and
pedestrians along this route.

The State Highway Administration (SHA) has been continually committed to studying
ways to safely accommodate bicyclists in this corridor. Since the beginning of the US 1
planning study in College Park, accommodation of pedestrians and bicyclists has been one of the
study’s goals. The cross-section of preliminary alternatives provided for the accommodation of
bicyclists with a 14-foor-wide outside curb lane concurrent with the traffic. During the course of
the study, the American Association of State Highway and Transportation Officials (AASHTO)
published its Guide for Development of Bicycle Facilities. According to AASHTO's design
criteria, wide curb lanes are usually preferred where shoulders are not provided, such as in
restricted urban areas. The wider lanes allow bicyclists more maneuverability when vehicles exit
driveways to enter the roadway, and are therefore safer in this context,

The study team has been working to accommodate bicycles using safe design
dimensions. Toward that end, we are discussing, with the community, the safety implications of
14- and 16-foot lanes to accommadate bicyclists. It is important, however, to understand the
sensitivity of the community to the different cross-sechons The business community along
US 1in College Park has been continually involved in the project; however, the business
community and the College Park City Council have been vocal in their concerns about impacts
to property and whether bicyclists should use US 1 or alternate routes. We will continue to work
with the community to build consensus on accormmodations for bicyclists and pedestrians, as
well as on aesthetic improvements in the corridor.

My imiephone number ia 310-865-100¢
Toil Frao Numbar 1-888-793-1414 TT¢.For iha Deat: (410) 8851342
Fout Cffica Box 8785, Baltimare/Washington Infternations! Alrpoert, Maryland 212400748

The Honorable Leo E. Green
Page Two

" Thank you again for your letter. If you have any additional questions or concerns, please
do not hesitate to contact Mr. Neil J. Pedersen, SHLA's Director of Planning and Preliminary

Engineering at 410-545-0411, 1-888-204-4828, or ppedersen@sha. sate mdys. He will be happy to
asgist you, Of course, you should always feel free to contact me directly.

Smcerely

oh.n D. Porcari
Secretary

cg:  Mr. Neil I Pedersen, Director of Planning and Preliminary Engineering, State Highway
Administration
Mr. Parker F. Williams, Administrator, State Highway Administration
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John O, Porcan
Secietary

Bavarlay K. Swaim-Staley
Deputy Secratary

Tuly 11, 2000

The Honorable Mary A, Conroy
Maryland House of Delegates
208 Lowe House Officz Building
6 Governor Bladen Boulevard
Annapolis MD 21401-1991

The Honorable James W. Hubbard
Maryland House of Delegates

208 Lowe House Office Building
6 Governor Bladen Boulevard
Annapolis MD 21401-1991

The Honorable foan B. Pitkin
Maryland House of Delegates
208 Lowe House Office Building
6 Governor Bladen Boulevard
Annapolis MD 21401-1991

Dear Delegates Conroy, Hubbard, and Pitkin:

 Thank you far your recent letter requesting that dedicated bicycle lsne_s be Fonsidered in
the planning process for US 1. We appreciate your interest in providing for Yicyclists and
pedestrians along this route.

The State Highway Administration (SHA) has been continually cgmmitted ‘o studying
ways to safely accommodate bicyelists in this corridor. Since the beg.innu_tg of the US 1
planning study in College Park, accommodation of pedestrians and bicyclists has been one of the
study's goals. The cross-section of preliminary alternatives provided for the accpmmodanon of
bicyclists with a t4-foot-wide outside curb lane concurrent with the tra._ﬁic. Dur'mg the course of
the study, the American Association of State Highway and Transportation Officials ’(AAS_HFO)
published its Guide for Development of Bicycle Facilities. According to AASITTO 5 dmflgn
criteria, wide curb lanes are usually preferred where shoulders are not provided, such as in )
restricted urban areas. The wider lanes ailow bicyclists more maneuverability when vehicles exit
driveways to enter the roadway, and are therefore safer in this context.

My tslaghone oumber 6 410-863-1000
Toll Fres Nurmbsr 1-384-713-{d14 TTY Far the Deaf: (410) 365.1342
foset Otflce Sax. 6756, BailliroraWashington Insrnationsl Airpon, Marylend 212420758

|O

The Honorabie Mary A. Conroy
The Honorabie James W, Hubbard
The Honorable Joan B. Pitkin
Page Two

The study team has been working to accommodate bicycles using safe design
dimensions. Toward that end, we are discussing, with the community, the safety implications of
14- nnd_lﬁ-fuot lanes to accommodate bicyclists, It is important, however, 1o understand the
sensitivity of the community to the different cross-sections. The business community along
US I in College Park has been continually involved in the project, however, the buginess
communrity and the College Park City Council have been vocal in their concerns about impacts
to property and whether bicyclists should use US 1 or alternate routes, We will continue to work
with the community to build consensus on accommaodations for bicyclists and pedestrians, as
well as on aesthetic improvements in the corridor,

Thfmk you again for your letter. If you have any additional questions or concerns, please
do not hesitate to contact Mr. Neil ], Pedersen, SHA's Director of Planning and Preliminary

Engin_eefing at 410-545-0411, 1-888-204-4828, or ppedersen@isha state md.ug. e will be happy
to assist you. Of course, you should always feei free 1o contact me directly.

:

Sincerely, /

/
J

n D. Porcard
ecretary

cc: M, Neit J, Pedersen, Director of Planning and Preliminary Engineering, State Fighway

Administration .
Mr, Parker F, Willtams, Administrator, State Highway Administration
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X\ Maryland Depariment of Transportation Coverer
5 State Highway Administration dahn 0. Poreari

& Secratary

Administrator
July 31, 2000

The Honorable Michael J. Jacobs
Mayor, City of College Park
4500 Knox Road

College Park MD 20740

Dear Mayor Jacobs:

Thank you for your recent letter endorsing the 16-foot outside lane for the US 1-College
Park Study. We appreciate the valuabie input and interest you and the members of the College
Pask City Council have continued to share with the study team,

As the US | College Park study progresses through Stage II of project planning activities,
we will keep you and the council informed on the status of the project and ook forward to any
comments or questions that you may have. We will alsc work with the business community
along US 1 to address as many of their issues as we can.

Thank you again for your coordination on this impartant project planning study, We look
forward to working with you. If you have any questions, please feel free to contact the Project
Engineer, Ms. Nicole Tunstall, at 410-545-8570 or toll free in Maryland at 1-800-548-5026,

Very truly yours,

i § fedtas

Neil J. Pedersen, Director
Office of Planning and

Preliminary Engineering

ccl Ms, Nicole Tunstall, Project Engineer, State Highway Administration

My teiephane nurber s #10-545-041] or 888-204-4828

Maryland Relay Sarvice for Impaired Hearing or Spesch
1-80C-735-2258 Statewide Toll Free

Mailing Address: £.0. Box 717 * Baitimors, MD 212030717
Stroet Address: 707 North Calvert Street « Baltimore, Maryland 21202

Parris N, Glendening

Parkar F, Williams

1]

The Honorable Michael I. Jacobs
Page Two

bee:

Ms. Billie Leeper, Administrative Assistant, State Highway Administration
(Item No.: 5059)

Ms. Cynthia D. Simpson, Deputy Director, State Highway Administration

Mr. Alan Straus, URS Greiner
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July 28, 2000

ereE

The Honorable Thomas R. Hendershot
Prince George's County Council
County Administration Building

14741 Governor Oden Bowie Drive
Upper Mariboro MD 20772

T
Dear Wmhot:

Thank you for your recent letter regarding the US 1/College Park Study, from Sunnyside
Averue to College Avenue in Prince George's County. We appreciate the input and interest you
and the members of the County Council have continued to share with the study team.

This year, through the new policy established in HB 1147, the General Assembly found it
to be in the best interest of the public for the State to include enhanced transportation facilities !
for pedestrians and bicyclists a3 an essential component of the State’s transportation gystem. .
Since the inception of the US 1/College Park planning study, bicycle accommodation has been -
included in the form of 2 14-foot outside curb lane. Early on, the study team followed the .
American Association of State Highway and Transportation Officials’ (AASHTO) guidelines,” {'.’
which required a 3-foot addition to the outsids curb lane as the minimum width for b
accommodating bicyclists on roadways in urban areas. This increased the curb lane from an
existing I1-foot lane to a propased 14-foot lane and impacted some of the right-of-way of the
businesses along US 1. New AASHTO guidelines indicate that, although & 3-foot bicycle lane
would accommodate bicyclists, 2 5-foot lane would accommodate them more safely. The study
team has conducted a technical review of the incremental impacts of the 16-foot lane as
compared to the 14-foot lane and found that there are no additiona] displacements and only
margina! increases in the actual land needed.

In your letter, you also suggested that the State Highway Administration (SHA)
accommodate bicyclists on parallel facilities such as Rhode Istand Avenue and the Paint Branch
bike path. While this suggestion hag merit, as part of its proposed improvement strategy, SHA
bas an obligation to take measures to safely accommodate the bicycles on US 1. Iunderstand
that a mesting with our project staff to brief you on the US 1 project is being scheduled.
Hopefully, these issues can be more thoroughly discussed at that meeting.

L aEEEEme - v

My talsphone number le 410-888-1000
Toll Fres Number 1-888-T13-1 414 TTY For the Deat: {$10] 885-1342
Bost Office Box 8755, Baltimora/Washington inismational Alrport, Meryland 212400756

The Honorable Thomas R, Hendershot
Page Two

Thank you again for your letter. If you have any additional questions or concerns, please
o not hesitate to contact Mr. Neil J. Pedersen, Director of Planning and Preliminary Engineering
for the State Highwsy Administration at 410-545-0411, 1-888-204-4820 or, via email, at ‘
Ipé : . He will be happy to assist you. Of course, you should atways fee!k

free to contact me directly. oo
Sineerdly, ./ ’ th A a7
’ ¢ X" H
wist PeaT 1SS
" John D, Porcari Me‘_‘ 155 - 71’)“/
Secrotary
cc: M. Neil J. Pedersen, Dirsctor of Planning and Preliminary Engineering, State Highway
Administration ‘

Mr. Charlie K. Watkins, District Engineer, State Highway A.dl:nin_is'traﬁon
Mr, Parker F. Witliams, Administrator, Stats Highway Administration
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Parris N. Glandani
Maryland Department of Transporiation Govmer g
The Sacrstary's Office Kathisen Kannady Towneend ' “The Honorable Thomus R, Hendershot
Jahn D, Porcant Page Two
Becratwry .
Bavariey K. Sval . . . . .
. n::uw ?wam i iy Thank you again for your letler, |I'you have any additional questions or concems, please
October 30, 2000 do not hesitate 1o comtact Mr, Neil Podersen, SHA's Deputy Administrator for Planning and
Enginccring at 410-545-0411, 1-888-204-4828 or, via email, at npedersen@sha.state.nd.us, He
will be happy to assist you. Of course, you should always feel free to contact me directly.

The Honorable Thomas R. Hendershot ‘ Sincercly, <

Prince George's County Councilman ' o

County Administration Building ) ) ‘ o

Upper Murlboro MI} 20772 U J

o T : Jotn b, Porcai
Dear CounciWrshet: . {Secretary
Thank you for your recent leiter regarding Bailimore Avenuc (US t) betwcen the Capital ‘ ' oc: The Honorablc Arthur Dorman, Senate of Maryland
Beltway und the Unjversity of Maryland's North Gale. The Honorable Barbara Frush, Maryland House of Delegates
. : Sy . The Honorabic Paulinc Menes, Maryland House of Delepates
The State Highway Administration’s (SHA) study tcam, which includes reprosentutives The Honorable Brian Moe, Maryland House of Delegates
from Prince George's County, the city of College Park and the University of Maryland, have Mr. Neil 1. Pedersen, Deputy Admiinistralor, State Highway Administration
been working over the past year (o refinc the engineering delails associated with several potential M. Parker F. Williams. Administrator, State Highway Administration

improvement alternatives. One alicrmative that remains is to reconstruct US | ag a 4-lane,
divided highway with limited widening only at key interscctions. Since the beginming ol the
study, tiwe median widih has becn set at a design minimum of 16 feet. 'While the focus of

- continuing studies is Lo reduce the impacls of the proposed ultemnatives, [ do have concern about
the ultimate safety of the road if the 16-foot raised median is not retained. The 16-foot median
provides some very important safety and traflic movement features, including the necessary
width for left-turning and U-tumning vehicles and a sale hatbor area for vehicles tuming onto
US i from roadside businesses or other public sirects. [n addition, it provides a healthy
environment for trees that will give US 1 a softer, boulevard fecl.

As you know, the UJS 1-College Park improvement study presents multiple challenges,
both in terms of resolving, 10 the greatest extent possible, the traffic operations on the existing
rondway and improving the aesthetics of the corridor. We remain commiited (o creating a
functional lransportation corridor for those who utilize US 1. At the samc time, these studics
have, and will continuc to focus on minimizing the impacts of the various alternatives. The
study tcam is continuing its evaluation of variable roadway seclions, alignment shifts, slope
variations and retaining walls in an attempt to savc valuable right-o way, parking arcas and
dircet impacts to the corridor's busincases. We are confident that the number of building
displacements can be reduced. “The business displacements identificd thus far are not soleiy the
result of the provisions for on-road bicycles, just as the wider outside curb lzne addg width to the
roadway section, it is 8 component of the right-of-way needs. No single feature of the proposed
roadway is responsible for the displacements, including the 16-foot median.

Iﬁ talaphone aumber la 410-885-1000
Tolt Fres Numbser 1-888-713-1414 TTY For the Dead: (410) #85- 1242
Post Olfice Box 8755, B. [ lonal Alrport, Maryland 212400755
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Parris u. Glandening

Maryland Department of Transportation . The Honorsble Arthur Dorman
The Secratary’s Cifics m-n Kannady Townssnd ‘ The Honorable Barbara A, Frush
:::“""“ : : The Honorabls Pauline H. Menes
::”“'“" ‘ : The Honorable Brian R. Moe
Boverley K. Swaim-staley . PageTwo
Deputy Seorata
December 5, 2000 v

Thank you again for your letter. If you have any additional questions or concerns, please
do not hesitate to contact Mr. Neil J. Pedersen, Deputy Administrator for Planning and

The Honorable Arthur Dorman : ‘ Engineering for the Stare Highway Administration at 410-545-0411, 1-888-204-4820 or, via

Senate of Maryland : . email at npedersen@sha state.md.us. Ho will be happy to assist you. Of course, you should

116 James Senate Office Bulldmg . always feel free to contact me directly.

110 College Avenue . ’

Annapolis MD 21401-1991 . . Sincerely,

The Honotable Barbara A. Frush . .

Maryland House of Delegates - ‘

3019 Chapel View Drive . ) ‘ . Porcari

Beltsville MD 20705-3429 ) . ' ecmary

The Henorable Pauline H, Menes : cc:  The Honorable Wayne Curry, Prinfe George's County Executive

Maryland House of Delegatea ‘ - ‘ The Honorable Thomas Hendershot, Prince Georga's County Council

210 Lowe House Office Building ’ ‘ " The Honorable Michae! Tacobs, Mayor, Ciry of College Park

6 Governor Bladen Boulevard : . Mr. Neil J. Pedersen, Deputy Administrator for Planning and Enginecring, State Highway
* Armapolis MD 21401-199) ) . Administration

A Mr. Patker F, Williama, Admtmstrahor, State Highway Administration
The Henorable Brian R, Moe
Maryland House of Delegates
15409 Straughn Drive
Laurel MD 20707.2548

Dear Senator Dorman and Delegates Frush, Menes, and Moe: .

Thank you for your recent letter endorsing a multiple level interchange at Baltimore
Avenue and Cherry Hill Road in College Park. We appreciate the input and interest you have
continued to share with the study team. -

The Department recognizes the degree of congestion at the Cherry Hill Road intersection.
As part of the US 1-College Park Smdy wo are looking at an interchange option to 1mprov= .
traffi¢ flow at that location. We anticipate ptuenung this option.at a public hearing in the Spring : -
of 2001. Following the public hearing, we will be in a position to seclect an altemnative,

As we make decisions regarding additional project phases to add to the Consolidated
Transportation Program, we will consider your recommendation to break out and advance the
interchange at US 1 and Chen-y Hill Road.

My isdaphons number (s 410-585-1000
Tall Free Number 1-888-713-1414 m For the Dul {410) 885-1342
Foat Office Box §755, BaltmoreW, @ M rriational Alrport, H-rrl-nd 212400733 ! L‘




THE PRINCE GEORGE’S COUNTY GOVERNMENT

(301) 952-3060
THOMAS R. HENDERSHOT
Councllman

3rd Dhistrict

June 18, 2001

Alan Straus

Maryland Department of Transportation
State Highway Administration

P.O.Box 717

Baltimore, MD 21203-0717

Dear Alan:

Unfortunately, I am unable to attend the public hearing on June 27, because I will be out
of town attending the Maryland Municipal League convention. As my office indicated to you, I
am very interested in Route 1, and I appreciate your offer to brief me on the hearing when I
return. Please call my office to arrange a time convenient for you.

1t is important to me to make some comments for the record. First, let me say, I was very
impressed with the way your team conducted the study, You kept an open mind and listened to
all comments from members of the Focus Group and investigated their ideas when appropriate. |
am particularly pieased that you have reduced the numnber of businesses that will be impacted,

Please note that I expect State Highways to treat the businesses fairly. T want to make
sure that they are paid a fair market price for their property, along with sufficient relocation
allotment to cover all their expenses, where appropriate. Flease do net “nickle and dime™ these
people.

As [ have indicated io you and Secretary Poracari, I am opposed to sixteen-foot bicycle
lanes along Route 1 as currently proposed. I feel widening the 10 to 11 foot right-of-way to
fourteen or sixteen fest will impair too many small businesses. The taking will cause loss of
parking spaces to the detriment of commeree. I support opportunities for bicyclists to operate
for recreation or for primary transportation purpeses. However, 1 believe this ought to be
accomplished without widening Route 1 in a way that impairs business sither by displacement or
right of way acquisition. I believe there are alternatives, to include the Paint Branch bike path,
one at Rhode Island Avenue and others. Also, bike aceess to various centers on Route 1, for
students and others, can be accomplished without burdening small business.

County Administration Building - Upper Marlboro, Maryland 20772 @

Alan Strauss
June 18, 2001
Page 2

The public policy promise of bicycle transportation as a substantial iransit alternative is
questionable at best. 1t is not clear that benefits are sufficient to justify impairing a smal!
business owner’s investment, earnings and/or retirement, not to mention that of his employecs.
Equally important, I believe bicycle lanes along Route 1 may pose a significant safety hazard for
both cyclists and motorists. I urge that SHA reconsider its thinking on this issue.

Finally, I would offer my full support for the multiple leve] interchange at Route 1 and
Cherry Hill Road. In my opinion this is esgential to the Route 1 project. In fact, I would like to
see the Cherry Hill intersection done first since this intersection is so dangerous,

Thank you for considering my views and those of my constituents.

Best regards,
Thomas R. Hen ot
Councilman

Y



g:::i:ly' Glendsning The Honorable Thomas R. Hendershot

Maryland Department of Transportation

. ., . : Page Two
State Highway Administration John D Porcari
Parker F. Williams . ) ]
Administrator Thank you again for your interest in the US 1 ~ College Park Study. Again, you should

hea{ from Alan shortly to set up a meeting with you and members of your staff. If you have any
additional questions or concems, please do not hesitate to contact Alan at 414-785-7220, or

The Honorable Thomas R. Hendershot N ) , -
Nicole Washington, the Project Engineer at 410-545-8570.

