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The Maryland State Highway Administration
(SHA)is conducting a project planning study for a
portlon of MD 32 in Howard County ) :

PURPOSE OF THE STUDY |

The purpose of the MD 32 Plannmg Study is to
improve safety.and iraffic.opéerations with:a -
minimum impact to local residents, businesses,
and the environment, as well as to provide ..
continuity with the remaining portion of the
system. The proposed roadway would be a four-
lane, divided highway with access being provided
by interchanges and service roads. The'MD 32
siudy area extends nine miles from MD 108 to
I-70 in Howard County. It encompasses the last -
two-lane portion of a 40-mile stretch between [-70
and Annapolis called the “Patuxent Freeway”.

MD 32 south of the study area is currently a four
to six lane, divided highway-with:interchanges. .

PURPOSE OF THE

WORKSHOP

The purpose of 1the MD 32 Informatlonal .Publ[c
Workshop is to update the public on the status of
the study, present the results of studies completed
since the Public.Hearing and receive public
cornments on the proposed Team Recommended
Alternative and the new mterchange optlons

Displays will be available from 5: 30 p m.1o 8: 30 p.m.
SHA representatives will be available to answer -
questions and discuss the project. Please note
that there will not be a formal presentataon

HOW TO COMMENT ON THE

PROJECT

The publlc is encouraged 10 participate in the
workshop to ensure citizen input during the
Project Planning process. The current studies
are preliminary and appropriate changes will be
made after comments are received and

evaluated. You may choose any or all of the
following metheds to submit your comments:

@ Provide verbal or written comments to SHA
representatives at the meeting.

@ Fill out the pre-addressed, postage paid
comment form included in this brochure and
either mail or place in the box at the meeting.

@ Call the SHA Project Manager, Mr. Eric
G. Tombs, Sr., toll free at 1-800-548-5026.

You may‘add-.your name\and address_to the prol-:

fOFm OF by contac’ung-'Mr-Tombs "I you’ feceived
this brochure in the mail, you are already mclud-
ed on the project mailing list.

PROGRAM STAT s :

MD 32, from MD 108 to I-70, is included i in the
Maryland Department of Transportat:on s
Consolidated Transpottation Program (CTP)
and is currently funded for the plannmg phase.
Funding for a portion of the design phase is also
included for the Burntwoods Road interchange.
Additional funding would have fo be identified for
the design, rnght—of—way acqunsntzon and
construc’non of the :

PR.JECT HIS TORY

® 1995 - Planning study initiated based on a
Howard County priority letter.

® 1996 Alternatives Public Workshop conducted
to present a range of improvement options.

 @71998 - Informational Public Workshop held to

present the results of more detailed
engineering and environmental analyses.

® 1998 - Draft Environmental Impact Staiement
(DEIS) comp[eted

® 1999 - Public Hearing held. Received public
testimony and comments.



® 2000 - Land Use Expert Panel (LUEP)
convened based on concerns raised at the
Public Hearing about this project’s influence
on local growth and development.

® 2003 - 3-Year DEIS Reevaluation approved by
FHWA.

® 2004 - Board of Public Works grants.project a
Smart Growth exception based on -
“extraordinary” circumstances of safety and

operation.

@ 2004 - LUEP report released

PROJE C T NEED

limits ‘there ‘are sleven intersections 'seven of
which are signalized. These are public road
intersections. None are private driveways. The
existing State owned right-of-way between

MD 108 and Burntwoods Road is 300 feet wide
with partial access controls.

