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November 8, 2010 
 
     RE:  Project No. AA436B11 

MD 175 Project Planning Study 
MD 175 from West of MD 295 to MD 170 
Anne Arundel County 

 
Mr. David Hayes  
National Park Service  
National Capital Region  
1100 Ohio Avenue S.W.  
Washington DC 20242  
 
Dear Mr. Hayes: 
 
The Maryland State Highway Administration (SHA) is conducting a Project Planning 
Study along MD 175 from west of MD 295 to MD 170 in Anne Arundel County.  The 
proposed project will result in minor impacts to the National Park Service (NPS) owned 
Baltimore-Washington Parkway.  The purpose of this letter is to request your 
concurrence that the MD 175 Preferred Alternative would not adversely affect the 
features, activities or attributes of the Baltimore-Washington Parkway and inform your 
office of SHA’s intent to request a de minimis impact finding from the Federal Highway 
Administration (FHWA) for the use of the Baltimore-Washington Parkway. 
 
The portion of the Baltimore-Washington Parkway (MD 295) south of MD 175 is 
contained within a 19-mile long, 1,353 acre parkway facility owned by the NPS.  As well 
as being a publicly-owned park, the Baltimore-Washington Parkway is a significant 
historic resource listed on the National Register of Historic Places.  As such, the 
Baltimore-Washington Parkway is a Section 4(f) resource and subject to the regulations 
contained within 23 CFR 774. 
 
The purpose of the MD 175 Project Planning Study is to improve the existing capacity, 
traffic operations, intermodal connectivity, and vehicular and pedestrian safety on 
MD 175, while supporting existing and planned development in the area.  The SHA 
Preferred Alternative consists of widening MD 175 to four lanes between Brock Bridge 
and MD 295, widening to six lanes between MD 295 and MD 32, and installing a five-
foot sidewalk on the north side of the roadway and an eight-foot hiker/biker trail on the 
south side of the roadway from Brock Bridge Road and MD 170 (Attachment 1).  The 
existing interchange at MD 295/MD 175 will be reconfigured to hold the existing 
southern edge of roadway in the interchange area and eliminate the loop ramps in 
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northeast and northwest quadrants.  Traffic movements provided by these loop ramps 
would be relocated onto left turns at signalized intersections with MD 175 in the 
southeast and southwest quadrants, respectively.  The interchange improvement proposed 
in the Preferred Alternative is known as Option F.  The inclusion of interchange Option F 
in the Preferred Alternative is a result of previous comments received from NPS on 
August 7, 2008, which states that interchange “Option F will minimize the harm to the 
Baltimore-Washington Parkway” (Attachment 2).  Additionally, the Preferred Alternative 
was formally supported by your office on January 22, 2010, through your concurrence on 
the Preferred Alternative/Conceptual Mitigation package (Attachment 3). 
 
The Preferred Alternative will require use of a minor amount (1.4 acres) of fee-simple 
right-of-way from the Baltimore-Washington Parkway, to provide proposed interchange 
ramp improvements including additional lanes and necessary grading and supporting 
slopes.  The Baltimore-Washington Parkway is currently used for highway access as part 
of the existing MD 175/MD 295 interchange.  SHA considered and analyzed several 
avoidance and minimization measures (i.e., retaining walls and steep slopes) for the 
Baltimore-Washington Parkway; however, none fully addressed the project’s purpose and 
need, and your office previously expressed concern over maintenance, safety, and 
aesthetic issues surrounding the proposed minimization measures.  Due to the nature of 
the interchange options at MD 295 and the location of the NPS boundary extending into 
the interchange ramps, the only avoidance alternatives would be the No-Build and 
Alternative 2 (Transportation Systems Management). The No-Build Alternative would 
provide routine maintenance and spot improvements to the existing roadway, while 
Alternative 2 would provide only short-term intersection and geometric improvements.  
Both the No-Build and Alternative 2 would not involve interchange modifications and 
therefore do not meet the Purpose and Need of the project.  Furthermore, any alignment 
shift/modification combination would not sufficiently provide a complete impact 
avoidance measure to the resource.  

 
As permitted within 23 CFR 774, the Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) can 
determine that certain uses of Section 4(f) land will have no adverse effect on the 
protected resource. When this is the case, and the responsible official with jurisdiction 
over the resource agrees in writing, compliance with Section 4(f) is greatly simplified.  
De minimis impacts on publicly owned parks, recreation areas, and wildlife and 
waterfowl refuges are defined as those that do not "adversely affect the activities, features 
and attributes" of the Section 4(f) resource.  As stated in 23 CFR 774, public notice and 
an opportunity for public review and comment concerning the Section 4(f) impacts shall 
be undertaken prior to making a de minimis finding.  To that end, the public was afforded 
the opportunity for review and comment on this park impact at the project’s Joint 
Location/Design Public Hearing held on June 26, 2008.  No comments were received at, 
or since, the Public Hearing related to the Baltimore-Washington Parkway park impacts. 
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