Prince George's County Government
Councilman, 3 District

County Administration Building - Very tmly yours,
Uppet Marlboro MD 20772

Dear Counciiman Hendershot:
- Neil J. Pedersen
Thank you for your recent letter regarding the US 1- College Park Study, from Sunnyside Deputy Administrator for
Avenue to College Avenue in Prince George’s County, We are pleased to hear of your interest Planning and Engineering

in the US 1 project and are looking forward to meeting with you to discuss the study’s
progression as well as address any concerns or comments you may have, Alan Straus, the
project manager, will be in touch with you shortly to set up a meeting.

cc:  Mr. Alan Straus, URS Corporation
Mr. Douglas H. Simmons, Director, Office of Planning and Preliminary Engincering,

State Highway Administration

Your opposition to the 16-foot wide outside curb line to accommodate bicycles on US | Ms, Cynthia Simpson, Deputy Director, Office of Planning and Preliminary Engineering,
is noted. Further, your support of the interchange improvements at Cherry Hill Road and US 1 State Highway Administration :
has also been noted for the record. As you know, the SHA is currently considering three : Ms. Nicole Washington, Project Engineer, Project Planning Division, State Highway
alternatives. They include the No-Build, the 4-Lane Divided Reconstruction Alternative, and the Admml%!nhon i . . .
5-Lane Undivided Reconstruction Alternative. A final decision on a selected alternative will be Mr. Charlic Watkins, District Engineer, District 3 State Highway Administration
made later this Fall based on the feedback received from the Public Hearing held on June 27,
2001.

The US 1 improvement study presents multiple challenges, both in terms of resolving to
the greatest extent possible the traffic operations on the existing roadway and the aesthetic
enhancements of the corridor, We remain committed to working through these studies in an
effort to create a safe and vibrant transportation corridor for those who travel through, patronize
businesses within, walk and bicycle on, and live nearby US 1. At the same time, these studies
have, and will continue to, focus on minimizing the impacts the various alternatives presented to
the corumunity. Please be assured that all property owners will be fully compensated under
provisions of federal and state law associated with the displacement of businesses by roadway

projects.

My telephona number is

Maryland Relay Satvice for Impaired Hearlng or Speech
1-800-735-2258 Statewide Toll Free

Mailing Addr-u_:. P_.p._BPx 717 + Baltimore, MD 212030717 l (o



<IIy OF COLILEGE PARK, MARYI AND HOME OF THE UNIVERSITY OF MARYLAND

Office of the Mayor
and
Ciry Council

Mayor -

Michael J. Jacobs
7313 Sweetbriar Drive
301-345-1847

Council Members

District 1
Donald L. Byrd
5101 Iroquois Street
301-345-1983

Mark D. Shroder
4909 Muskogee Street
301-220-1450

District 2
Robert T, Catlin
8604 495 Avenue
301-345-0742

John E. Perty
4809 Osage Strect
301-345-7526

Distriet 3
Stephen A Brayman
7604 Sweetbriar Drive
301-345-2547

Eric C. Olson
4701 Drexel Road
301-864-3770

District 4
Peter ). King
3413 Dwke Street
301-535-3781

Alan Wanwck
9202 Wofford Lane
301-9352838

June 21, 2001

Alan Straus, Project Manager
Project Planning Division,

Mail Stop C-301

State Highway Administration
P.O.Box 717

Baltimore, Maryland 21203-0717

Re:  U.S. Route 1 College Park
Comments Location/Design Public Hearing
June 27, 2001

Dear Mr. Straus:

The City of College Park has been actively involved in the U.8. Route 1
Planning Project from its inception. Elected officials have served on the
State Highway Administration’s (SHA's) Route 1 Focus Group along with
members of the College Park business and residential community and City
staff participated on the multi-agency Route | Planning Team. Indeed, it
was the City’s 1995 Comprehensive Plan that provided the vision and the
impetus for thiz study,

The primary purpose of this letter is to reaffirm the City’s previously stated
position of December 20, 1999, in which the City in a joint letter with the
University of Maryland supported the construction of the 4-lane

divided alternative with center median; the aption of the grade separated
interchange at Cherry Hill Road and Route 1; and the relocation of utlllty
lines underground.

Four-Lane Divided Reconstruction:

The City supports this alternative as providing a significantly safer as well as
a visually attractive gateway to College Park and the University of
Maryland.

ill R
The City endorses this option as a creative solution to improving safety and
tevel of service at one of the City’s worst intersections.

4500 Knox Road + College Park, Maryland 20740 4 301-864-8666 4 Facsimile: 301-699-8029

[?

Relocation of Utility Lines Underground
The City believes the elimination of utility poles along the corridor to be of

paramount importance in improving the aesthetic environment of Route 1.
The City is currently exploring cost sharing strategies and alternate sources
of funding,

Additionally, the City reaffirms its position in support of sixteen-foot outside
travel lanes, providing for five-foot striped bicycle lanes as part of Route

1"s reconstruction. This is in keeping with the Preliminary College Park
U.S. I Corridor Sector Plan & Praposed Sectional Map Amendment and the
City's vision of a pedestrian and bicycle friendly “Main Street”,

For the record, the City is submitting the attached comments/corrections of
the Draft Environmental Assessment.

Thank you for the opportunity to provide comments on the design and
location of proposed Route 1 improvements and the project’s Environmental
Document.

Stncerely,

ichael J. bs,
Mayor, City df College Park

cc: 21" Delegation
Arthur Dorman
Pauline H. Menes
Barbara Frush
Brian Moe
John D. Potcari, Secretary, MDOT
Wayne Curry, County Executive



Comments on Draft Environmental Assessment
TS 1 College Park

1) The Veteran's Memorial is property of the City of College Park not
Prince George’s County Diepartment of Parks and Recreation, (Page
5-9)

2 ) There is a discrepancy between the text and Table 5-1 concerning the
number of businesses to be displaced by the 4-lane divided
alternative (ten vs eleven).

3) The text indicates that three of the six business displacements
required for the Cherry Hill Grade Separated Interchange Option
would be displaced in both the build alternatives. Table 5-1 does not
substantiate this, indicating only that 6 businesses would be displaced
by the interchange, leading the reader to assume that these are six
additional businesses.

4) The text indicates that the project is consistent with the transportation
element of the 1989 Approved Master Plan for Langley Park-College
Park- Greenbelt and Vicinity (Page S-5) yet also notes on page II-11
that the Master Plan proposed widening US 1 to a six-lane arterial
from MD 410 to Circle Drive, in contrast to what is being proposed
by the project which is not intended to increase capacity.

5) Page S-IT‘inaccurater refers to an Update of the US 1 Sector Plan.

6) Page II-1 indicates bus shelters are lacking along U.S. 1. Infacta
number of bus sheiters have recently been installed and are
maintained afong U.S. 1 as a result of the City’s agreement with a
private company. ’

7) The document should make mention of Prince George's County “The
Bus"” routes proposed for the project area. {(Page IT1-11)

8) The document should include the Washington Post as a major
employer. (Page IlI-14)

9) The document should make mention of the proposed Greenbeh
Station development. (Page I11-15)

10) It is incarrect to state that the City’s Comprehensive Plan was
developed in accordance with the requirements of the 1589 Langley
Park, College Park and Greenbelt Master Plan (Page III-16).

18

Comments Page 2,

11) The future land use map shown should reflect mixed use along the
U.S. Route | corridor {including proposed regidentia] development).

(Figure I11-5)

12} The body of the text where the two build alternatives are described
is inconsistent with the information provided in the summary
section. The outside lanes are incorrectly described as fourteen feet
wide on page IV-10 instead of sixteen feet which is to include a five-
foot striped bicycle lane,

13) Reference is made to the Maryland Coliseum on page V- 9; this
reference is unclear.

14) The joint City/University position of December 20, 1999 should be
inctuded in the Environmental Assessment, Section VI. Comments &
Coordination.

15) The Prelimi P idor Sector Pl
i >3 support of the four-lane divided

teconstruction of Route 1 and the Cherry Hill Grade Separated

Interchange should be noted in the Environmental Assessment.



Parris N, Glendening

Maryland Department of Transportation Sovemer
State Highway Administration John D. Porcari

Secretary
Parker F. Witliams

Administrator

August 27, 2001

The Honorable Michaet J. Jacobs
Mayor, City of College Park
4500 Knox Road

College Park MD 20740

Dear Mr. Jacobs:

Thank you for your interest in and comments on the US 1-College Park Project Planning
Study. The study team has noted your corments on the Environmental Assessment and will
make the necessary comrections. Public input is an integral part of the Project Planning and
Highway Development Processes. Your opinion as well as those on behalf of the citizens of
College Park have been entered into the public record and we look forward to your continued
involvement as the study proceeds.

Your support in favor of the 4-Lane Divided Alternative along with the Cherry Hill
Interchange improvernents has been noted for the record. As you know, the other options being
studied by the Marylard State Highway Administration (SHA) include the 5-Lane Undivided
Reconstruction Alternative and the No-Build. A final decision on the selected alternative wiil be
made [ater this Fall based on the feedback received from the Public Hearing held on June 27,
2001.

To reaffirm, both the 5-Lane and 4-Lane Alternatives include 11-foot left lanes and 16-
foot right lancs, as well as continuous sidewalks on both sides of the roadway. The 16-foot
lanes, which would accommodate both vehicular and bicycle traffic, were designed to estabtish
safe and efficient bicycle access along US . Moreover, the five-foot sidewalks on either side of
the roadway were designed to meet another goal of this study, the safe accommodation of
pedestrian activity,

Further, there have been several requests from US 1 stakeholders to consider burying the
overhead utilities underground. As you know from your experiences, burying utilities is a very
expensive undertaking. SHA has and will continue to work with you and the City of College
Park along with other agencies to study finding opportunities to reocate the utilities.

My tglephone number is

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

Malling Address: .0, Box 717 + Baltimore, MD 21203-0717
Strest Address: 707 North Calvert Strest » Baltimore, Maryland 21202

The Honorable Michael 1. Jacobs
Page Two

Thank you again for your interest in the US 1-College Park Study. If you have any additional
questions or concerns, please do not hesitate to contact me at 410-785-7220, or Nicole Washington, the
Project Engineer at 410-545-8570.

Very truly yours,

Cynthia D. Simpson
Deputy Director

Office of Planning and
Preliminary Engincering

Ao H S

Alan Straus
Project Manager

cc: Mes. Nicole Washington

14



Parris N, Glandening

Maryland Department of Transportation ' Govemor
State Highway Administration Socrmy o
Parker F. Williams
Administrater
December 4, 2001
The Honorable Wayne K. Curry
Prince George's County Executive

14741 Governor Oden Bowie Drive
Upper Marlboro MD 20772

Dear County Executive Curry:

Thank you for your recent letter regarding the US 1, College Park Corridor Study. Your
letter indicates your preference for the four lane divided alternative, the Cherry Hill Road option,
and the underground placement (or more attractive design) of relocated overhead utilities. Your
continued support of iransportation improvements is appreciated.

Your preference for the four-lane divided (median) alternative will be considered as part
of the alternative selection process. Yoiu also stated that you would like us to separate and
expedite the construction of the Cherry Hill Interchange option. Once & final decision has been
made on the selected afternative and funding is put in place, we can determine a possible
schedule to break out the Cherry Hill Interchange option.

You also express interest in relocating the utilities underground throughout the US 1
Corridar. It is not the Maryland Department of Transportation’s policy to provide funding for
the relocation of utilities underground. The estimated cost of completing this task is in excess of
$40 million. If funding were provided by others—including the University of Maryland, the City
of College Park, and Prince George's County—to cover the cost differential between relocating
the utilities above or below ground, we may be able to consider this option further during the
design phase. We will also investigate the design of the relocated overhead utilities to make
them as inconspictious as possible.

410-545-0400 or 1-800-206-0T770
My telaphone number is

Marytand Relay Sarvice for Impalred Hearing or Spesch
1-800-735-2258 Stetewlde Toll Frae

Malling Address: P.O. Box 717 + Battimore, MD 212030017

20

The Honorable Wayne Curry
Page Two

Thank you again for }oin coordination of and interest in this important project planning
study. We look forward to working with yow. . If you have any additional questions, plcase feel
free to contact me or Mr. Neil J. Pedersen, Deputy Administrator for Planning and Engineering,

cc: M. Neil J, Pedersen, Deputy Administrator for Planning and Engineering, State Highway
tonisiration

LIS A W Al eree R e L e ¢ 4



The Honorable Wayne K. Curry
Page Three -

bee:

Dale G. Coppage, P.E., Deputy Director

Ms. Barbara Holz, Deputy Chicf Administrative Officer

Ms. Betty Hager Francis, Director, Prince George’s County Department of Public
Works and Transportation :

The Honorable John D. Porcari, Secretary, Maryland Department of Transportation

Ms. Irene Redmiles, Facilities Planning, University of Maryland-Coltege Park

Ms. Nanette Schicke, State Legislative Officer, Maryland Department of Transportation

Ms. Terri Schum, Director of Planning, City of College Park

Mr. Douglas H. Simmons, Director of Planning and Preliminary Engineering, State
Highway Administration

M. Alan Straus, Project Manager, URS Corporation

Mi. Charlie K. Watkins, District Engineer, State Highway Administration

Mr. Chris Weber, Project Manager, State Highway Administration

2\

City of College Park
Office of the Mayor
and City Council

4500 Knox Road
College Park, MD 20740
301-864-8666
Facsimile; 301-698-8029

Mayor

Stephen A, Brayman
7604 Sweetbriar Drive
301-345-2547

Counctl Members

Dlstrict 1

John M. Krouse
9709 53+ Avenue
301-345-1242

David L. Milligan
4902 lroquols Street
016139730

District 2
Rabert T. Catlin
8604 49* Avenue

301-345-0742

Johin E. Perry
4809 Osage Strest
301-345-7526

Digtrict 3

Andrew M. Fellows
3807 Bryn Mawr Road
301-441-8141

Eric C. Olson
4701 Drexel Road
301-864-3770

Diatrict 4
Karen E. l-iamptun
9222 §t. Andrews Place
301-9355810

Joseline Pefin-Melnyk
9011 Gettysbirg Laoe
301-935-5153

Tuly 27, 2004

Mr. Neil J. Pedersen

Administrator

Maryland State Highway Administration
707 North Calvert St.

Baltimore, MD 21202

Diear Mr. Pedersen:

On July 13, 2004, the College Park City Council passed a resolution requesting the
Maryland State Legislature and State Highway Administration fully fund design and
engineering of improvements along Route 1, Baltimore Avenuc, in College Park in
the Fiscal Year 2006 Consolidated Transportation Program. The improvements
would begin north of Cherry Hiil Road at the Interstate Route 95/495 interchanges
and end at College Avenue,

As you know, the Maryland State Highway Administration has performed an
extensive planning study for improvements, which will enhance the safety of both
pedestridns and drivers. On July 29, 2004, the Route | Project Team will meet to
recommend an option for the intersection of Cherry Hill Road and Route 1, which
wili be gent to you, The City would like thig project to advance to the design and
engineering phase, and your timety decision on the Cherry Hill Road and Route i
intersection is crucial for receiving in the Fiscal Year 2006 Consolidated
Trapsportation Program. College Park is working with state and county
representatives to ensure funding, which is dependent upon the finalization of the
planning study. These improvements are critical to enhancing the quality of life and
the continued vitality of College Park.

Thank you for your considetation of this matter.

Ce: Nicole Washington Harvey Muller Dennis Atking
Alan Straus Cicero Satles Mike Bailey
Faramarz Mokhtari Majid Shakib Charlie Watkins

Home of the University of Maryland



04-R-22

- RESOLUTION
OF C OF CITY COLLEGE
MARYLAND,TQ REQUEST THAT THE STATE LEGISLATURE AND STATE
HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION ADVANCE THE SCHEDULE OF FUNDING
FOR IGN EN FORR 1 IMPROVEMENT!
CURRENTLY INCLUDED IN THE STATE’S CONSOLIDATED
TRANSPORTATION PROGRAM TO FISCAL YEAR 2006

" WHEREAS, the State of Maryland Department of Transportation hag developed
a Consolidated Transportation Program (CTP) for the purpose, among other things, of
design, engineering, construction and maintenance of state owned rights of way; and

WHEREAS, a portion of Route 1, Baltimore Avenué, which runs through the

" -City of College Park, beginning north of Cherry Hill Road at t.hc Interstate Route 95/495

imterchanges and ending at College Avenue, has been included in the CTP, initia!iy for
planning, and now for design and engineering, to identify and implement needed
improvements; and

WHEREAS, the design and engineering for Route ] improvements included in
the CTP has not -yct been funded; and

WHEREAS, the improvements recommended for Route 1 are necessary and
immediate to the health and welfare of those operating vehicles ;mci bicycles on the road,
and pedestrians, many of whom are residents of the City of College Park; and

WHEREAS, the current poor condition of Route 1 in College Park has
contributed to the death of at least five pndcstnans within the last several vears; and

WHEREAS, the Mayor and Council have determined that it is in the interest of

the health and welfare of City residents to request that funding for the design and

' engineering of Route | improvements be included in the budget for fiscal year 2006.

72

04-R-22

NOW THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, that the Mayor and City Council of
College Park dp hereby formally 'request that the <_1esign and engineering for
improvements on Route |, as currently provided for in the CTP, be funded in full by the
State legislature, arid that authority be given to proceed with said design and engineering,
in fiscal year 2006. o

ADOPTED by the Mayor and Council of the City of College Park, Marytand at &

regular meeting on the 13" day of July, 2004,
EFFECTIVE the . day of July, 2004,

APFROVED AS TO FORM
. ANDLEGAL SUFFICIENCY:




-
]

Robert L. Ebrlich, Jv., Governor

Robwrt L. Flanagen, Secretary
Michaal 3, Steele. 2¢, Governor

Nell J. Pederssn. Admintatrator

Sl I s 3 Driten lg farel

Adminlétration
Maryfand Department of Transportation

August 31, 2004

The Honorable John A. Giannetti, Jr.
Senate of Maryland

122 James Senate Office Building
110 College Avenue

Annapolis MD 21401-1991

. LY,
DwWﬁ

] Thank you for recently meeting with State Highway Administration (SHA) officials to
discuss the selection of an alternate for the US 1 College Park Project Planning Study. I believe
that we had a productive discussion and have decided on a selected alternate for US 1.

US_1 Mairline Selected Alternate;

The SHA has selected the 4-Lane Divided alternate, which runs from Sunnyside Avenue
to College zl&venuc. Under this alterate, US 1 would be reconstructed as a 4-lane divided
toadway, with two 11-foot inside travel lanes and two 16-foot outside travel lanes to

accomimadate on-street bicyclists (in each direction), separated by a 16-foot, raised grass median,

The 'n3edian would narrow to 4 feet at intersections to accommodate left and U-mirning vehicles,
Addmcmlal features of the alternate include either a 6-foot landscaped area with street trees or a
2-foot brick-paved area, and 5-foot sidewalks in each direction.