North of Burntwoods Road to 1-70, the ex:stmg
State owned right- of—way is 150 feet wide with no
controls of access. There are numerous access
pomts a[ong this sec’t[on of MD 32 [ncludlng

i e and common drlvewayﬂ

ACCIDEN TS/SAFE TY

During the three-year study period, 2000 through
2002, this section of MD 32 between MD 108 and
1-70 experienced an average accident rate of 92.2

Table 1: Traffic Volum

agcidents per 100 mitlion vehicle miles (acc/
100mvm). Though this accident rate is 3.0 percent
lower than:the statewide average for similar
highways, the number of truck related accidents
and rear end accidents were significantly higher
than the statewide average. Also, the number of
accidents WIth__;property .damage was hlgher than

i) - X
peak pertods along'th:s section of MD 35,

TRAVEL DEMAND/CONGES TION

The traff[c congestlon on and around MD 32 has
continued o.grow since the'DEIS was completed
in 1999. Consequently, the traffic volumes were
updated in 2003 andthe design year was moved
from 2020.t0 ' 2025.: The year 2025 traffic
forecasts were developed for the No-Build and
the Team Recommended Alternative. Table 1
below shows a comparison of the 2003 traffic
volumes and the 2025 traffic volumes.

: Traf'F ¢ volumes are: analyzed in order t‘o measure

turns from un31gnahzed mtersectlons and
driveways increasingly difficult.

All of the intersections along MD 32 south of

MD 144 are experiencing failing conditions during
the peak periods. Without improvements, the
2025 volumes on this section of MD 32 will
exceed capacity during the peak periods, causing
a breakdown in‘the flow of traffic and a greater
potential for accidents.

- Segment 2003 | No-Build | Increase |
MD 108 to Linden . e
Church Road 26,400 | 37,500 42% | 53,000 | 104%
Rosemary Laneto | ,,ann | o |
MD 144 23,900 | 33,200 39% | 48,700 | 101%




A number of saféty and operational improvements
have been developed and lmp[emented by the
SHA's District 7 Office: durmg the colrse of this
planning study. These mprovements include:

@ Installed hazard rdentlficatlon beacons a[ong
"MD 32 at several locations.

® Modified pavement marklngs on MD 32 at
Rosemary Lane io provide a left-turn lane
along southbound (8B)-MD 32 and at the
Dayton ShOp entrance.to prowde a left turn
along SB MD 32.. :

@ Upgraded the centerlme pavement markings
throughout this section of MD 32. including
rumbie strip centerline treatments in the No
Passing areas.

© Installed special warning signs throughout the
corridorto 'suggest that mototists use
headlights for added visibility to other- motdrists.

@ Installed overhead intersection street lights at
all public streets within the corridor.

©® Resurfaced the entlre corridor and instalied -
raised pavement markings on the centerline:
throughout e

Following the Public Hearing and the publlc/agenoy
review of the DEIS, a Land Use. Expert Panel .
(LUEP) evaluated land use impacts

assoorated with the proposed ‘highway
rmprovements The Panel cons:dered whether
the proposed aiternatwes would affect changes in
land use and/or exrstxng projections of growth and
development The final resulis of the LUEP will
be summarized in the Final En\nronmental Impact
Stateméent (FEIS).

Based on public comment during the Project
Planning process, interchange designs were
modified at some locations along MD 32. These
proposals are further discussed on page 4 of this
brochure,

In addition to these changes, stormwater
management needs have been evaluated for the
corridor. -Preliminary pond locations have been
identified since the DEIS and they may result in
changes to right-of-way impacts. More detailed
studies will be lnc!uded in the FEIS A

DESCRIPTION OF

| ALTERNATIVES

No;suild--.Arterﬁative ?

No major 1mprovements are proposed under

the No-Build Alternative, Numerous short-term
improvements as previously noted have been
completed since the study began in 1996. Other
minor, short-term improvernents would continue
o occur as part of normal maintenance and
safety operations; however, these improvements
are not expected to address'the Iong-term needs
of the corridor.

Team Reoommended Alternative
(See Map on Figure II)

Based on public and agency input, the team
recommends the fol!owmg elements for oonstruc’non.

Upgrade MD 32 mainline - Two new lanes _
would be constructed on the west side of existing
MD 32 restuiting'in a four-lane divided highway.
(See Figure 1 for typlcal sect:on)

Linden Church Road Interchange Optlon 2:
Linden Church Road would bndge over MD 32.
Access between MD 32 and Linden Church Road
would be via diamond interchange ramps. A
portion of Greenberry Lane would be relocated to
the east to intersect with Lindén ‘Church F{oad at
Broadwater Lane. Roundabdiits: ‘may be- prowded
where the ramps intersect Linden Church Road.