) Under the selected alternate, there would be improvements to the US l/Edgewood Road
intersection and the I-495/Capital Beltway ramps. In order relieve congestion at Edgewood
Road, it is necessary to realign the Capital Beltway loop ramp that provides access to northbound
US 1. Under the existing condition, the third northbound through lane drops at the entrance to
the Beltway and the loop ramp traffic headed to northbound US | must “weave” with traffic in
the two remaining northbound through lanes.

As part of the selected altemate, however, the loop ramp would be realigned and
signalized as a *T-intersection” with a triple right em, This configuration would allow for three
northbound through lanes to continue across the Capital Beltway overpass and improve the
Edgewood Road level of service (LOS} from an F to a D condition in both the morning and the
evening peak hours. The reconfiguration of the loop ramp would result in LOS A in the morning
and C in the evening at the “T-intersection™ and would have the necessary length to prevent
backups unto the Capital Beltway.

41-545-0400 or 1-800-306-0770
My telephone number/toll-free number is o

Maryland Relay Service for Impaired Hearing or Speech 1.800.735.2258 Statewide Toll Free

Street Address: 707 North Calvert Street « Baltimore, Maryland 21202 « Phone 410.545.0300 » www.marylandroads.com

1%

The Honorable John A, Giannetti, Jr.
Page Two

In response to the suggestions mads by elected officials at our meeting, the study team
will look at the feasibility of providing an exclusive right-tum lane from northbound US 1 to
Edgewood Road. In addition, we will work with WMATA, and Prince George’s County to
relocate the existing bus stop from Edgewood Road south to the area eurrently occupied by the
gas station opposite of Cherry Hill Road. There may be opportunitics for a transit center at this
location.

During the design phase, SHA will look at opportunities to limit the overall width/
footprint of the project. In addition, we will be flexible with our design to address the following:
whether additional median breaks are possible; whether additional emergency vehicle access
across the median is possible; minimizing utility impacts; parking; consolidation of access
points; sidewalk width and location; and the width of the ouiside travel lanes in constrained
areas. The SHA's goal will be to minimize business impacts where possible during the design
phase and to work with the operators of local businesses to identify concerns and issues specific
to each establishment. -

US 1/Cherry Hill Road Intersection Selected Option:

In addition to having selected the above alternate for the US 1 Mainline, At-Grade Option
B has now been selected for the intersection of US 1 and Cherry Hill Road. At-Grade Option B
consists of the addition of a northbound and southbound US 1 through lane, an additional
eastbound Cherry Hiil Road lefi-tum lane, and an additional northbound left-turn lane. Option B
will provide a level of service of D in the morning and C in the afternoon in the design year
2020. '

vi]le Drive Options:

Nene of Autoville Drive options, as developed by SHA staff and consultants, were
sclected as part of the solution to the regional problems along US 1. However, SHA recognizes
that Autoville Drive is an element of the Prince George’s County Sector Plan for the area. The
proposed development in the southwest quadrant of the US 1/Cherry Hill Road intersection
would necessitate some type of local roadway network connection featuring an Autoville Drive
facility, This roadway should be developed and implemented through the Prince Geotge's
County development review process. The SHA's design will be able to accommodate a future
privately funded Autoville Drive: :
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Additional Issues: .

The State, Prince George’s County, and the City of Coliege Park need to work together
regarding the access to US 1 at Hollywood Road as redevelopment occurs in the Autoville area.
We recommend that Prince George’s County, through its planning approval process, consider
locations for relocation of businesses that will be displaced by the selected alternate. As a follow
up, SHA will review the conditions placed upon Summit Properties (transferred from IKEA) in
terms of paying for improvements along US 1. Also, as this project moves towards the design
phase, SHA will work with local officials to identify potential break-out projects.

Thank you again for taking the time to meet with us. It was a very productive meeting,
and it was important that we could reach a consensus on these issues. [ am pleased that we have
been able to wrap up the planning decisions on US 1 in College Park. Ilook forward to working
with you as this project moves forward. Should you have any additional questions or concerns,
please do not hesitate to call me.

Sincerely,
il § Fedianr

Neil ], Pedersen
Administrator

cc:  Ms. Nicole Washington, Project Manager, SHA
Mr. Charlie K. Watking, District Engineer, SHA
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Robert L. Ehrlich. Jr., Governor Drlem o Bt Robert L. Flanagan, Secretary
Mlichael 8. Steele, LI, Governor Nell J. Pederser, Administralor
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Maryland Depariment of Transportation

August 31, 2004

The Honorable Barbara A. Frush
Maryland House of Delegates
210 Lowe House Office Building
6 Bladen Street

Annapolis MD 21401-1991

. e
DCHDW: Barb

Thank you for recently meeting with State Highway Administration (SHA) officials to
discuss the selection of an alternate for the US 1 College Park Project Planning Study. I believe
that we had a productive discussion and have decided on a selected alternate for US 1.

US 1 Mainline Selected Alterpate:

The SHA has selected the 4-Lane Divided aiternate, which runs from Sunnyside Avenue
to College Avenue, Under this alternate, US 1 would be reconstructed as a 4-lane divided
roadway, with two 11-foot inside travel lanes and two 16-foot outside travel lanes to
accommodate on-street bicyclists (in each direction), separated by a 16-foot, raised grass median.
The median would narrow to 4 feet at intersections to accommodate left and U-tuning vehicles.
Additional features of the alternate include either a 6-foot landscaped area with strect treesor a
2-foot brick-paved area, and 5-foot sidewalks in each direction.

‘Under the selected altemate, there would be improvements to the US 1/Edgewood Road
dintersection and the I-495/Capital Beltway ramps. In order relieve congestion at Edgewood
Road, it is necessary to realign the Capital Beltway loop ramp that provides access to northbound
US 1. Under the existing condition, the third northbound through lane drops at the entrance to
the Beltway and the loop ramp traffic headed to northbound US 1 must “weave” with traffic in
the two remaining northbound through lanes.

As part of the selected alternate, however, the loop ramp would be realigned and
signalized a3 a “T-intersection™ with a triple right turn. This configuration would allow for three
northbound through lanes to continue across the Capital Beltway overpass and improve the
Edgewood Road level of service (LOS) from an F to 2 D condition in both the morning and the
evening peak hours. The reconfiguration of the loop ramp would result in LOS A in the morning
and C in the evening at the “T-intersection” and would have the necessary length to prevent
backups unto the Capital Beltway.

. 410-545-0400 or 1-800-206-0770
My telephone number/toll-free ber is

Maryland Relay Service for Impaired Hearing or Speech 1.800.735.2258 Statewide Toll Free
Street Address: 707 North Calvert Street » Baltimore, Maryland 21202 « Phone 410.545.0300 + www.marylandroads.com
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In response to the suggestions made by elected officials at our meeting, the study team
will look at the feasibility of providing an exclusive right-tumn lane from northbound US 1 to
Edgewood Road. In addition, we will work with WMATA and Prince George’s County to
relocate the existing bus stop from Edgewood Road south to the area currently occupied by the
gas station opposite of Cherry Hill Road. There may be opportunities for a transit center at this
location.

During the design phase, SHA will look at opportunities to limit the overall width/
footprint of the project. In addition, we will be flexible with our design to address the following:
whether additional median breaks are possible; whether additional emergency vehicle access
across the median is possible; minimizing utility impaets; parking; consolidation of access
points; sidewalk width and location; and the width of the outside travel lanes in constrained
areas, The SHA's goal will be to minimize business impacts where possible during the design
phase and to work with the operators of local businesses to identify concerns and issues specific
to each establishment.

US 1/Cherry Hill Road Intersection Selected QOption:

In addition to having selected the above alternate for the US 1 Mainline, At-Grade Option
B has now been selected for the intersection of US 1 and Cherry Hill Road. At-Grade Option B
congists of the addition of a northbound and southbound US 1 through lane, an additional
eastbound Cherry Hill Road left-tum lane, and an additional northbound lefi-turn lane. Option B
will provide a level of service of D in the moming and C in the afternoon in the design year
2020,

Autoeville Drive Options:

None of Autoville Drive options, as developed by SHA staff and consultants, were
selected as part of the solution to the regional problems along US 1, However, SHA recognizes
. that Autoville Drive is an element of the Prince George's County Sector Plan for the area. The
proposed development in the southwest quadrant of the US 1/Cherry Hill Road intersection
would necessitate some type of local roadway network connection featuring an Autoville Drive
facility. This roadway should be developed and implemented through the Prince George’s
County development review process. The SHA's design will be able to accommodate a future
privately funded Autoville Drive. -
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The Honorable Barbara A. Frush
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Additional [ssues;

The State, Prince George's County, and the City of College Park need to work together
regarding the access to US | at Hollywood Road as redevelopment occurs in the Autoville area.
We recommend that Prince George’s County, through its planning approval process, consider
locations for relocation of businesses that will be displaced by the selected alternate. As a follow
up, SHA will review the conditions placed upon Summit Properties (transferred from IKEA) in
terms of paying for improvements along US 1. Also, as this project moves towards the design
phase, SHA will work with local officials to identify potential break-out projects.

Thank you again for taking the time to meet with us. It was a very productive meeting,
and it was imnportant that we could reach a consensus on these issues. [ am pleased that we have
been able to wrap up the planning decisions on US | in College Park. I ook forward to working
with you as this project moves forward. Should you have any additional questions or concerns,
please do not hesitate to call me.

Sincerely,

Neil J, Pedersen
Administrator

ce: Ms. Nicole Washington, Project Manager, SHA
Mr. Charlie K. Watkins, District Engineer, SHA
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The Honorable Pauline H. Menes
Maryland House of Delegates
210 Lowe House Office Building
6 Bladen Street

Annapolis MD 21401-1991

. lin2
Dear Dd/cgawMeTaE& Par

) Thank you for recently meeting with State Hiphway Administration (SHA) officials to
discuss the selection ofan alternate for the US 1 College Park Project Planning Study. I believe
that we had a productive discussion and have decided on a selected alternate for US 1.

US 1 Mainline Selacted Alterunate:

The SHA has selected the 4-Lane Divided alternate, which runs from Sunnyside Avenue
to Coliege Avenue. Under this alternate, LS 1 would be reconstructed as a 4-lane divided
roadway, with two 11-foot inside travel lanes and two 16-00t outside travel lanes to
accommodate an-street bicyelists (in each direction), separated by a 16-foot, raised grass median,
The median would narrow to 4 feet at intersections to accommodate left and U-turning vehicles.
Additional features of the alternate include either a 6-foot landscaped arca with street trees or a
2-foot brick-paved arca, and 5-foot sidewalks in each direction,

) Under the selected alternate, there would be improvements to the US l/Edgewood Road
intersection and the 1-495/Capital Beltway ramps. In order relieve congestion at Edgewood
Road, it is necessary to realign the Capital Beltway loop ramp that provides aceess to northbound
US 1. Under the existing condition, the third northbound throngh lane drops at the entrance to
the Beltway and the loop ramp traffic headed to northbound US 1 must “weave” with traffic in
the two remaining northbound through lanes.

o As part of the gelected altemate, however, the loop ramp would be realigned and
signalized as a “T-intersection” with a triple right tum. This configuration would allow for three
northbound thraugh lanes to continue across the Capital Beltway overpass and improve the
Edge_wood Road Tevel of service (LOS) from an F to a D condition in both the morning and the
evening peak hours. The reconfiguration of the loop ramp would restlt in LOS A in the morning
and C in the evening at the “T-intersection” and would have the necessary fength to prevent
backups unto the Capital Beltway. :

A10-545-0400 or 1-800-206-0770
My telephone number/toll-free number is -

Maryland Relay Service for Impaired Hearing or Speech 1,800,735.2258 Statewide Tall Free
Streel Address: 707 North Calvert Street » Baltimore, Maryland 21202 - Phone 410.545,0300 « www.marylandroads.com
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In response to the suggestions made by etected officials at our meeting, the study team
will look at the feasibility of providing an exclusive right-turn lane from northbound US 1 to
Edgewood Road. In addition, we will work with WMATA and Prince George's County to
relocate the existing bus stop from Edgewood Road south to the area currently occupied by the
gas station opposite of Cherry Hill Road. There may be opportunities for a transit center at this
location.

During the design phase, SHA wili look at opportunities to limit the overall width/
footprint of the project. In addition, we will be flexible with our design to address the following:
whether additional median breaks are possible; whether additional emergency vehicle access
across the median is possible; minimizing utility impacts; parking; consolidation of access
points; sidewalk width and location; and the width of the outside travel lanes in constrained
areas. The SHA's goal will be to minimize business impacts where possible during the design
phase and to work with the operators of local businesses to identify concems and issues specific
to each establishment.

US 1/Cher ill Roa ersection Selected Option:

In addition to having selected the above alternate for the US 1 Mainline, At-Grade Option
B has now been selected for the intersection of US 1 and Cherry Hill Road. At-Grade Option B
consists of the addition of a northbound and southbound TS 1 through lane, an additional
eastbound Cherry Hill Road left-turn lane, and an additional northbound left-turn lane. Option B
will provide a level of service of D in the morning and C in the afterncon in the design year
2020.

tgvil \i tH

None of Autoville Drive options, as developed by SHA staff and consultants, were
selected as part of the solution to the regional problems along US 1. However, SHA recognizes
that Autoville Drive is an element of the Prince George's County Sector Plan for the area. The
proposed development in the southwest quadrant of the US 1/Cherry Hilt Road intersection
would necessitate some type of local roadway network connection featuring an Autoville Drive
facility. This roadway should be developed and implemented through the Prince George’s
County development review process, The SHA’s design will be able to accommodate a future
privately funded Autoville Drive.-
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Additional Issues:

The State, Prince George’s County, and the City of College Park need to work together
regarding the access to US 1 at Hollywood Road as redevelopment occurs in the Autovillg area.
We recommend that Prince George's County, through its planning approval process, consider
locations for relocation of businesses that will be displaced by the selected alternate. Asa fol_low
up, SHA wili review the conditions placed upon Summit Properties (transferred from ].KEA_.) in
terms of paying for improvements along US 1. Also, as this project moves tpwa.rds the design
phase, SHA will work with local officials to identify potential break-out projects.

Thank you again for taking the time to meet with us. It was a very productive meeting,
and. it was important that we could reach a consensus on these issues. [ am pieased that we have
been able to wrap up the planning decisions on US 1 in College Park. I look forward to working
with you as this project moves forward, Should you have any additional questions or concerns,
please do not hesitate to call me.

Sincerely,
nt ‘) Pedeen

Neil I. Pedersen
Administrator

[ Mz, Nicole Washington, Project Manager, SHA
Mr. Charlie K. Watkins, District Engineer, SHA

1t
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Admintetration

Maryland Department of Transportation

Robert L, Flanagan, Secretary
Neil J, Pedersen. Administralor

August 31, 2004

The Honorable Brian R, Moe
Maryland House of Delegates
210 Lowe House Office Building
6 Bladen Street

Annapolis MD 21401-1991

Dear Delegate Mee! Beier

Thank you for recently meeting with State Highway Administration (SHA) officials to
discuss the selection of an alternate for the US 1 College Park Project Planning Study. I believe
that we had a productive discussion and have decided on a selected alternate for US 1.

US 1 Mainline Sele ternate:

The SHA has selected the 4-Lane Divided alternate, which runs from Sunnyside Avenue
to College Avenue. Under this alternate, US 1 would be reconstructed as a 4-lane divided
roadway, with two 11-foot inside travel lanes and two 16-foot outside travel lanes to
accommodate on-street bicyclists (in each direction), separated by a 16-foot, raised grass median,
The median would narrow to 4 feet at intersections to accommodate left and U-turning vehicles.
Additional features of the alternate include either g 6-foot landscaped area with street trees or a
2-foot brick-paved arca, and 5-foot sidewalks in each direction,

Under the selected alternate, there would be improvements to the US 1/Edgewood Road
intersection and the I-495/Capital Beltway ramps. In order relieve congestion at Edgewood
Road, it is necessary to realign the Capital Beltway loop ramp that provides access to northbound
US 1. Under the existing condition, the third northbound through lane drops at the entrance to
the Beltway and the loop ramp traffic headed to northbound US 1 must “weave” with traffic in
the two remaining northbound through lanes.

As part of the selected alternate, however, the loop ramp would be realigned and
signalized as a “T-intersection” with a triple right turn. This configuration would allow for three
northbound through lanes to continue across the Capital Beltway overpass and improve the
Edgewood Road level of service (L.OS) from an ¥ to a D condition in both the morning and the
evening peak hours, The reconfiguration of the loop ramp would result in LOS A in the morning
and C in the cvening at the “T-intersection” and would have the necessary length to prevent
backups unto the Capital Beltway, :

. A10-545-0400 or 1-800-206-0770
My telephons number/toll-free number is

Marylend Relay Service for Impaired Hearing or Speech 1.800.735,2258 Statewide Toll Free

" Street Address: 707 North Calvert Street » Baltimore, Maryland 21202 + Phone 410.545.0300 « www.marylandroads.com



ar
'

The Honorable Brian R. Moe
Page Two

In response to the suggestions made by elected officials at our meeting, the study team
will look at the feasibility of providing an exclusive right-turn tane from northbound US 1 to
Edgewood Road. Tn sddition, we will work with WMATA and Prince George's County to
relocate the existing bus stop from Edgewood Road south to the area currently occupied by the
gas station opposite of Cherry Hill Road. There may be opportunities for a transit center at this
location.

During the design phase, SHA will look at opportunities to limit the overall width/
footprint of the project. In addition, we will be flexible with our design to address.the following:
whether additional median breaks are possible; whether additional emergency vehicle access
across the median is possible; minimizing utility impacts; parking; consolidation of access
points; sidewalk width and location; and the width of the outside travel lanes in constrained
arcas, The SHA's goal will be to minimize business impacts where possible during the design
phase and to work with the operators of local businesses to identify concerns and issues specific
to each estublishment.

US 1/Cherry Hill Road Intersection Selected Option;

In addition to having selected the above alternate for the US 1 Mainline, At-Grade Option
B has now been selected for the intersection of US 1 and Cherry Hill Road. At-Grade Option B
consists of the addition of 2 northbound and southbound US 1 through lane, an additional
eastbound Cherry Hill Road left-turn lane, and an additional northbound left-turn lane. Option B
will provide a level of service of D in the moming and € in the afternoon in the design year
2020.

Autoville Drive Options:

None of Autoville Drive options, as developed by SHA staff and consultants, were
selected as part of the solution to the regional problems along US 1. However, SHA recognizes
that Autoville Drive iz an element of the Prince George’s County Sector Plan for the area. The
proposed development in the southwest quadrant of the US 1/Cherry Hill Road intersection
would necessitate some type of local roadway network connection featuring an Autoville Drive
facility. This roadway should be developed and implemented through the Prince George’s
County development review process. The SHA's design will be able to accommodate a future
privately funded Autoville Drive.' ‘ '
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Additional Issues:

The State, Prince George's County, and the City of College Park need to work together
regarding the access to US 1 at Hollywood Road as redevelopment cecurs in the Autovitle area.
We recommend that Prince Geotrge's County, through its planning approval process, consider
locations for relocation of businesses that will be displaced by the selected alternate. As a follow
up, SHA will review the conditions placed upori Summit Properties (transferred from IKEA) in
terms of paying for improvements along US 1. Also, as this project moves towards the design
phase, SHA will work with local officials to identify potential break-out projects.

Thank you again for taking the time to meet with us. It was a very productive meeting,
and it was important that we could reach a consensus on these issues. Iam pleased that we have
been able to wrap up the planning decisions on US 1 in College Park. Ilook forward to working
with you as this project moves forward. Should you have any additional questions or concems,
please do not hesitate to call me.

Sincerely,
Muit § { 24ns

Neil J. Pedersen
Administrator

ce:  Ms. Nicole Washington, Project Manager, SHA
Mr. Charlie K. Watkins, District Engincer, SHA
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The Honorable Stephen Brayman
Mayor, City of College Park
4300 Knox Road

College Park MD 20740

Stev#
Dcrw

. Thank you for recently meeting with State Highway Administration (SHA) officials to
discuss the selection of an alternate for the US 1 College Park Project Planning Study. I believe
that we had a productive discussion and have decided on a selected alternate for US 1.

US ] Mainline Selected Alternate;

The SHA has selected the 4-Lane Divided alternate, which runs from Sunnyside Avenue
to College Avenue. Under this alternate, US 1 would be reconstructed as a 4-lane divided
roadway, with two 11-foot inside travel lanes and two 16-foot outside travel lanes to

accommodate on-street bicyclists (in each direction), separated by a 16-foot, raised grass median.

The median would narrow to 4 feet at interzections to accommodate left and U-turning vehicles.
Additional features of the alternate include either a 6-foot landscaped area with street trees or a
2-foot brick-paved area, and 5-foot sidewalks in each direction.

Under the selected alternate, there would be improvements to the US 1/Edgewood Road
intersection and the I-495/Capital Beltway ramps. In order relieve congestion at Edgewood
Road, it is necessary to realign the Capifal Beltway loop ramp that provides access to northbound
US 1, Under the existing condition, the third northbound through lane drops at the entrance to
the Beltway and the Jloop ramp traffic headed to northbound US 1 must “weave” with traffic in
the two remaining northbound through lanes.

As part of the selected alternate, however, the loop ramp would be realigned and
signalized as a “T-intersection” with a triple right tumn. This configuration would aliew for three
northbound through lanes to continue across the Capital Beltway overpass and improve the
Edgewood Road Ievel of service (LOS) from an F to a D condition in both the moming and the
evening peak hours. The reconfiguration of the loop ramp would result in LOS A in the morning
and C in the evening at the “T-intersection™ and would have the necessary length to prevent
backups unto the Capital Beltway.

410-543-0400 or 1-800-206-0770
My telephone number/toll-free number is fa-se il

Maryland Relay Service for Impaired Hearing or Speech 1.800.735.2258 Statewide Toll Free

Street Address; 707 North Calvert Street * Baltimore, Maryland 21202 + Phowe 410.545,0300 + www.marylandroads.com
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In response to the suggestions made by elected officials at our meeting, the study team
will look at the feasibility of providing an exclusive right-turn lane from northbound US 1 to
Edgewood Road. In addition, we wilt work with WMATA and Prince George's County to
relocate the existing bus stop from Edgewood Road south to the area currently occupied by the
gas station opposite of Cherry Hill Road. There may be opportunities for a transit center at this
location.

During the design phase, SHA will look at opportunities to limit the overall width/
footprint of the project. In addition, we will be flexible with our design to address the following:
whether additional median breaks are possible; whether additional emergency vehicle access
across the median is possible; minimizing utility impacts; parking; consolidation of access
points; sidewalk width and location; and the width of the outside travel lanes in constrained
areas. The SHA’s goal will be to minimize business impacts where possible during the design
phase and to work with the operators of local businesses to identify concerns and issues specific
to each establishment.

US 1/Cherry Hill Road Intersection Selected Option:

In addition to having selected the above alternate for the US 1 Mainline, At-Grade Option
B has now been selected for the intersection of US 1 and Cherry Hill Road. At-Grade Option B
consists of the addition of a northbound and southbound US 1 throngh lane, an additional
eastbound Cherry Hill Road left-turn lane, and an additional northbound left-turn lane. Option B
will provide a level of service of D in the morning and C in the afternoon in the design year
2020.

Autoville Drive Options:

None of Autoville Drive options, as developed by SHA staff and consultants, were
selected as part of the solution to the regional problems along US 1. However, SHA recognizes
that Autoville Drive is 2n element of the Prince George's County Sector Plan for the area. The
proposed development in the southwest quadrant of the US 1/Cherry Hill Road intersection
would necessitate some type of local roadway network connection featuring an Autoville Drive
facility. This roadway should be developed and implemented through the Prince George’s
County development review process, The SHA’s design will be able to accommodate a future
privately funded Autoville Drive.:
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Additional Issues:

The State, Prince George’s County, and the City of College Park need to work together
regarding the access to US 1 at Hollywood Road as redevelopment occurs in the Autoville area.
We recommend that Prince George’s County, through its planning approval process, consider
locations for relocation of businesses that will be displaced by the selected alternate. As a follow
up, SHA will review the conditions placed upon Summit Properties (transferred from IKEA) in
terms of paying for improvements along US 1. Also, as this project moves towards the design
phasge, SHA will work with local officials to identify potential break-out projects. ‘

Thank you again for taking the time to meet with us. It was a very productive meeting,
and it was important that we could reach a consensus on these issues. 1 am pleased that we have
been able to wrap up the planning decisions on US 1 in Coliege Park. Ilook forward to working
with you as this project moves forward. Should you have any additional questions or concerns,
please do not hesitate to call me.

Sincerely,
LW 9 1 ehiun

Neil J. Pedersen
Administrator

cc: Ms. Nicole Washington, Project Manager, SHA
Mr, Charlie K. Watkins, District Engineer, SHA
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The Honorable Johr: Kraus
City Council of Colicge Park
4500 Knox Road

College Park MD 20740

Dear CM

Thank you for recently meeting with State Highway Administration (SHA} officials to
discuss the selection of an alternate for the US 1 College Park Project Planning Study. I believe
that we had a productive discussion and have decided on a selected alternate for US 1.

US ] Mainline Selected Alterpate: '

The SHA has selected the 4-Lane Divided alternate, which runs from Sunnyside Avenue
to College Avenue. Under this altemate, US 1 would be reconstructed as a 4-lane divided
roadway, with two 11-foot inside travel lanes and two 16-foot outside travel lanes to
accommodate on-street bicyclists (in each direction), separated by z 16-foot, raised grass median.
The median would narrow to 4 feet at intersections to accommodate left and U-turning vehicles,
Additional features of the altemate include either a 6-foot landscaped area with strest trees or a
2-foot brick-paved area, and 5-foot sidewalks in each direction,

Joka

Under the selected alternate, there would be improvements to the US 1/Edgewood Road
intersection and the I-495/Capital Beltway ramps. In order relieve congestion at Edgewood
Road, it is necessary to realign the Capital Beltway loop ramp that provides access to northbound
US 1. Under the existing condition, the third northbound through lane drops at the entrance to
the Beltwey and the loop ramp traffic headed to northbound US 1 must “weave” with traffic in
the two remaining rorthbound through lanes.

As part of the selected altemate, however, the loop ramp would be realigned and
signalized as a “T-intersection” with a triple right tum. This configuration would allow for three
northbound through lanes to continue across the Capital Beltway overpass and improve the
Edgewood Road level of service (LOS) from an F to a D condition in both the moming and the
evening peak hours. The reconfiguration of the loop ramp would result in LOS A in the moming
and C in the evening at the “T-intersection” and would have the necessary length to prevent
backups unto the Capital Beltway. ‘

. 410-545-0400 or 1-800-206-0770
My telephone number/toll-fre ber is

Maryland Relay Service for Impaired Hearing or Speech 1.800.735.2258 Statewide Toll Free
Street Address: 707 Norh Calvert Street + Baltimore, Maryland 21202 = Phore 410.545.0300 « www.marylandroads.com
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In response to the suggestions made by clected officials at our meeting, the study team
will look at the feasibility of providing an exclusive right-turn lane from northbound US 1 to
Edgewood Road. In addition, we will work with WMATA and Prince George’s County to
relocate the existing bus stop from Edgewood Road south to the area currently occupied by the
gas station opposite of Cherry Hill Road. There may be opportunities for a transit center at this
Iocation, .

During the design phase, SHA will look at opportunities to limit the overall width/
footprint of the project. In addition, we will be flexible with our design to address the following:
whether additional median breaks are possible; whether additional emergency vehicle access
across the median is possible; minimizing utility impacts; parking; consolidation of access
points; sidewalk width and location; and the width of the outside travel lanes in constrained
areas. The SHA's goal will be to minimize business impacts where possible during the design
phase and to work with the operators of local businesses to identify concemns and issues specific
to each establishment.

US 1/Cherry Hill Road ]ntersection Selected Option:

In addition to having selected the above alternate for the US 1 Mainline, At-Grade Option
B has now been selected for the intersection of US 1 and Cherry Hill Road. At-Grade Option B
consists of the addition of a northbound and southbound US 1 through lane, an additional
eastbound Cherry Hill Road left-turn lane, and an additional northbound left-tum lane. Cption B
will provide a level of service of D in the moming and C in the aftemoon in the design year
2020.

Autoville Drive Optiong:

None of Autoville Drive options, as developed by SHA staff and consultants, were
selected as part of the solution to the regional problems along US 1. However, SHA recognizes
that Autoville Drive is an element of the Prince George's County Sector Plan for the area. The
proposed development in the southwest quadrant of the US 1/Cherry Hill Road intersection
wouid necessitate some type of local roadway network connection featuring an Autoville Drive
facility. This roadway should be developed and implemented through the Prince George’s
County development review process. The SHA’s design will be able to accommeodate a future
privately funded Autoville Drive.
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Additional Issues:

The State, Prince George’s County, and the City of College Park need to work together
regarding the access to US 1 at Hollywood Road as redevelopment occurs in the Autoville area.
We recommend that Prince George’s County, through its planning approvel process, consider
locations for relocation of businesses that will be displaced by the selected altemate. As a follow
up, SHA will review the conditions placed upon Sumnmit Properties (transferred from IKEA) in
terms of paying for improvements along US 1. Also, as this project moves towards the design
phase, SHA will work with local officials to identify potential break-out projects.

Thank you again for taking the time to meet with us, It was a very productive meeting,
and it was important that we could réach a consensus on these issues. Iam pleased that we have
been able to wrap up the planning decisions on US$ 1 in College Park. I look forward to working
with you as this project moves forward. Should you have any additional questions or concerns,
please do not hesitate to call me.

Sincerely,
Mt } [ thiwa

Neil L. Pedersen
Administrator

cc: Ms. Nicole Washington, Project Manager, SHA
Mr. Charlie K. Watkins, District Engineer, SHA
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Maryland Department of Transpartation

August 31, 2004

The Honorable Karen Hampton
City Council of College Park
4500 Knox Road
College Park MD 20740
. Kermn

Dear Couwnz

Thank you for recently meeting with State Highway Administration (SHA) officials to
discuss the selection of an alternate for the US 1 College Park Project Planning Study. I believe
that we had a productive discussion and have decided on a selected alternate for US 1.

US 1 Mainline Selected Alternate:

The SHA has selected the 4-Lane Divided alternate, which runs from Sunnyside Avenue
to College Avenue. Under this alternate, US 1 would be reconstructed as a 4-lane divided
roadway, with two 11-foot inside travel lanes and two 16-foot outside travel lanes to
accommodate on-street bicyelists (in each direction), separated by a 16-foot, raised grass median.
The median would narrow to 4 feet at intersections to accommodate left and U-turning vehicles.
Additional features of the alternate include either a 6-foot landscaped area with street trees or a
2-foot brick-paved area, and 5-foot sidewalks in each direction.

Under the selected alternate, there would be improvements to the US 1/Edgewood Road
intersection and the [-495/Capital Beltway ramps. In order relieve congestion at Edgewood
Road, it is necessary to realign the Capitat Beltway loop ramp that provides access to northbound
US 1. Under the existing condition, the third northbound through lane drops at the entrance to
the Beltway and the foop ramp traffic headed te northbound US 1 must “weave” with traffic in
the two remaining northbound through lanes.

As part of the selected alternate, however, the loop ramp would be realigned and
signalized as a “T-intersection” with a triple right turn. This configuration would allow for three
northbound through lanes to continue across the Capital Beltway overpass and iinprove the
Edgewood Road level of service (LOS) from an F to a D condition in both the moming and the
evening peak hours. The reconfiguration of the loop ramp would result in LOS A in the moming
and C in the evening at the “T-intersection” and would have the necessary length to prevent
backups unto the Capital Beltway. '

410-545-0400 or 1-HN-206-0770

My telephone oumber/toll-fres number is
Maryland Relay Service for Impaired Hearing or Speech 1.800,735.2258 Statewide Toll Free

Street Address: 107 North Calvert Street * Baltimore, Maryland 21202 » Phore 410.545,0300 » www.marylandroads.com

The Honorable Karen Hampton
Page Two

In response to the suggestions made by elected officials at our meeting, the study team
will look at the feasibility of providing an exclusive right-tum lane from northbound US 1 to
Edgewood Road. In addition, we will work with WMATA and Prince George’s County to
relocate the existing bus stop from Edgewood Road south to the area currently occupied by the
gas station opposite of Cherry Hill Road. There may be oppottunities for a transit center at this
location.

During the design phase, SHA will look at apportunities to limit the overall width/
footprint of the project. In addition, we will be flexible with our design to address the following:
whether additional median breaks are possible; whether additional emergency vehicle access
across the median is possible; minimizing utility impacts; parking; consolidation of access
points; sidewalk width and location; and the width of the outside travel lanes in constrained
areas. The SHA's poal will be to minimize business impacts where possible during the design
phase and to work with the operators of local businesses to identify concerns and issues specific
to each establishment.

US 1/Cherry Hill Road Intersection Selected Option:

In addition to having selected the above alternate for the US 1 Mainline, At-Grade Option
B has now been selected for the intersection of US 1 and Cherry Hill Road, At-Grade Option B
consists of the addition of a northbound and southbound US 1 through lane, an additional
eastbound Cherry Hill Road left-turn lane, and an additional northbound left-turn lane. Option B
will provide a level of service of D in the moming and C in the afternoon in the design year
2020.

Autoville Drive Options:

None of Autoville Drive options, as developed by SHA staff and consultants, were
selected as part of the solution to the regional problems atong US 1. However, SHA recognizes
that Autovilie Drive is an element of the Prince George’s County Sector Plan for the area. The
proposed development in the southwest quadrant of the US 1/Cherry Hill Road intersection
would necessitate some type of local roadway network connection featuring an Autoville Drive
facility. This roadway should be developed and implemented through the Prince George's
County development review process. The SHA's design will be able to accommodate a future
privately funded Autoville Drive.



-
]
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Additional Issues:

The State, Prince George's County, and the City of College Park ne_ed to work tchthcr
regarding the access to US 1 at Hollywood Road as redevelopment occurs in the Autnvme_ area.
We recommend that Prince George’s County, through its planning approval process, consider
locations for relocation of businesses that will be displaced by the selected alternate. Asa folllow
up, SHA will review the conditions placed upon Summit Propert‘ies (transferred from ]K_Eﬁf) in
terms of paying for impravements along US 1. Also, as this project moves tpwa.rds the design
phase, SHA witl work with local officials to identify potential break-out projects. .

Thank you again for taking the time to meet with us. It was a very productive meeting,
and it was important that we could reach a consensus on these issues. Iam pleased that we halvc
been able to wrap up the planning decisions on US 1 in College Park. 1 look fqrward to working
with you as this project moves forward, Should you have any additional questions or concerns,
piease do not hesitate to call me.

Sincerely,

Neil J. Pedersen
Administrator

cc:  Ms. Nicole Washington, Project Manager, SHA
Mr. Charlie K. Watkins, District Engineer, SHA
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Maryland Depariment of Transportation

August 31, 2004

The Honorable Thomas Demoga
Prince George's County Council
14741 Govemnor Qden Bowie Drive
Upper Marlboro MD 20772

Dear W:

Thank you for having your representative meet with State Highway Administration
{SHA) officials recently to discuss the selection of an alternate for the US 1 College Park Project
Planning Study. 1believe that we had a productive discussion and have decided on a setected
alternate for US 1.

Tom

US ] Mainline Selected Alternate:

The SHA has selected the 4-Lane Divided alternate, which runs from Sunnyside Avenue
to College Avenue. Under this alternate, US 1 would be reconstructed as a 4-lane divided
roadway, with two 11-foot inside travel lanes and two 16-foot outside travel lanes to
accommodate on-street bicyclists (in each direction), separated by a 16-foot, raised grass median.
The median would narrow to 4 feet at intersections to accommodate left and U-turning vehicles.
Additional features of the alternate include either a 6-foot landscaped arca with street trees or a
2-foot brick-paved area, and 5-foot sidewalks in each direction.

Under the selected alternate, there would be improvements to the US 1/Edgewood Read
intersection and the I-495/Capital Beltway ramps. In order relieve congestion at Edgewood
Road, it is necessary to realign the Capital Beltway loop ramp that provides access to northbound
US 1. Under the existing condition, the third northbound through lane drops at the entrance to
the Beltway and the loop ramp traffic headed to northbound US 1 must “weave” with traffic in
the two remaining northbound through lanes.

As part of the selected alternate, however, the loop ramp would be realigned and
signalized as a “T-intersection” with 2 triple right turn, This configuration would allow for three
northbound through lanes to continue across the Capital Beltway overpass and improve the
Edgewood Road level of service (LOS) from an F to a D condition in both the moming and the
evening peak hours. The reconfiguration of the loop ramp would result in LOS A in the morning
and C in the evening at the “T-intersection” and would have the necessary length to prevent
backups unto the Capital Beltway,

410-545-0400 or 1-800-206-0770
My telephone rumber/toll-free number is ”

Maryland Relay Service for Impaired Hearing or Speech 1.800,735.2258 Statewide Toll Free
Street Address: 707 North Calvert Street » Baltimore, Maryiand 21202 » Phone 410.545.0300 * www.marylandroads.com




The Honorable Thomas Dernoga
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In response to the suggestions made by elected officials at our meeting, the study team
will look at the feasibility of providing an exclusive right-turn lane from northbound US 1 to
Edgewood Road. In addition, we will work with WMATA and Prince George's County to
relocate the existing bus stop from Edgewood Road south to the arca currently occupied by the
gas station opposite of Cherry Hill Road. There may be opportunities for a transit center at this
location.

During the design phase, SHA will lock at opportunities to limit the overall width/
footprint of the project. In addition, we will be flexible with our design to address the following:
whether additional median breaks are possible; whether additional emergency vehicle access
across the median is possible; minimizing utility impacts; parking; consolidation of access
points; sidewalk width and location; and the width of the outside travel lanes in constrained
areas. The SHA's goal will be to minimize business impacts where possible during the design
phase and to work with the operators of local businesses to identify concerns and issues specific
to each establishment.