Dayton Shop Interchange - Option 1 Modified:
This location provides access to the State and
County maintenance facilities. Northbotind, this
proposed interchange would provide a right turn
lane into and out from the Dayton Shop at a new
entrance located south of the existing entrance.



Southbound, diamond ramps would provide a
connection between MD 32 and a bridge
crossing over MD 32, just north of the existing
shop entrance.

Burntwoods Floacl Intercﬁange Option 3A:
Thls proposed [nterchange would reqmre sh|ft:ng

Road ‘west of MD 32 would be closed cff wﬁh a
cul-de-sac. Ten Oaks Road would be extended. to
Burmntwoods Road and connect with a relocated
Piefferkorn Road at a four-legged intersection or
roundabout. The west side of the interchange
consists of r[ght-ln/nght-out ramps between

MD 32 and Pfefferkorn/Ten Qaks Road.

Option 3A also includes diamond ramps on the
east side of MD 32.

I-70 Interchange - Option 2: Loop ramps would
be constructed within the southwest and
northeast quadrants of the existing diamond
interchange to provide free flow access from .
MD 32 to [-70. The left turning mevements frcrn
I-70 off ramps to MD 32 would be facilitated by
partial agnals The right turning movements from
I-70 off ramps to MD 32 would Operate in free
flow, as they do today.

An alternate access option could alsc be
consndered for the dnveways on the east side of
MD 32, iri'the vicinity &f Nixon's Fatm. Under this
option, driveways along this portion of the
northbound roadway would be collected on a
service road which wcuId connect to the east to
Wellworth Way and then access.MD 32 from

MD 144,

Additional lnterchange Options
(See Map on Flgure HD

Based on comments recelved at the Public
Hearing, additional interchange options were
developed for the Rosemary Lane and MD 144
interchanges. The team wil! recommend an
option at MD 144 and Rosemary Lane locations
foliowing the September 8, 2004 Informational
Workshop based on public and-agency input.

_.Ro_seniary Lan'_e_'lntér_'cﬁﬁ nge -

Option 2: MD-82would be shifed to thé-west,
south of Rosemary Lane, allowing a portion of
exlstmg MD 32 to be used.as a frontage road to
connect Par[xament Place with Rosemary Lane.
A frontage road on the, west side of

MD 32 would connect Resemary LLane to River
Valley Chase. Low speed right-in/right-out ramps
would provide access from MD'32 1o the frcntage
roads. Roundabouts may be provided where the
ramps lntersec’c the frcntage rcads

Other interchange options were déveloped at
Rosemary Lane to address residents concerns
about connecting River Valley Chase to
Rosemary Lane on the west side of MD 32. The
options do not provide access from the west s:de
of MD 32 to Rosemary Lane. >

Option 4: Includes a low speed right turn lane
in and out of Rosemary Lane along northbound
MD 32, but it does not ailow access to and from
scuthbound MD 32.

Option 6: Provides higher speed exit and
entrance ramps on the left side of southbound
MD 32 that access Rosemary Lane which pass
under the northbound lanes. The northbound
access includes: rlght inand cut, rampsto.l T

Wi 144 lnt'er'é:hange

Option 4: This optlcn would prcwde one
interchange for all of the movements at MD 144.
A frontage road is proposed on the west snde of
MD 32, connecting the drtveways on that side of
the roadway to' MD 144 Low speed nght‘-m/
right-out ramps would connect southbound

MD 32 and the frontage road. Rcundabouts
would be provided at the MD 144 mtersectlcns
with the frontage road and the interchange ramps
east of MD 32.