US 1/Cherry Hill Road Intersection Selected QOption:

In addition to having selected the above alternate for the US 1 Mainline, At-Grade Option
B has now been selected for the intersection of US 1 and Cherry Hill Road. At-Grade Option B
consists of the addition of a northbound and southbound US 1 through lane, an additional
castbound Cherry Hill Road left-turn lane, and an additional northbound left-turn lane. Option B
will provide a level of service of D in the moming and C in the afternoon in the design year
2020,

Autoville Drive Options:

None of Autoville Drive options, as developed by SHA staff and consultants, were
selected as part of the solution to the regional problems along US 1. However, SHA recognizes
that Autoville Drive is an element of the Prince George's County Sector Plan for the area. The
proposed development in the southwest quadrant of the US 1/Cherry Hill Road intersection
would necessitate some type of local roadway network connection featuring an Autovilte Drive
facility. This roadway should be developed and implemented through the Prince George's
County development review progess. The SHA’s design will be able to accommodate a future
privately funded Autoville Drive.
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Additional Issues:

The State, Prince George’s County, and the City of College Park need to work together
regarding the access to US 1 at Hollywood Road as redevelopment occurs in the Autoville area.
We recomumend that Prince George’s County, through its planning approval process, consider
locations for relocation of businesses that will be displaced by the sefected alternate. As a follow
up, SHA will review the conditions placed upon Summit Properties {transferred from IKEA) in
terms of paying for improvements along US 1. Also, as this project moves towards the design
phase, SHA will work with local officials to identify potential break-out projects.

Thank you again for having your representative meet with us. It was a very productive
meeting, and it was important that we could reach 2 consensus on these issues. I am pleased that
we have been able to wrap up the planning decisions on US 1 in College Park. Tlook forward to
working with you as this project moves forward. Should you have any additional questions or
concerns, please do not hesitate to call me.

Sincerely,
Ml § Fednar

Neil J. Pedersen
Administrator

ce:  Ms, Nicole Washington, Project Manager, SHA
Mr. Charlie K. Watkins, District Engineer, SHA
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bee:

Mr. Dennis M. Atkins, Assistant Chief of Project Planning, SHA

Ms. Patricia Greene, Environmental Manager, SHA

Ms. Nanette Schieke, State Legislative Officer, SHA

Mr. Douglas H. Simmons, Deputy Administrator for Planning and Engineering, SHA
Ms. Cynthia Simpson, Deputy Director, Planning and Preliminary Engineering, SHA
Mrs, Linda I. Singer, Legislative Manager, SHA

Mr, Shiva Shrestha, Regional Plenner, SHA

Mr. Alan Straus, Group Leader, URS

Mr. Raja Veeramachaneni, Director of Planning and Engineering, SHA
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United States Department of the Intericr

FISH AND WILDLIFE SERVICE We appreciate the opportunity 1o provide information relative 1o fish end wildlife issues, und
Chesepeake Bay Field Office thank you for your interest in (hese resources. If you buve any guestions or need further
177 Admirul Cochrane Prive ' : assistance, pleage contact Andy Moser at (410) 573-4537.

Annapolis, MD 2140}

September 25, 1997

Mr. Parker F. Williams
Administraior

State Highway Administration
707N, Calvert St.

Baltimore, MD 21203-0717

Chesapeake Bay Ficld Office

Attn:  Mr. Joseph R. Kresslein

. Re:  Contact No. SPS05B48
115 1: North Gate of Unjv. Of Maryland
10 Sunnyside Ave
Prince George's County, MD

Dear Mr. Williams:

This responds to your September 15. 1997, request for information on the presence of species
which arz Federally listzd or proposed for listing as endanpered or threatened within the
ahove referenced project corridor. We have reviewed the information you enclosed and are
providing commenis in accordance with Sectien 7 of the Endangered Species Act (87 Stat.
884, ag amended; 16 US.C 1531 gt se0.)

Except for occasional tansient individuals. no proposed or Federally listed endangered or
threatened species are known 1o exist in the projecrimpaet arca. Therefore, no biologica)
assessment or further Section 7 consuitation is required with the U.5. Fish and Wildlife
Service, Should praject plans change, or if additional information on the distribution of
liswed or proposed specics becomes available, this determination may be reconsidered,

This response relales anly to Federally protected threatencd or endangered species under our
jurisdiction. It dows not address the Service's concerns persuant 1o the Fish and Wildlife
Coordination Act or other Jegislation, For information on other rare species. you should

contact Ms, Lori Byrne of the Maryland Heritage and Biodiversity Conservation Program at
{410} 260-8570,
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Joseph Kresslein
October 3, 1997
Page 2

arris N. Glndoning
g i Maryland Department of Natural Resources
Tawet State Ofice Building
Arnupolis, Maryland 21401

F
i

Our files contain data on the resident fish populations which exist in the Indian Creek and
Paint Branch tributasies to Northeast Branch. A list of fish specics combining dats from many
sources is attached. These species should be protected by the Use [ instream work prohibition
petiod, sediment and erosion control methiods, and ather Best Management Practices typically used
for protection of stream resources.

i
I

Cctober 3, 1997

If you have mny questions concerning these comments, you may contact me at {410) 260~
8311,

Mr. Joseph R. Kresslein . s v
Project Planning Division

Maryland Deparement of Transportation ' Re, &> ot oma b
Staze Highway Administration

Ray C. Dintaman, Jr,, Director
P.O.Box 717 H . =
Baltimore, Maryland 21203-0717 Environmental Review Unit

RCD
Dear Mr. Kresslein: Attachment

This letter is in respanse 10 vour letter of request, dated September 15, 1997 for information
an the presence of finfish species in the vicinity of the Maryland Deparmnient of Transpartation's
Project No. SPS03B48; US 1: North Gate of University of Maryland to Sunpyside Avenue in Prince
George's County, Maryland.

From a review of the location map provided with your letter, it appears that the subject
project could impact tributarics of both Paint Branch and Indian Creek (Washington Metropolitan
Drainage Ares). Both Paint Branch and Indian Creek, in the vicinity of the subject project, are Use
1 streams. Generally, no instream work is permitted in Use I streams during the penod of March
1 through June 15, inclusive, during any year,

Paint Branch. in the vicinity of the proposed road finprovements, is accessible to anadromous
fish and is considered o be sensitive habitat beemuse of potential anedromous fish spawning in this
ares. During the past several years, bansjers to fish passage located in College park and downstream
arzas have been removed as part of strearn restoration efforts in the Anacostia wmershed. These
restoration activitias have been jointly conducted by numerous Federal, State, and local agencies.
The last barrier to fish passage in this vicinity was removed last year. Last spring was the first
spawning season in many years that anadromous river herring (Alosa xp.) and white perch (Marone
americana) could miptate beyond College Park. Fishery surveys are planned in the fiture to assess
and track spawning in this ares. At this time, it is expected that both of these spacies could spawn
in the Paint Branch ares

onncd
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Paint Branck and Indizn Creck

The following resident fish specizs have heen documentad in the Paint Branch aod Indian
Creek tibutaries during state and federally funded surveys conducted over the past 40 years.
These fish speciet eayld be present in the planning area,

amis N, Glotdening Maryland Dapartment of Nutural Resources John R. Grillin
COMMON NAME SCIENTIFIC NAME [ Por:. Wildlife -Mﬂ_Hn‘i;::d Service Secrotary
American Eel Anguilla rogaz : wes Sty Office Builing ,
Black Crnppi¢ Pomexjs picTomaculams . Anpspolis, Maryland 21401 Caralyn Iiu?':::
g;:ili:ngse Dase B.mm;mmm Octobar 7, 1997
Bluegill Sunfish Lepomis macrochirug
Bluespotted Sunfisn Ennesacanthus slotiousus
Brown Builhead ) Ictalurys nebulosus Maryland Department of Transpertation
Brown Trout Same puta State Highway i.dmini;tratéon
- Py ATTN.: Mr. Louls H. e, Jr.
Chain Pickere| Qhﬂnz.lsés.fsl P.0. Box 717 ®
g"m“n (S:upm Nowonis soriutus Baltimere, MD  21203-0717
ommen Cyprinus cajpio
Cresk Chub Semotilus a = g RE: Project Mo. 3P563B4S, TS 1: Horth Gate of Unlversity of
. - Naryland to sSunnyxide Avenua, Prince George's County,
Creek Chubsucker Erimyvzon Maryland
Cuxlips Minnow Exoglossum maxilligua '
Eastern Mudrinnow Lmora pvgioses Dear Mr. Ege:
Eastern Silvery Minnow Hvbognathus regius :
Fallfish i Semotijug corporalis The Wildlife and Heritage Division has nho records for Federal
n or State rare, threatenad or endangered plants or animals within
Green Sunfish L canneitus h d d t A ithi
LeJomus this project site. This statement should not he interpreted as
?"Mﬁ"h ) Carassius suoams meaning that no rare, threatensd or endangered species are present.
Golden Shiner Notemogonus ervsoleucas Such species could bm present but have not been documented because
Ironcolor Shiner Notropis chalvbasus an adequate survay has not bean conducted or because =urvey results
Longnose Dace Rhinjcthvy cataracrae have ot bean reportad to us.
Longear sunfish Lepomjs mecalods
Largemourh Bass Migropterus salmoides
Least Brook Lamprey Lamperra aspvptey sincerely,
Mzrgined Madiom Nafuzus iasiznis S -
Northern Hogsucker Hvpentelium nigricans ] r."','/; el /¢ "‘[{’ e
River Chub Nocomis micropogon Michaal E. Slattery, —~—
Rosyside Dace . Clingstormns fandyloi Asgociate Director,
Saxinfin Shiner Nomopis agalostanus Wildlife & Huwritage Divigion
ANCIOPS
Spotfin Shiner Notropiy spilovterus
Sponail Shiner Notropis hudsonius
Silverjaw Minnow Ericvmba buccaa ER# 97.21B&.pg
Swallowtail Shiner Notropis prosne
Tadpole Madtom Nonirus gvrinus
Tessellated Darter Etheostoms olmegdi
White Sucker Calostomus commersoni

nntd HHW 0D Nl AT 1AM

Telaphoow: __(4]{) 260-8540
DNR TTIY for the Duaf: {#10) 260-883%
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Some reorganization of the discussion is suggested, The transit il?forqnation s_hould_be )
discussed separately from the System Linkage/Road Function section. The discussion included

MARYLAND Office of Planning in Conclusions is more like background information. Conclusions need to be prepared.

Farris X. Glentdening

Governor

Ronald M. Kreltner
Director

APR20°98 1 1:55 OM

Should you have any questions regarding above comments, please do not hesitate to contact me
MEMORANDUM at 410-767-4550,

To: Robert Ritter
Project Planning Division

State Highway Admjrjstration
From: Christine Wells i ii A ]
Maryland Office of Planning

Date:  April 18, 1998 .

Subject: Preliminary Purpose and Need Statement for US 1 from Paint Branch Parkway to
Sunnyside Avenue

Based on the information provided in the draft Purpose and Need Statement for the referenced
project, we understand that the purpose of the project is to improve pedestrian and bicycle
circulation and safaty and to manage traffic congestion along US 1 from Paint Branch Parkway
to Sunnyside Avenue. Since the project area is within the Capital Beltway, the project is
within the Priority Funding Area designated by the 1997 Smart Growth Act. The information
provided acknowledges that US 1 not only is an "Other Principle Arterial” but also serves as
main street in the College Park area.

We think the following additional information should also be included as background for the
purpose and need statement;

. an assessment on the adequacy of the existing bus and Shuttle-UM+ransit services in
the study area;

. a map showing current bus/Shuttle routes and bus stop locations along the segment of
US1; ' ‘

. local/through traffic rates and local/through truck traffic (if available);

. data on bicycle usage and conditions-for bicyclists (e.g., width of the curb lanes, bike
route marks, bicycle stress level along the segment of US 1, and bicycle parking
facilities). Has Harvey Muller been included in the preparation of the statement?

. any paralle] service roads and internal connecting roads among the businesses adjacent
to each other;
. other related circulation improvement strategies included in the local master plans.

Besides recommending widening US 1, the 1990 Langley Park-College Park-Greenbelt
Master Plan also included the strategies to improve pedestrian circulation, to manage
access points along US 1, and to deal with on-street loading;

- the existing and planned land uses and the County's commercial area development
puidelines (i.e. on page 109, the 1990 Langley Park-College Park-Greenbelt Master
Plan); .

. information on US 1 conidor studies referenced (the last paragraph of the final page).

Local Planring Assistance: 4107674550  Fax: 419-767-4480
St West Presion Street + Bualtintove, Maryland 21201-2105
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NATIONAL MARINE FISHERIEE SERVICE
Habitat Conservation Division
Oxford, Maryland 21654

May 13, 1998

NAY18'98 #l0:5
{
.

Lovis H. Ege, Ir.
Deputy Director, Office of Planning & Preliminary Engineering
State Highway Administration

P.O. Box 717

Raltimore, Maryland 21203-0717

Attn: Robert Ritter, Project Planning

Deszr Mr, Ege:

We have reviewed the preliminary Purpose and Need Statement {PNS), dated April 9, 1998, for
U.S. Route 1 (Bahtimore Avenue) from Paint Branch Parkway to Sunnyside Avenue, in College
Park, Prince Georges County, Maryland,

While we have no objections to information pertaining to project purpose and need, the PNS did
not contain an environmentat overview section. The final PNS should indicate that Paint Branch,
which crosses U.S. 1 near Laketand Road, and parallels the west side of the U.S. 1 corridor over
most of the study area, will be affected by this project.

Modifications to an in stream fish passage barrier (i.c., 2 metal drop structure) in Paint Branch
near the College Park Airport recently restored anadromous fish passage to more than 4.5 miles
of the Paint Branch system upstream of this barrier, including the project study area. Portions of
Paint Branch lying within the study area are now accessible to alewife (Alosa pseudoharenpus)
and blueback herring (Algsa aestivalis) for spawning activities. While the Paint Branch drainage
basin is heavily urbanized, significant modifications to U.S. 1 in the study area will further stress
water quality conditions in this watershed, especially if roadway modifications encroach into the
stream and/or the remaining wooded riparian buffer associated with the stream system. The latter
type of impacts could adversely affect the success of alosid spawning activities both with the
study area, and in downstream areas. Therefore, protection of in stream fish habitat should be
thoroughly addressed duting the NEPA/404 review process for this proposal,

If there are any questions concerning these comments, you may call John S, Nichols at
(410) 226-5771.

Sincerely,

LomoltiB.
Timothy E, JGoodg)

Officer in Charge
Oxford Habitat Qffice

UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE
National Ocwanic and Atmospheric Administration

Maryland
Department of
Housing snd
Community
Development

Division of Hisorical and
Cultural Programs

100 Comuvnity Plece

November 24, 1998

Mgs. Cynthia P. Simpson
Deputy Division Chief
Project Planning Division .
State Highway Administration
707 North Calvert Strect

P.0. Bax 717

Baltimore, MD} 21203-0717

: j . SP503B48 — Project Planning Stdy )
R Z??S?&:h Gute of University of Maryland—College Park to Sunnyside Avenue
Prince Geomge's County, Maryland
.. .
Dear # n:

ich we received on October 19,
Thank you for your letter of Oclober 16, 1998, whic
e L . for ty-one
1998 transmitting new Determination of Eligibility (DOE) F:oms " totity-on
properties, and a copy of an sarlier DOE form for the Beltaville Agriculturat Rescarch

Crowmsvile, Marylend 21032 | Cerier's North Fanm, as well as mapping and photographs. We have rviewed the

41Q-314-T600
1-800-738-0119

Fax: 410-98T-4071
Marylend Relay [or the Deal:
1-800-733-2158

package carefully, and while we are able to concur with most of the d_eterminaﬁons of
cligibility, we have comments to make regarding some of the propertics.

DETERMINATION OF ELIGIBILITY

As we noted above, SHA provided to the Trust twenty-one new
DOE forms with photographs and tax maps in its Ostober 16, 1993_ l‘eltv:r. SHA had earlicr
provided forms for Brown’s Tavem, Hillerest and the North Farm_ n its Ma..n:h 18, 1?98 )
lcticr, With both letters, we reosived a map which shows the Mational Register of Historic

hitp:fhvewwdhed mate md us Places boundary for the University of Mazvland -- College Park campus.

Patris M. Glndening
Patricia ). Payne
Secretary

Raymond A, Skinner
Deputy Secreiary

wersity of Marpland — College Park: SHA did not provide a DOE form

» f(f;jﬂ\c U?ﬁv{nity’y:f Maryland because its staff was i.nfo.:nned that aNmrfnal
Rogister nomination was pending and likely to be submitted to the Trust in
May, 1998. This has not been the casc. However, the Trust does have a map
which shows the boundary which the University proposes to use when such a
nomination docs go forward. Trust staff from both the Compliance and
Registration Offices have concugred with this bmmdmy 'Ihere'fotg, SHA )
should use that boundary rather than the boundary it proposed m'elthu of its
lettars. We have encloged a copy of this map for your firtare project planning
et ded to the Trust, we arc able

igibility: Based on the information SHA provided to the t, we are
» fnlguncu? with your cligibility determinations for all the properties except




Ms. Cynthia D. Simpson
November 24, 1998
Page 21

’q Tavem. SHA's DOE form for this property notes that it is not
I'i!:(;iv;:al Register-eligible under Criterion C,asan archltwturul example of a
tavern, but is eligible under Criterion A for its association with the )
development of nineteenth century highways and tumpikes. Biecms: this
property is not eligible under Criterion C, we do not feel that it can adequately
demongtrate its National Register eligibility salely under Criterion A
Therefore, Brown’s Tavem is not eligible. Ploase see Amt 2 fqrth:
compiete Determinsation of Eligibility Table for the historic properties in the
project arca. a

ination of Eligibility Forms: SI—Mandm:Tmstmatinl\.Jaym CUSS
g‘e‘:’::: @ abl{teviﬂsd f?::m for properties not l.ikel.y mlbe elup‘ble furthe .
National Register. We agroed on the use ofa Detenmnmon of E‘I.lglbl.hty
form and its appearance. SHA provided its eligibility determinations on an
carlier form. However, through discussions between Ms, Anne Bruder and
M. Jill Dowling, SHA now has agreed to resubmit the DOEs op the moat
cumrent form, We have made some corections on onc anmple form, and
would request that SHA revise all of ita forms in a similar manner, We have
also provided SHA with a copy of the rew form. SHA staff shcguld delete the
older form from its files and not use it for any Trust-related project.

C

N

OGY; We concur with SHA's assessment that the pmjec? arca has a low
poiential for comaining significant archeological resources. Archeological ficld
snvestigations ars not warranted for this project.

idi i i We lock forward to
Thank yo forpmvldmgusﬁutapporhamtyt_nwnunmln. forw
working with SHA ag the project plans develop to provide you with our determinations of
effact. Should you have nay questions, please contact Ms. Anne Bruder (for structures) at
410-514-7636, or Ms, Beth Cale (for archeology) =t 410-514-7631.

Sincerely,
1. Rodney Little
Dircctor/State Historic Preservation Officer
JRL:EIC:AEB
9803126

Euclosures (4)
oL Mr. Bruce Grey (SHA)
Dr. Charles Hall {SHA)
Ma. Jill Dowling
Ms. Pam Stephenson (FHW A)
Mr. W. Dickerson Charlton
Ms. Pat Williams
Ms. Gail Rothrock
Mz, Don Creveling

. This project analyzes existing and projected vehicular and pedestrian circulation, evaluates safety _.

’fr

5 HA Parris N. Glendening

Maryland Depariment of Transportation Governor _
State Highway Adminjstration W dokn D Porcar
194990

October 1, 1999

Parker F. Williams
Administratos

Re;  Project No. SP503B48
90 120 US L: South Gate of University of Maryland-
i College Park to Sunnyside Avenue
\ o RTRELDES= Project Planning Study
R Prince George’s County, Maryland

Mz, ). Rodney Little

State Historic Preservation Officer
Maryland Historical Trust

100 Community Place
Crownsville, MD 21032-2023

Dear Mr. Little:

Introduction and Project Description
The Project Planning Division of the State Highway Administration (SHA) proposes a
project planning study to consider safety and operational improvements in the College Park area.

concerns, and examines issues concerning access to and from US 1. This project also serves to
identify US 1 as College Park’s “Main Street” and to address the overall appearance of US 1.
The goal of the proposed project is to enhance pedestrian circulation and safety, manage
congestion and traffic operations, provide efficient access to and from adjacent local roads, and
create a more pedestrian-friendly environment.

In March 1998, SHA first transmitted to the Maryland Historical Trust (MHT) the results
of identification efforts for historical resources located within the planning study area. That
letter presented three Determination of Eligibility forms (DOE) and discussed why SHA did not
include & DOE form for the University of Maryland—College Park, Subsequent to MHT s receipt
of the March letter, SHA engineers re-evaluated the project limits and slightly expanded the
scope of the project. In response to those changes, SHA submitted a second transmission in
October 1998. The second letter contained nineteen additional DOE forms and a copy of an
carlier DOE form for the Beltsville Agricultural Research Centet’s North Farm.

SHA requested concurrence on cligibility determinations for the properties included in
the March and Qctober transmissions. MHT responded to this request in a letter dated November
24, 1998. MHT concurred with all but one of SHAs eligibility determinations. In addition to
that determination difference, MHT requested that SHA resubmit the DOE forms on the moat
current form (Attachment I: Previous Correspondence).

My telephone number ls

Maryland Relay Service for Impalred Hearing or Speech
+-800-735-2258 Siatewide Toll Free

Maiiing Address: P.Q. Box 717 « Baltimors, MD 21203-0717
Street Addrass: 707 North Calvert Strest « Baltimors, Maryland 21202




Mr. J. Rodney Little

US 1: South Gate of University of
Maryland-College Park to Sunnyside Avenue
Page Two

SHA has addressed the comments made in the November letter from MHT, and this letter
serves to transmit the revised DOE forms.

Funding
Federal funds arc anticipated for this project.

Area of Potential Effects (APE)

(iven the lack of a detailed project scope, the APE for this project planning study must
address the areas with safety and operational issues. In addition, the APE should take into
account properties which may not be physically impacted, but which could experience visual
impacts as a result of improvements. Considering these presumptions, the APE definition forms
a corridor extending north on US 1 from the South Gate of the University of Maryland-College
Park to Sunnyside Avenue, north of 1-495. Attachment II offers USGS and metro mapping to

.. graphically define lh.ls_ama

Revision of Determination of Eligibility (DOE) Forms

As noted in the November 1998 letter from MHT, SHA and the Trust agreed on the use
of a DOE form and its appearance during a May 1998 meeting. Based on the comments and
sample form provided by MHT, SHA has revised the format on all twenty-two DOE forms from
the March and Ociober transmissions (Attachment ITI: DOE Forms).

In addition to the format issues, MHT disagreed with SHA’s eligibility determination for
Brown's Tavern. SHA's DOE form for this property indicated that it was not National Register-
eligible under Criterion C, as an architectural example of a tavern, but was eligible-under
Criterion A for its association with the development of nineteenth century highways and
turnpikes. MHT declared that since the property was not considered eligible under Criterion C,
that it could not adequately demonstrate its National Register eligibility solely under Criterion A.
Therefore, Brown's Tavern is not eligible. SHA has reflected this posttion in the current DOE
form for Brown's Tavern {Attachment II1: DOE Forms).

Review Request

Please review the attachments provided. By November 5, we seek your signature on the
line below, documenting your concurrence with SHA's determinations of eligibility for resources
identified on US 1 between the South Gate of the University of Maryland and Sunnyside

MF@@J\% PR |

Me, J. Rodney Little

US 1: South Gate of University of
Maryland-College Patk to Sunnyside Avenue
Page Three

Avenue, We anticipate coordinating project effects with you as soon as plans become available,
By cc, we invite the Prince George’s County Historic Preservation Commission to provide
comments and consult in the Section 106 process for this project. If no response is received by
November 5" we will assume that this office declines to participate, Please call Ms. Kelly Stecle
at 410-545-8559 with any questions regarding this submission.

Very truly yours,

Cynthia D. Simpson
Deputy Director

Office of Planning and
Preliminary Engineering

by: [ My
.- o e o ene .. Bruce M., Grey.. { e
Assistant Divisioh Chief
Project Planning Division

‘FE&\\WL/M‘D RN,
D/z:?/ 19

Concurrence:

State Historic Preservation Office Datr:

Attachments

I: Previous Correspondence
II: Project Maps

III: DOE Forms

cet Ms. Patricia Greene {w/Attachments, except 11I)
Mr. Bruce M. Grey -
Dr. Charles Hall {(w/Attachments, except I1I)
Mr. Joseph Kresslein
Ms. Gail Rothrock, Prince George's County Historic Preservation Commission
(w/Attachments) .
Ms. Kelly Steele (w/Attachments, except 1IT)
Ms. Pam Stephenson (w/Attachments)



Re:  Project No. PG253A11
US i: College Avenue to Sunnyside Avenue
Prince George’s County, MD
USGS Beltsville, Md. 7.5” Quadrangle

Mr. I. Rodney Little

State Historic Preservation Officer
Maryland Historical Trust

100 Community Place
Crownsville MD 21032-2023

Dear Mr. Little:

Introduction and Project Description

The State Highway Administration (SHA) has developed detailed alternatives for US |
(Baltimore Avenue) in College Park, Maryland. The proposed improvements along US 1 will
enhance pedestrian and bicycle circulation and safety, manage congestion and traffic opetations,
provide cfficicnt access to and from adjacent local roads and provide a more pedestrian-friendly
environment. The improvements also serve to create a “main street” for College Park and to
provide for an enhanced appearance of US 1. This letter serves to seek concutrence on the effect
determination for the alternatives under consideration.

The US 1 project extends for a distance of 3.3 miles, from College Avenue, in College
Park, to Sunnyside Avenue, in Beltsville (Attachment ). Several alternatives have been
evaluated to determine how well each addresses the goals as outlined above. In addition 1o the
No-Build and a traffic systems and demand management (low cost) option, the build alternatives
include the reconstruction of the existing infrastructure of US 1. Every precaution has been
taken to minimize impacts to resources and property in the study area. In fact, due to the
minimal impacts to the natural environment, the agencies have agreed to remove the project from
the streamlined environmental and regulatory process. The following is a description of the two
build altematives that remain in the study. Each includes reconstruction of US 1 between
College Avenue and the Capital Beltway. Although the study limits extend north to Sunnyside
Avenue, no physical improvements are included as part of this study.

My telephone number is

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

Malllhg Address: P.O. Box 717 » Baltimors, M} 21203-0717
Street Addrass: 707 North Calvert Strest « Baltimora, Maryland 21202

Parris N. Glendening

Maryland Department of Transportation Govermor
State Highway Administration 3o0n D, Porcari
' February 16, 2001 Parker F, Williams
Adrminiatrator

. Mr. Rodney J. Littie
" US I: College Avenue to Sunnyside Avenue
Page 2 of 4

Major features of the 4-lane divided alternative include:
. Reconstructing US 1 as a new 4-lane divided roadway, with 2-11 foot inside travel lanes

and 2-16 foot outside travel lanes (1o accommodate on-road bicyclists and to enhance the
intersection turning radii) separated by a 16-foot raised grass median with street trees.

. Consolidating access points along US 1, by combining some entrances and reorienting
others to side streets,
. Six-foot lawn panel throughout the majority of the corridor to accommodate strect trees

outside of the curbed roadway; however, in several arcas only a 2-foot brick paver section
is included to minimize property impacts.

. Constructing a five-foot sidewalk on both sides of US 1 that will border the lawn panel.

. Intersection improvements at Cherry Hill Road and MDD 430.

The 5-lane alternative shares most of the features with the 4-lane divided alternative
including intersection improvements, sidewalks, strestscape and access point consolidation.
However, the 5-lane undivided roadway section consists of 2-11 foot inside travel lanes, 2-16
foot outside travel lanes and a 13- foot center tum lane.

Funding
Federal funds are anticipated for this project.

Area of Potential Effects

The area of potential effects (APE) for this project is defined separately for architectural
and archeological resources. For architectural resources, the APE is restricted to the properties
that abut US 1 in the project location, It is limited in this way because these are the properties
most likely to experience direct and visual impacts. The project is not expected to create
auditory or secondary/cumulative impacts, 2o the APE does not consider these types of impacts.
For archaeological resources, the APE is limited to the arca of direct construction impacts.

Identification Methods and Results
Potentially significant architectural and archeological resources were both researched as
part of the historic investigation for this proposed project.

Architecture: SHA Consultants URS Corp. reviewed prior SHA consultation and records. Two
historic architectural resources have been identified in the project’s APE that are National
Register-eligible. These historic properties are the University of Maryland-College Park Historic
District (UMD-CP Historic District) and the Beltaville Agricultural Research Center (locations
illustrated on Attachment I, MHT eligibility leiter is Attachment IV).

Because there are no physical improvements within the project arca north of the Beltway
(1-495/1-95), impacts to the Beltsville Agricuitural Research Center are not expected,



Mr. Rodney I. Little
US I: College Avenue to Sunnyside Avenue
Page 3 of 4

Within the UMD-CP Historic District there are no differences in impacts between the 4-
lane and 5-lane alternatives. For the two alternatives, there will be eight individual right-of-way
impacts totaling (.95 acres within the UMD-CP Historic District, with no single area of impact
greater than .24 acres of historic property. Several physical features will be affected within the
UMD-CP Historic District, including an existing decorative wall extending 100 linear feet and
several existing trees (Attachment II). The decorative wall will be reconstructed several feet
back from its original location, and many more trees associated with the roadway typical section
will dot the landscape throughout the UMD-CP Historic District. Neither the decorative wall nor
the trees arc considered components contributing to the UMD-CP Historic District. Because the
project will not impact any components contributing to the Historic District, no historic
propertics will be adversely affected by the project (Attachment IIT).

Archeology: In prior coordination, the Maryland Historical Trust (MHT) (November 1998)
concurred that the project area has a low potential for containing significant archeological
resources (Attachment IV). Therefore, it is unlikely that archeological sites will be affected by
the project. g

Review Request

Please examine the attached maps and plans. We request your concurrence by March 19
that there should be no historic properties affected by the proposed project. By carbon copy, we
invite the Prince George’s County Historic Preservation Commission and Prince Georgs's
Heritage, Inc., to provide comments and participate in the Section 106 process. Pursuant to the
requirement of 36 CFR Part 800, SHA seeks their assistance in identifying historic preservation
issues as they relate to this specific project. (See 36 CFR 800.2 (¢) (4) and (6), 800.3 {f) for
information regarding the identification and participation of consulting parties, and 800.4 and
800.5 regarding the historic properties identification and effects assessment process, For
additional information regarding Section 106 regulations see the Advisory Council on Historic
Preservation’s website, www.achp gov, or contact the Maryland State Highway Administration or
the Maryland Historical Trust.) If no response is received by March 19, we will assume that
these offices decline to participate. Please call Katry Harris at (410) 545-8698 or (757) 463-8770
with questions regarding architectural resources, Mary Barse may be reached at (410) 545-2883
with concerns regarding archeclogy.

[

’?ﬂl*-

Mr. Rodney T. Little
US 1: College Avenue to Sunnyside Avenne

Page 4 of 4
)
Very truly yours,
Cynthia D, Simpson
Deputy Dirsctor
Office of Planning and
Preliminary Engincering
o N by: /3\4-4 ;1"1_9"_,
% E WOV ALEL Bruce M. Grey
1) m 7 Q‘_‘F@‘“ Deputy Division Chief
g T "~ Project Plenming Division
O Mz, Wearemes

(e fornilon

ﬁ'zz—/zml

Stite Histaric Preservation Office Datel I

BMG:KH:Ic

Attachments: I) Location of Project and Histozic Areas
I) Impacts to University of Maryland Histotic Property
II) MHT Coordination Letter of November 1998
IV} Effect Table

Ms. Mary Barse, SHA-PFD

Ms. Patricia Greene, SHA-PPD (w/Attachmients)
Mr. Bruce Grey, SHA-PPD
Dr. Charfes Hall, SHA-PPD
M3, Katry Harris, SHA-PPD
Ms. Gail Rothrock, Prince George's County Histaric Preservation Commission
(w/Attachments)

Ms. Cynthia D, Simpson, Deputy Director, State Highway Administration
Ms. Patricia Williams, Prince George’s Heritage, Inc. (w/ Attachments) |

(w/Attachments)

I o
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PRINCE GEORGE’S COUNTY GOVERNMENT ‘ o

LrPwr

Department of Public Workg and Transpartation
Office of the Directar

RECEIVED

MEMORANDUM
UL 12 W

July 2, 2001

To: Beverly G. Warfield, section Head
Planning Section
Erograms and Planning Division
Department of Environman SROLY e
Betty Hager Francia, Di T
Department of Public Works an sportation

Re: Baltimore Avenue (US Roure 1)

In response to your Jume 19, 2001, memo i
C . Jrafidum concernin
abowla rc?erenr:ed nm.:l:.cation for Federél Assistance, S-ate g the
éppl:!.ca.tlon Identifier Number MD 20010605-050¢, the Department of
Public Worka and Transpoxkbation (DPW&T) offers the following:

The subjeck study portion of the projmct is ].o’

Saltimore Avenue (US Route 1), a gtaga-mintaiﬁzsegi;;;:fr

from College Avenue in College Park, to Sunnyside Avenue “in

Beltsvill!.e. This project will affect paint Branch Patkw:ay

Chexry Hill Road and Sunnyside Avenus 211 County-mainrainad .

;g:l_iwlyu. tait.:augh, DPWAT has no comment on the '
ironmental Assessmens B i

approve the £inal design ngpgﬁz'pggj:é%% need £o review ana

If you have any questiong or requi iri i i
. quire additional information
»lease contact Mr. Ehsan Mobazedi, the Dist i g
At ooy r. Ehsas , strict Bugineer for this
237 EM:rbw

car Haltham Hijazi, P.E., Rpgoeciate Director, OF

Largo, Maryland 20774

9400 Peppercorn Place, Suite 370
TDD (301) 925-5167

FAX (301) 883-5709

0971872001 02:38PM

1

SEP-19-2001(TUE) 14:20 SHA PPD 410 209 5004
PLEASE COMPLETE YOUR REVIEW & RECOMMENDATION BEFORE July 08 2001

URN COMPLETED FORM TO; Linda C, Janey, J.D., Director, Clonringhouse & Plan Review Unit, Maryland Cepartment of Planning,
301 Wemt Preston Street. Room 1104, Baltimore. Maryland 21201-2365

¢ AgpRoation identifler:  MDZ0010605-0800 [crmringhacse € : Aziz M

atlort: PGED - Collage Fark |Glenringhouse Phone:  410-767-4490

alc_Tnt.‘ Maryland Departmant of Tranaportation

yeription, Environmental Astasament - Impravementa ta US 1 Collaga Park From Suanyalds Avanue To Collége
Lyt

Based on a Raview of the information Provided, Wa Have {v'} Chacked the Appropriate Datsrmination Sslow

Tt O JCONSISTENT RESPONSES “'STATE AGENCIES ONLY 525870 - W
©] |It is consitane with our plane, programs, and objestives,
Iz I8 consistant with the poticles coniained In Expeutive Order (1.0 1992 27 (Maryland E ic Growih, B 3 jop, and

€2 [Plnning Act of 1592), Exccutive Order 01,01. 1998,04 (Smart Grawih and Neighborhood Comervation Policy), and our plans, programs,
and objectlves. ] :

(MHT ONLY) It has been determined tha the project will have “no effect” on histaric properties and that the federal 2ad/o
stare hlstoric preservarion requirements have been met.

{DNR ONLY) [t has been determined that this project i in the Coastal Zone and 15 not inconsisiear with the Marytand
Coustal Zont Management Frogram.

{MDP ONLY) & is conslsten: with che reqy of Swic Finance and Procurémem Ardele 5-7B-02; 03;04 aac 03 Smuart Grawty
and 1 borhoad Conservatiom (Prioricy Funding Areas).

L 7 CONSISTENT RESPONSES - COUNTY & LOCAL AGENCIES ONLY

€5 |1t bs consisen with our plans, programe. ind objectives.

It is caagimens with the Econoric Growur. Resouree Prarection, and Planning Visiond (Planning Act of (992), Smee Flaanse snd
C& |Procuremcot Article 3-78- Smart Growth acd Neighberhood Coasarvadon (Priority Funding Areas), and cur plzns, programs. and

|stjecdves.
* ]

o5y

OTHER RESPONSES - ALL AGENCIES
It is generally consistent with our plans, proprams and

GENERALLY GONSISTENT WITH QUALIFYING COMMENTS:
objectives. but the anached qualifylng commen is submined M consideraion

CONTINGENT UPON CERTAIN ACTIONS: it generally vonsisten: with our plans, programs and objast vcs cOningent upa.

Rz certain acti0ne being taken as noted in the amched comment. 1

ility with our plans, prograses, objectives, or Planz ng Act
d in the ) I & mesting with the applicant i

concErming P

NOT CONSISTEMT) [k raises
g CXISTINE progran: activities, & |

R3 fpolicies; ar It may dupli
eequested, please check here. O
ADDITIONAL INFORMATION REQUESTED:  Additonal information is required 1o compleie the roview. The informacen
veedad Is idemilied below. If an excension of the review period is requoatad, please check bere. O

FURTHER INTEREST: Duc to further imerest/quastions concerning this project, we request that the Clearinghcuse secup a
jconference with the applicant, .

SUPPORTS "Sman Growds™ and Federal Excoutiva Qrder 12072 (Federal Space Maragemen). which dirccts federal ageneiss 10 |.,.=.q

RS

Re factilties in urbag sreas
:nch sdditfonal camments If neceasary OR uxe the apaces belaw for briel 1.
ma: ___ Signature:
Janization: ']rﬂl.ne' RSD’,]MEUEHH Phane:
drags; 2500 Brocning Highway Date Complaved: ﬂr/f 7/0)
’ Baltimo B/ .
(410) 637_1:?021224 {+") [ZTheck here if sdditional comments sttsched.

L2t

09/18/20017 02:38PM



SER-18-2001(TUE) 14:30 SHA PPD 410 209 5004 P. 008 "SER-18-2001(TUE) 14:30 SHA PPD ' 410 209 5004 P, 009

State Application Identifier: MD2000605-0600
Comments from the Maryland Department of the Environment's Water Management ARMA comments to US1 College Park EA (0600)

Administration: .
> It looks like the four-lane alternative with median "refuge” would be the safest for

pedestrians crossing US 1, Maybe SHA should meantion in the documnent reasons why a
pedestrian tummel or overpass at US 1 near University of Maryland was not part of the
proposed roadway design, It would be belpful to show the praposed bike lancs on the

Comments from the Maryland Department of the Environment's Air and Radiation alternatives maps.
Management Administration:

This project is consistent with our plans, programs, and objectives.

1. It looks like the four-lane alternative with median “refige” would be the safest for pedestrians
crossing US 1. Maybe SHA should mention in the document reasons why a pedestrian funnel
or overpass at US 1 near University of Maryland was not part of the proposed roadway design.
It would be helpful 10 show the proposed bikes lanes on the altemative maps.

Conunents from the Maryland Department of the Enviroument's Waste Management
Administration:

2. . Any solid waste including construction, demolition and Jand clearing debris, generated from
the subject project, must be properly disposed of at a permitted golid waste acceptance farility,
ar recycled if possible. Contact the Solid Waste Program at (410) 631-3318 for additionat
information. -

3. MDE requests that efforts be made 10 prevent contamination of the surface and ground water
of the State of Maryland during the construction end renovation activities. In the event that
3pills or other releases of petralenm or hazardous materials o¢eurs from the proposed
operations which may potentially impact State waters, MDE requests prompt notification at .
(410) 974-3551. oo i 3

Comments from the Maryland Department of the Environment's Technical and Regulatary
Services Administration: :

This project is consistent with our plans, programs, and objectives.

0971872001 02:38PM 09/18/2001 02:38PM
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SER-18-2001(TUE) 14:30 SR PPD

Parrir N. Chowdiorng

Lrouermar

Fathioan Kannady Townsend
LA Coveemer

410 209 5004

P.01D
Maryland Department of Planning B
o
Raxalf N, Young
Dgpmty Soervimy

Please complete this form and retum it to the $tate Clearinghouse upon reegipt of notification that the project has been
approved or not approved by the approving authority.

TO: Maryland State Clearinghouse
Maryland Deperiment of Planning

DATE:

301 West Pieston Strest
Room [ 104
Bahimors, MD 21(201-2365

(Ficase Ml in chz daxe Rwm somplered)

FROM: PHONE:
(Narns of parwon complating s form.) (Arca Cade & Phone nurnbar)
RE: State Appliextion Identifier: MDQUDIOGOS-MOO
Project Description: Envi - Impro 1o US 1 College Pack From
Sunnyside Avenue To Coileg-u Avenue
PROJECT APPROVAL
his project'plan was:
] Approved | Approved with Modifizarien a Disapproved
kohrlne of Approving Awthority: Dt Approvel:
FUNDING APPROVAL
T“nc Tunding (if applicable) has bean appraved for the period of
L2200 o 200 asollows:
Federal: Local; lime.- Qther:
H s 5 ]

OTHER

3 Further comment or explanatign is atached

DFCH-IF

JOF Wext Prigtam Sireei + Sxiir 1101« Batioure, Marplagel 27301-3335
Tok $10.767 4500 - Foz 450,767 4480 - Toll Eree: 1,800.767.8272 - TTY Unrr: Maryiand Heley
Tntermat: aucac ity ftate.mitut

PRINCE GEORGE'S COUNTY GO ERN

TPWT

Department of Public Worke and Tmnsponation
Office of the Diractor

July 26, 2001

Ms. Cy'nthia Simpson

Deputy Director ’

Office of Planning and Prel:.mina.ry Eng:.neermg
Maillstop C-301

State Highway Administration

707 North Calvert Street

Baltimore, Maryland 21203-0717

Re: US 1 College Park Environmental Assessment
Project No. PG253A11

Dear Ms. Simpsori:

gl

Thisg is :Ln response to your letter requesting Prince
George’'s County's comments of the Fnvironmental Assessment for
improvements to US 1 - College Park from Sunnyside Avellde to-
Collega Avenue.

Az discussed in the document, the intersection of Cherry
Hill Road and US 1 is currently operating at level-of-Bervice “F*
during the morning and evening peak perieds. In addition, this
location is congidered a high accident intersection that -
experienced accident rates of 1.53 and 1.20 accidents per million
vehicles entering the intersecticn in 1994 and 1996 respectively.
In order to address these concerns, the report proposes & Cherry
Hill Road Interchange option. .

Due to the existing safety and operaticnal concerns at the
intersection of Cherry Hill Road and US 1, the Prince George's
County Department of Public Works and Transportation believes the
interchange option would have independent utility. Therefore, we
request that the proposed interchange be separated from the US 1
~ College Park project. This would allow the detailed designm,
Tight-of-way acquisition and construction of the project to
procead fagter, thereby increasing safety and capacity at that
location in the shortest possible time.

Largo, Maryland 20774
TPD (301) 925-5167

Inglewcod Centre 3
{301) 883-5600

9400 Peppercorn Place, Suite 300

09/48/2001 FAX (301) 883-5709

02:38PM

\S



Ms. Cynthia Simpson
July 23, 2001
Page Two

Alternatives 3 and 4 would provide six-foot lawn panels to
accommodate street trees, and would include many TSM/TDM
components {(intersection improvements, bus pull-off lanes and
access consclidation). Alternative 4 would include a 1l6-foot
median that would provide a safe refuge for pedestrians,
protected left turn lanes, virtually eliminate head-on
collisions and create additional area for streetscaping.
Alternative 3 would provide a 13-foot center left turn lane in
lieu of a median, providing better direct access to local
businesses. The Department will further analyze both
alternatives and will therefore take no position at this time.

If you have any furthexr guestions ::onc:erning this matter,
please contact me or J. Rick Gordon, Associate Dlrector of our
0ffice of Transportatmn, at (30L) 883- 5700

sincerely,

Dt bopproe g

Betty Hager Francis
Director

BHF/CS/db

cc: Parker .F, pgillim?s Administrator, Maryland State Highway
n:.st:a.tion

Nicole Washington, Pro:ect Manager, Maryland State. Highway

Administration

J. Rick Gordon, Associate Director, Qffice of Transportation

Andre’ Issayans, Chief, Division of Traffic

iy

Pars N G‘“‘""“‘ : Mnryland Department of Natural Resources 3ot T‘g‘“‘“"‘"‘"‘ Fu.D.
’ ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW
Kathleen Konnedy Townaend Stanley K Arth
Lt Goremer Tawes Staw Office Building Depey Sy,
Annapolis, Maryiand 21401
July 27, 2001
Ms. Cynthia D. Simpson
Deputy Director
Office of Planning and Preliminary Engineering
Mailstop C-301
Maryland State Highway Administration
707 North Calvert Street

Baltimore, Maryland 21202

Dear Ms, Simpsor:

The Marylnnd Dcpaﬂm-t of Natiral Resonrces (DNR) has conducted a review of the

Environmental Assessment document for improvements to US I - College Park from Sunnyside Avenue
to Couege Avenue (Projest No. PG233A11, Pnncc George s County). We have thc followmg commcuts
on the document: -

1.

The stream cls.ss:ﬁcanon information for Paint Branch as presented in the document on pege II1-27
{second paragraph) and page I-29 (tast puagnlm correct for the stream reaches in your project
stdy area. However, since Paint Branch also has reaches designated as Use III (natural trout
siream) at the Capital Beltway and above, which is just a short distance upstream from your
project, you may wish to consider using & statement such as “Paint Branch, & Use 1 stream in the
vicinity of this project” to describe the streamrather than simply stating that Paint Branch is a Use

I streamn. This will avoid the implication that the entire stream is designated as Use 1.

The Department strongly supports and encourages improvements aimed at enhancing pedestrian
and bicyele circulation as well as wransit opportunities such as those proposed for this project.
Improvements such as these have a number of direct and indirect benefits to the natural resources
in the region as well as the efforts to protect these resources.

- Careful consideration should be given to the potential opportunities 10 conduct stormwater
- .. management retrofits or to dd stormwater treatmerit components along US 1, within the framework
.. .of the-proposed project.. If these opportunities exist, they could lead 1o significant i nnprovements

to.water quality inPaint Branch or bther nearby witerways, where restoration efforts are underway
to improve the anadromeous fish migrations that historically have run through this ares.

Telephono: _ (410% 260-8330
DNRTTY fbr the Duf‘ (410) 260-8835

LT e



Cynthia D. Simpson
July 27, 2001

Fage 2

4, Dus to the sensitivity of the aguatic resources found in Paint Branch, we request that we be
promptly informed if impacts to this waterway or its vegetated buffer become likely upon.further
study of the project.

We appreciate the attention that has been given in the Environmental Assessment document to
natural resources in the area. We advocate and support your continued efforts to optimize protection of
natural resources during future planning phases for this project. If you have any questions conceming these
comments, you may contact Greg Golden of my staff at 410-260-8334,

Sincerely,
;Eﬂut Q.tI)C;§'04~Mh-&,

Ray C. Dintamaa, Jr., Director
Environmental Review Unit

Federal Emergency Management Agency
Onnhmhwcngigf:;SLShnhthx
615 Chestmut Strest /b H
Philadsiphia, PA 191064404 é/')?a; /

V-

Ms. Cynthia Simpson, Deputy Director
0ffice of Planning and Preliminary Engineering
Mailstop C-301 '

State Highwey Administration

707 North Calvert Street

Paltimcore, Maryland 21202

July 30, 2001

RE: U.S5. Route 1, College Park, and MD 210 Multi-Modal Study
Dear Ms. Simpson:

The Federal Emergency Management Agency {FEMA) received your Environmental
hssessment for U.S5. Reute 1 in College Park, and your Draft Environmental
Impact Statement for the MD 210 Multi-Modal Study. These reports described
proposed projects in areas thit have been mapped by FEMA as Zone AE, areas
subject to flooding during the 1% annual chance (100-year) event with base
flood elevations determined.

The National Flood Insurance Program {(NFIP) is administered by FEMA and is
designed to reduce flood losses through local fleodplain management and
provide flcod insurance to property owners. The NFIP requires participating
communities to adopt and enforce floodplain management ordinances with
stipulations about modifications of the 100-year floodplain. As such, each
floodprone community has an ordinance requiring permits for all proposed
construction within Zone AE areas and also requiring that the flood carrying
capacity of a relocated astream be maintained.

To prove that the flood carrying capacity of impacted watercourses will be
maintained may require an engineering study and completion of the anclosed
Conditional Letter of Map Revision Application. Please coordinate with the
Floodplain Management Qfficers of the appropriate communities to assure that
the project meets the requirements of their floodplain management ordinance.

If you have any guestions or problems, please call me at 215-931-5524.

Sincergly,

on owicz,
Civil Engineer
Mitigetion Division

P.E.

Enclosure

[+ State Coordinator
FEMA Region 3 Community File
Chron File
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Vcry tmly yours,

Cy'nthm D. Simpscm
. Deputy Director -
- Office of Planning and
' Prelunmary Engmeenng

“Assistant Division Chief .
- Project Planning Division <~ v

Myt-llphonenumborls v m o
Mafylnnd FlalaySaMcuforlmpdredHuringmeaech

1-300-735 2258 Statswide Toll Free™
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Deputy Secrvary
Seprember 07, 2001

Ms. Cynthia Simpson, Deputy Dircclor
State Highway Administration
Muryland Departmei of Transportation
P.O. Box 717

Baltimore, MD 21203-0717

REVIEW AND RECOMMENDATION

State Application Edentifier:
Deseription:

MD20010605-0606G

Environmental Agsessment - Improvements lo US 1 Coliage Park From Sunnyside Avenue To College
Avenue

Applicant: Maryland Departiment of Trangportation

Location: Prince Gevrge's Councy - College Park

Approving Autheriry: US Department of Transporiation

Recommendation: Eadorsement with Qualilving Camments
Dear Mg, Sivpson:
In . with Presidentiat E Order 12572 and Code of Moryland Regulation 14.24.04. the State Clenringhouse has

eoordinated the intergovernmeniul roview of the refersnced project .This leller consiilues the S process review and
dirion, This re dation is valid for a period of three years from the date of this ictter.

Review comments were requested from the Muryland Dpanments of Housing end Cor opmen: including the

Maryland Historical Trusy, Enviromment, Nawral Resources, Transperjution: Prince George's Counnv; and the Marylung
Deparument of Planning,
We reviewed the Snvi 1A, and found that it iy very thorough in Seopa and addrerses most of the identified

chailenges for the /S | Corridor.

We support the Four-Lane Divided Altcrantive as ir identifies Smurt Growth-orienied solutions 1o a comidor that is not only
comgested for moror vehicle use, bui fails in system adequacy for pedestriuns aad Bicyclistr, There is @ need to recuce pedestrion
Jatalitias along this corridor end promote the use of other nobility opiions. [his i particulerly imperans due 1o the relationship
af this corridor with the Univarsity of Maryland Spsiem’s flagship campus ot College Park and becanse of the need for travel
demand management ai the University. Logal residaats use USI to access the University of Marvland and the adjacent
commerciol egtublishmenss. Increasing walkabitity, bicycle mccess, and wransit use along US1 will promote mobility oprions and
reduce SOV use, The uss of transit pull-gff urens on the Four-Lare Alternative it an Improvecenr over #xttting conditions and
shauld increase the use of bus oansiz along US|,

O West Prasion Seroee « Samty 1101+ Boklporarw, Marpland 212012305
Tak K10.7¢7 4500 = Fus 410,767 4480 - 1ol Free: 1.800 7676372 = TTY {lvers: Maryland Relay
Twternet: oo medy. siacemed wi

09/18/2001 0DZ:38PM
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Ms. Cynthia Simpson Ms. Cynthia Simpson

Sepreenher 07, 2001 Sepember 07, 2001

Page 2 Papt 3

The recommendation 1o reconstruet Saltimore Avenue (US 1) with a four lans medisn divided olternative will addresy many of We appreciste your acniion ta the insergovernmental review process and look forward to your continued cooperalion,  [f you
the pedestrion and bicycle mabiilry issues in this corvidor and will create a “gateway " churacter for this sepment of USI. Safs need to contact a smff person, please cail 410-767.6490,

and effective pedesivian crosswalks are  priority in thix areq. These crosswalks will gready improve pedestrian movements

aleng USi. There ix a need for both on-srreer and off-streer bicyele facilities along this corridor. While irails are offective at Sincerely,

addressing somea retreational aetds, en-street bicycle lanes nsuully are the praferred choice for bigyele commuigrs. Many of these , .
commurers are seeking direct uccess io the University. The recommended 14 foor outside wravel lane on the Four-Lone Divided M [, - M Wﬂ
Reconsiruction alternatve should sufficienily serve most bicycle comnruters along US ), provided that vehicular design speeds
are mainained below the existing desiyn speeds both narth and south of Greenbelt Boad. Linda C. Jnney, 1D
Dirtetor, Clearinghousc & Flan Reviaw Unit

The Five-Lane Undivided Alternative it not recommended gincr it lacks @ median and does ot gffectively ealm rafflc movements
or yignificantly incranse pedestrian safaty of crossings along the corridor.

LCJ-AM:da
The Maryland Deparments of Housing ugd Communicy Developmeny including the Morvtand Historical Trust, Najung Resourves, Encloaures
and Tranyportation; found this project to be conslstent with their plans, programs, and objectives. {* indicates with nttwchmentt)

oL COresz - DHCD Mueller - MDE Dintaman - DNR Spalding - MDOT
The Maryland Depariment of the Envirenmens: and Princa George’s Coyply; and the Maryland Department of Planning found this Warfield - PGEO Tussone - MDPC Resenbush - MDPM
project to be generally consistent with their plans, programs, and objectives, but included eertain quulilying comments summarized
below and di d in the hed

Summary of Comments:

The Marvland Historicp] Trus has determined that the project will have "n sdverse effect” on historic properties snd that the
federal andfer Stare historic preservation roquircmenls have been met.

Prince Ggorge's Coupty sared shat although they have no comment on the enviranmiental Assessmend repor, they ‘would need
10 review and approve the final design of the project.

‘The Dypargpens of the Egvironment, in cheir attachcd letter, addressed issues relating to solid wusie and waterwayy, in addition
te the following comments:

. [t seems that the four-lans alternalive with median “refuge™ would be the fastest for pedestrians crossing US |

- The report should include the reasong why a pedestrian cunngl or overpass at US | near University of
Maryland was not congidered on the proposed rosdway design.

- It would be helpful to show the proposed biks lanes in the alternarive maps.

Any statement of consideration given fo the should be submitted to the approving autharity, with a copy to the Stawe
Clearioghouse, Additionally, the State Application [dentificr Number must be placed on any corrcspundonce pertuining to this
praject. Tha Stats Clearinghouse must be kept infoomed if the recommendation cannot be accommadased by the approving

sutharity.

Pleass ramember, you must comply with all applicable state and locel laws and regulations. [f you have any questions about

the cormments contained in this letter or how to proceed, plesse contact the State Clestinghouse 8t (410) 7672490, Also pleass
complete the attached form and retorn kit to the State Clearinghouse 23 s00n ay the status of the project Is known. Any
suhstirurlons af this form muy) include the State Applicarion fdemifler Number. This will ensure that cur fites Are complete,

09/18/2007 02:38PM 0971872001 02Z:38PM
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PLEASE COMPLETE YOUR REVIEW & RECOMMENDATION BEFORE w
TV DOMAETID FOAM TO: Linda 2. Jwney. J.D., Director, Gleadnghause & Man Review Uni Mary! Panwing
30T Waasr Praston Strest, Rgom 1104, Baltimoee, Ml:;m:d -21201‘-";323.““”““ = ’

il Apoination Mambife:  MD20010608.0800
X =y PGEOD - Colinge Park,

Maryland Cepartmant of Trarspoctaton

Cloariighouse Contact:  Aziz Mammad *
Claaringhouse Phone 410-767-4480

Envitanmantsl Assesament - fmpravemsnts ta US 1 Collegs Pack From Sunnyside Aveogs To Callege
A

_ CONSISTENT RESPONSES - STATE AGENCIES ONLY
"It is coaslsteat with mur plans, progrums, and nhjectives.

218 cansistent with The palicict eanmined in Brevutive Craer DLO1.1992.27 (Maryland Egonennic Growth, Returce Pracection, and
T Plannwg Actof 19923, Bxceudve Order 01.01,1098,0a (Smart Growth und Nelghbarhond Comservation Poticy), ang our plany, programs,
et ooloctves,

_Zazod an a Review of the Infarmation Pravidad. Wa Kavs {v”) Chacked the Approptiats Datermination Below

e
-

o T ONLY) It has huen derermined shat the project wil! have "no effeet™ on historic properriet and thay the feders! and/o;
“yiztz hifteric prescrvation roquiremenrs have heen met.

‘el i(DHF! ONLY} It has been dewermimed that ehis project is in ibe Coosral Zons and is not inconsistent with tw Marylind
' 1Cousta! Zoge Manegewumt Program,

e | MIDP ONLY) 1t is comsistent whh e roquirdmnety of Staic Finance and Procareioers Amnele 5.T0-02; 05:04 and 08 Smart Grooth
<rd Nelgntnchand Conservation (Pricomy Funding Aveat),

CONBISTENT RESPONSES - COUNTY & LOCAL AGENCIRS ONLF

TS Tty consismmn with aur plans, proprums, and objoctives.

< M granyistenu-with the Beopomie Geawth, Reyoyrce Prowcetion, and Plaoning Yivions (Placning Ace of 1992), Siaes Bloance snd
erent Article 5-7B+ Smurr Growsl and Neighiwnhoomd Conscrvadon (Prionicy Fusding Arvasy, gnd ou- plans. programs, aod

OTHER RESPONSES - ALL AGENCIES

/ <t |G¢N!MLLY CONBMISTENT WiTH QUALIFYING COMMENTS: i is generally consisten: with our plans, progeams and
'3 ifoetives, hut the auche qualifying comment i4 submitred for consideravon.

] ICONT‘NGEHT UPOM GERTAIN ACTIONS: It iy gencrally contistent with our plany, programs zm! objeCives cuntngent upon
. certin activns being aen as notad in ziw Attachel cofminent. .

VOT CONSISTENT: X ralus probl eoReerning patibiliny wiik v plass, pregrams. objeclives, or Panaing Aat
+ moas/pvlichee; or iy deplicaie cxisting prograny activitiey, ay indicsted o the attaehed comment. 11 & mwiting with the appheant i
“ruumed, plonse ohesle here [

- ARHTIONAL INFORMATION REQUESTEDI  Addwional infarmatian . requined (o complere die review.  The mfurmation
o fresded 1n Ideatified betow, $f an cxrenson of the review perixd o requerd, please check heee, O

= FURTHER INTEREBT: Ducw funher imeses/quesuons concerning this projeet. we request that the Clearinghouse sct up a
™ ‘ronfererce with the applicant,

'‘SUPPORYS “Snurt Gruwlh” and Foderal Bxegutive Qrder 12072 (Foderal Space Manageure), which dicecu Federal agencien 1o locane
s im arban arcos.

rrere s ageiiang! sor if

y Qf uze tho spaces helow for brief comments.
Blgnatute;

PR } Doparment of Enwvipwmnentsl, Riocurces Phone: [ NN RT: i:s: Z
e rorn Place, Suite b1 Cate Comp MML_
lmw, D W (J)?ﬁ\chm heralt additionat e

03/18/2001 02:38PM

PRINCE GEORGE'S COUNTY GOVERNMENT
PwWr

Department of Public Warks and Transportation
Office of the Director

wayna K. Cuny
Caunty Executive

April 11, 2002

Mr., Parker F. Williams

Administrator

Maryland State Highway Administration
707 North Calvert Street

Baltimore, Maryland 21202

Re: US 1 - Collaga Park Corridor Study
—
Dear Mr. Williama

Thank you for your letter dated March 29, 2002 regarding the
Us 1 College Park Corridor study.

Prince George’s County appreciates the time and effort
expended by the State Highway administration’s staff \I:o resolve
the operaticnal issues at the intersections of US 1 with Cherry
Hill and Edgewcod Roads. Working together we will find a
comprehensive solution that will improve existing and future
traffic operations along the US 1 corridor and provide much
nesded relief for our residents and commuters.

Again, thank you and the study team for all the efforts
associated with this project. If you have any questions, please
feel free to contact me at (301) 883-5600.

Sincerely,

Francis

cc: Neil Pedersen, (Deputy Administrator, State Highway
Administration :
Dale G. Cappage, P.E., Deputy Director .
Cicero Salles, Special Assistant to the Director -

9400 Feppercon Flace, Suite 300
FAX (301} 883-5709

Largo, Maryiano 20774

| d Centre 3
nglewoo TDD (301) 925-5167

fandy aR.gANN -

\®



DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY

BALYIMORE DIBTRICT, CORPS OF ENGINEERS
10 SOUTH HOWARD STREET -
BALTIMORE, MARYLAND 21201

REPLY TO
ATTENTION OF:

Operations Division NOV 2 2 2004

Maryland State Highway Administration
Environmental Programs Division

Attn; Ms, Veronica Piskor

707 MNorth Calvert Street

Beltimore, Maryland 21202

Dear Ms. Piskor:

This is in response to your request for a jurisdictional determination (.TD) and
verification of the delineation of Waters of the United States, including jurisdictional
wetlands, to be conducted on CENAB-OP-RMN(MD SHA/US! at Baltimore Avenue)0d-'
62185-12, located in Prince George’s County, Maryland.

Field inspections were conducted on April 16 and August 6, 2004.  The inspections
indicated that the delineation of Waters of the United States, including jurisdictional wetlands
within the "Area of Review" as depicted on the enclosed mapping dated February 2004, is
accurate. Those areas indicated as Waters of the United States, including non-tidal wetlands
are regulated by this office pursuant to Section 404 of the Clean Water Act. Enclosed is a
.document that outlines the basis of our determination of jurisdiction over these areas.

Please note that on March 28, 2000, an administrative appeals process was established
for JDs. Enclosed is a JD appeals form that can be used if you believe the JD you received
warrants further review. You may accept this JD, submit new information seeking

-reconsideration of the ID or appeal the JD. If you accept the JD, you do not need to notify
the Corps. A JD will be reconsidered if you submit new information or data to the Baltimore
District Engineer (DE) within 60 days from the date of this letter. If you decide to appeal the
approved JD, please submit the attached form within 60 days from the date of this letter to
our Regulatory Appeals Review Officer at the following address:

James W. Haggerty

Regulatory Appeals Review Officer

North Atlantic Division, US Army Corps of Engineers
Fort Hamilton Military Community

General Lee Avenue, Bldg 301

Brooklyn, NY 11252-6700

2-

If we do not hear from you within 60 days, we will consider this ID accepted by you. This
approved JD ix valid for five years from the date of issuance unless new information warrants
a revision before the expiration date. :

You are reminded that any grading or filling of Waters of the United States, including
jurisdictional wetlands, is subject to Department of the Army authorization. State and local
authorizations may also be required to conduct activities in the locations. In addition, the
Interstate Land Sales Full Disclosure Act may require that prospective buyers be made aware,
by the selier, of the Federal authority over any waters of the United States, including
jurisdictional wetlands, being purchased.

Thids delineation/determination has been conducted to identify the limits of the Corps
Clean Water Act jurisdiction for the particular site identified in this request. This
determination may not be valid for the wetland conservation provisions of the Food Security
Act of 1985, as amended. If you or your tenant are USDA (United States Department of
Agriculture) program participants, or anticipate participation in USDA programs, you should
request a certified wetland delincation from the focal office of the Natural Resounices
Conservation Service prior to starting work.

If you have any questions concerning this matter, please call Mr. Steve Elinsky of this
office at 410.962.4503,

Sincerely,

'/

/~Steven S. H n .
Acting Chief, Maryland Section Northern

Enclosure
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FAppnom; MD State Highway Administration

Attached is: ‘ Ses Section Beow —1
INITIAL PROFFERED PERMIT (Standard Permit of Leust of Permission) A —\
PROFFERED PERMIT (Standard Permit or Letter of Permissian) B l
PERMIT DENIAL o

% | APPROVED JURISDICTIONAL DETERMINATION _ D
PRELIMINARY JURISDICTIONAL DETERMINATION E

‘SECTION.I - The following ideBtifies your-rights. nd opt regivding. an adminis watlveapiidat o the mmsm

information mirybe found at hifjiffisace dmyimilfinet/fopedona/cw/obowolkeg br Corps. pegultfions at 33 CHR Pari 331. |
A® INITIAL PROFFERED PERMIT: You may acoept or object to the permit.

+ ACCEPT: If yoo received a Standard Permit, you may sign the permit document and reuen it to the district engineer for final
authorization. If you reczived a Letter of Permission (LOP), you may accep! the LOF and your work is authorized, Your
signature on the Standard Permit or acceptance of the LOP means that you sccept the permit in its entirety, and waive all rights
to appeal the permit, including its terms and conditions, and approved jurisdictional determinations (JD} associated with the
permii,

» OBJECT: If you ohject to the permit (Standard or LOP) because of certain terms and conditions therein, you may request that
the permit be modified accordingly. You must complete Section Il of this form and return the form to the district engineer.
Your objections must be received by the district enginger within 60 days of the date of this notice, or you will forfeit your right
to appeal the permit in the fature. Upon receipt of your letter, the district engineer will evaluate your objections and may: (a)
modify the permit to address all of your concerns, {b) modify the permit to sddress some of your chjsctions, or (c) not modify
the permit having determined that the permit should be issued as previously written, After evaluating your objections, the
district engineer will send you a proffered permit for your reconsideration, as indicated in Section B below.

B: PROFFERED PERMIT: You may scccpl or appeal (he permit.

* ACCEPFT: If you received a Standard Permit, you may sign the permit document and return it (o the district enginees for final
authorization, If you reccived a Lewter of Permission (LOP), you may accept the LOP and your woerk is anthotized. Your
signature on the Standard Permit or aceeptance of the LOP means that you accept the permit in its entirety, and waive all rights
10 appeal the perrnit, including its 1erms and conditions, and approved jurisdictional determinations associated with the permit.

* APPEAL: If you choose jo decline the proffered permit (Standard or LOP) because of certain terms and conditions therein, you
mey eppeal the declined penmit under the Corps of Engineers Administrative Appeal Process by completing Section I of this
form and sending the form to the division engineer, This form must be received by the division engineer within 60 days of the
date of this nolice.

C: PERMIT DENJAL: You may appeal the denial of & permit under the Corps of Engineers Administrative Appeat Process by
completing Section X of this form and sending the form to the division engineer. This form must be received by the division
engineer within 60 days of the date of this notice.

D: APPROVED IURISDICTIONAL DETERMINATION: You may accept of appeal the approved JD or provide new information.

* ACCEPT: You do not need to natify the Cotps to accept an approved JTv. Failure to notify the Corps within 60 days of the
datz of this notice, means that you accept the approved JD in its entirety, and waive alt xights to appeal the approved JD,

= APPEAL: If you disagree with the appraved JD, you may appeel the approved TD under the Corps of Engineers Administrative
Appesl Process by completing Section II of this form and sending the form to the division engineer. This form must be received
by the division engineer within 60 days of the date of this notice.

E: PRELIMINARY JURISDICTIONAL DETERMINATION: You do not need to respond to the Corps regarding the preliminary
ID. The Preliminacy JD is hot appealable. If you wish, you may request an approved JD (which may be appeated), by contacting
the Corps district for further insguction. Also you may provide new information for further consideration by the Corps to J

recvaluate the JD,

P R ¢ f i AE A et PRI WA e s LTS e e b e T

T

b

R v s o Ty Y TR o o i, i

OBIECITONS 0 AN INITIATPROFFERED PERMT

REASONS FOR APPEAL OR OBJECTIONS: (Describe your reasons for appealing the decision or your objections to an initial
proffered pecmil in ciear concise statements. You mey attach addiSonal information to this form to clarify whére your reasons ar
objections are addressed in the administrative record.)

ADDITIONAL INFORMATION: The appea) is limited to a review of the administrative record, the Corps memarandum for the
record of the appeal conference or mecting, and any supplemental information that the review officer has determined is needed 10
clarify the administrative record. Neither the appellant nor the Corps may add new jnformation or analyses (o the secord. Howsver,
L_)‘Oiml)‘ provide additiona] information to clarify the location of information that is already in the administrative record.

FOINT QFCONTACT FOR QUESTIONS QR INFORMATION: . .. .., ... -
If you have questions regarding this decision and/or the appeal process | If you only have questions tegerding the appeal process
YOu tnay contact: you may also contact:

Sandy Zelen . James W. Haggerny

Regulatory Branch Baltimore District Regulatery Appeals Review Officer

P.O. Box 1715 North Atlantic Division, US Army Carps of Engineers

Baltimore, MD 21203-1715
(410) 962-602% or 3670

Fort Hamniltion Military Community
General Lee Avenue, Building 301
Brooklyn, NY 11252-6700

(T18) 765-7083

1
RIGHT OF ENTRY: Your signarure below graats the right of entry to Corps of Engineers personnel, and any govemment

consultants, to conduct investigations of the project site during the course of the appeal process. You will be provided a 15
day notice of any site investigation, and will have the opportunity to participate in all site investigations.

Dace: Telephone number:

Signature of applicant or agent.
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DISTRICT OFFICE: Baltimore
FILE NUMBER: 200462185/MD SHA-US1 &t Baltimore Avenue/11.22.2004

PROJECT LOCATION INFORMATION:
Stale: Maryland
County: Prirce George's
Center coordinates of site (latitudeTongirude): 38°56° 1317656730
Approxirnate size of area (parce]) reviewsd, including uplands: 50 acres.
Name of nearest waierwey: Paint Branch
Name of watershed: Anacostia River

JURISDICTIONAL DETERMINATION
Completed: Desktop determinetion ' Date: 4/15/04

Site visit(s) Dale(s): 4/16/04 & &/6/04

Jurisdictional Determination (JD):

Preliminary JD - Based on available information, [ there appear fo b= (ar) [ there appear 10 be no “waters of the
Uriled States” and/ar “navigable waters of the United States” on the project site. A preliminary JD is not appeslable
(Referznce 33 CFR part 331).

Approved JD — An approved JD is an appealable sction (Reference 33 CFR pan 331).
Check all that apply: -~

M There are "navigable waters of the United States” (as defined by 32 CFR part 329 and asgociated guidance?} within
the roviewed area. Approximsie size of jurisdictional area:

' There are “waters of the Unlied States™ (s defined by 33 CFR part 328 and associated guidance) within the
reviewsd nrea. Approximets size of jurisdictional area: Approximately 5 acres.

. There are "isolated, nor-navigable, intra-siaie waters or wetlands” within the reviewed area.
Decision supponied by SWANCC/Migratory Bird Rule Information Sheet for Determination of No
Jurisdiction.

BASIS OF YURISDICTIONAL DETERMINATION:

A

Waters defined under 33 CFR part 329 a9 “navigable waters of the Unlted States™

B The presence of waters that are subjact to the ebb and fow of the tide and/or ase presently used, of have been used in

B.
n

the past, or may be susceptible for use Lo ranspor] interstale ar foreign commerce,

‘Waters defined under 33 CFR part 328.3(a} as “waters of the United States™:

{1) The presence of waters, which are currently used, or were used in the past, or may be susceptible Lo use in
interstate or foreign commerce, inciudmg alt walers which mre mhﬂm 0 the ebb and flow of the tide.

{2) The p of i waters includi

{3) The pruence of other waters such as inmsme Irkes, rivers, streams {including intermittent streams), mudflats,
sandflats, wetlands, sloughs, prairie potholes, wet meadows, plays lakes, or natural ponds, the use, degradation or
destruction of which could affect interstate commerce including any such watars (check all that apply):

[ (i) which are or could be used by inkerstate or foreign travelers fur recreational or other purposes.

[ 1) from which fish or shellfish arc or could be taken and sold in i of foreign comn

[3 (i) which are or could be used for industrial purposes by industries in interssate commerce,

(4) Impoundments of waters otherwise defined as waters of the US.

{5) The presence of a tributary to a water identified in {1 - {(4) above,

(6) The presence of territorial scas.

(7) The presence of wetlands adjacent to other waters of the US, except for those wetiands adjacent 10 other wetlands.

Ratiouale for the Basis of Jurisdictional Determination (applies to any boxes checked above). [f the jurisdictional
water or wedand is nat itsslf @ navigable waier of the United States, describe cannection(s) 1o the downgstream na\ugable

waters. If B{l) or B(3} is used as the Basis of Jurisdicron, igability andfor i commerce

(8., discuss site condirions, including why the waterbody is navigable andfor how the deseruction of the waterbody could
qaffect interstate or foreign comme) I B(2, 4, 5 or 6)is used a3 the Basis of Jurisdiction, di the rationale used 1o
make the determination. If B{7) is used as the Basis of Jurisdiction, document the r le used (o make adjacency ¢
determinazion: The project aren contains unnamed tributaries to Paint Branch, and the Paint Branch which convey, ﬂow [
Anacostia River. Jurisdictional wetlands were determined 10 be direcily c d or adjacen! to the qfo

Walerways,

Lateral Extent of Jurlediction: (Reference: 33 CFR parts 328 and 329)

M Ordinacy High Water Mark indicared by; : fl High Tide Line indicated by:
] clear, netural line impressed on the bank O} oil or seum ine slong shore objests
[] the prescnoe of litter and debris [ fine shell or debris deposits (foreshare}
{3 changes in the character of soil [ physical markings/characteristics
[ destruction of termestria] vegelation [0 tidal gages
M shelving {1 -other:
O other:

I Meen High Water Mark indicated by:
[ survey to avallsble datum; [ physical markings; [X) vegetation lines/changes in vegetation types.

‘Wetland boundaries, as shown on the artached wetland detineation map and/or in & delineation report prci)are.d by: MD
SHA

Basiy For Not Asserting Jurisdiction:
The reviewed srea consists entirely of uplands.
Unable to cenfirm the peesence of waters in 33 CPR pan 328(a)(1, 2, or 4-T).
Headquarters declined to approve furisdiction on the basis of 33 CFR part 328,3(2)(3).
The Corps ks made a case-apecific determination that the following waters present on the site are not Waters of the

United States:

[0  Waste treatmend systems, including tr ponds or lag P t0 33 CPR part 328.3.
[0  Anificially imigated areas, which would revert to upland if the imigation ceased.

[0  Artifcial lakes and ponds created by excavating and/or diking dry land to colleet and

retain water and which are used cxclusively for such purposes us stock watering, irrigation, setifing basins, or
rice growing.

Actificial reflecting or swimming pools or other atnall ornamental bodies of water created

by excavating andfor diking dry §and to retain water for primerily acsthetic reasons,

Water-filled depressions crented in dey iand incidental to construction activity and pits excavaied in dry tand fos
the purpose of obtaining fitl, sand, or gravel unless and until the construction or excavation operatior: is
sbandoned and the resulting body of water meets the definition of waters of the United States found at 33 CFR
328.3(a).

Isolated, intrastate wetland with no nexus to inersiae commerce.

Prior convened cropland, as determined by the Natural Resources Conservation Service. Explain rationale:
Non-tidal drainage or immigation ditches excavated on dry land. Explain rationale:

Other (exptain):

0o a

[ n ]

DATA REVIEWED FOR JURSIDICTIONAL DETERMINATION (nmark all that apply):
Maps, plans, plots or plat submitted by or on behalf of the applicant
Data theets prepared/submitied by or on behalf of the applicant.
B% This office concurs with: the delinession report, dated February 2004, prepared by MD SHA,
[ This office does not concur with the delineation report, dated . prepared by {company): .
Data sheets prepared by the Corps.
Corps' navigable waters' snidies:
U.5. Gaological Survey Hydrologic Atlas:
U.5. Geological Survey 7.5 Minute Topographic maps: Washington East, MD,
U.5. Geological Survey 7.5 Minute Historic quadtangles:
1.5, Geological Survey 15 Minute Historic quadrangles:
USDA Natural Resources Conservation Service Soil Sutvey: Princs George's County.
National wetlands inventory maps: Washington Bast
State/Local wetland inventory maps:
FEMA/FIRM maps (Map Name & Date):
100-year Floodplain Elevation is: (NGVYD}
Aerial Photagraphs (Name & Date):
Other phatographs (Date): Febmuary 2004
Advanced Identification Wetland maps:
Site visiv¥dewsnnination conducted on: 4/16/04 & 8/6/04.
Applicable/supporting case law:
Other information (please specify):




3

Wetlands are ld:nuﬁed lnd delmelwd using the methods and crileria cstablished in the Corps Wetland Delinsaton Manua] (87 Manual) fi.e.,
of hydrop # hydic soils and wetland hydrology).

*The term "sdjacent” means bordering, contl ighboring. Wetlands sep ‘fmmoﬂmmmnquu.s.bymn-mdedikunr
bariers, natural civer boerms, beach dunes, and Lh:hln: are > 2lso .ld;w:m
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