Option 5: includes the same interchange
configuration at MD 144 as Option 4 and would
provide improved access to the west side. The
access road would be realigned west of MD 32 to



include a wider frontage road and & geometrically
|mproved aI:gnment to meet Count -'standards

A detailed analysis was performed to determlne
the potential socio-economic.and natura[
environmenital impacts of the proposed Team o
Recommended Alternat[ve as; well g8 t __ optlons

the proposed Team Recommended Alternatlve
are summarizéd inthe Summary of lmpacts and
Costs table:shown in Table.ll. The impacis for the
options at _Rosemary Lane and MD 144 ae,

Non-tidal wetlands: and Waters of theU.Se
assodiated with study aréa stréams and therr
tributaries would be affected. Wetland impacts
resulting from the Team. Recommended
Alternative would total less than 4-acres,

and impacts to 100- -year floodplains total
approxrmately 14 acres.-A maximum of 8,940
linear feet of Terrapin Branch, Benson Branch
and Clyde 's Branch,: the Middle Patuxent River
and its unnamed tributaries may:also be affected.
These streams are ali classified bythe .. -
Maryland Department of the: Env:ronment (MDE)
as Use | waters (water contact recreat:on and

management practices' approved'by thie MDE
will be strictly enforced during construction to
minimize impacts to water quality and wetlands.

No federal or state listed threatened-or endangered -
plant or animal species or unique habitat has
been identified in the study area. Approxnmately
73 acres of woodland areas would be impacted
by the construction of the Team Recommended
Alternative. Consistent with the State Reforestation
Law, reforestation at a 1:1 ratio will be investigated
within the project limits, or off-site within the same
watershed.

Air and Noise

The air and noise evaluations will be updated in
the Final Environmental Impact Statement (FEIS)
for the new 2025 design year traffic. However,
using the 2020 traffic, the State and National
Ambient Air Quality Standards would not'be
exceeded under the no-build or the Team
Recommended Alternative. The project noise
levels'for the design year (2020} would approach
or exceed:the Federal Highway Administration’s
Noise Abatement Criteria (66 dBA) under both of
the build and no-build conditions at 10 of the 14
Noise Sensitive Area (NSAs). A final
determination of the feasibility and reasonableness
of noise abatement forthese NSA’s will be made
after an alternative'is selected and additional
design information is available.

Socio-Economic Resources

The prOposed prolect 's_,conslstent W|th the 1990

in the prolect area. Exrstmg and future Iand use
along the study portion of the MD 32 corridor
consists of a mixture of rural residential,
employment commercial and rural conservation.

To date, and in compliance with Executive Order
(EQ) 12898, “Federal Actions to Address.
Environmental Justice (EJ) in the Minority and
Low Income Populations”, SHA has taken steps

1o identify and avoid disproportionately high and

adverse effects on minority or low income
commuriities located in the stidy area. SHA has

- addressed EJ requirements through mailings,

5

public meetings and presentations to interested
parties.

acqursrtlon of addrtlonal right- of-way
Approximately 9 residential relocations and 1
business displacement would be required. A
maximum of 155 acres of prime farmiand soils
and 23 acres of active farmlands could be impacted.

One archeological site was determined
eligible for the National Register for Historic



Places. However, this site is located outside of
the proposed construction limits for the Team
Recommended Alternative. Temporary fencing is
recommended to protect this site during construction.
Coordination with the Maryland Historical Trust
(MHT} has identified two historic standing
structures, the Westwood Methodist Episcopal
Church and the Milton Shipley Farm cornerib,
which are eligible for the National Register of
Historic Places. MHT has determined that the
proposed Team Recommended Alternative would
have a no adverse effect on cultural resources,
and recommended that a landscaping buffer be
maintained in the vicinity of the cornerib for
mitigation. SHA will continue to coordinate with
MHT throughout the remainder of the planning
stage. In accordance with Section 106
procedures of the National Historic Preservation
Act, this Public Informational Workshop provides

an opportunity for public input regarding cultural
resources.

NEXT STEPS

Pianning Study:

@ Address comments from Public informational
Workshop (Fall 2004)

© Obtain approval of Selected Alternative and
Conceptual Mitigation (Winter 2005)

® Complete Final Environmental Impact
Statement (FEIS) (Spring 2005)

@ Obtain Location/Design Approval —
Planning Complete (Summer 2005)

Project

Breakout I:Iesign Projects:

@ Begin design on breakout project at
Burntwoods Road interchange (Summer 2004)

@ Complete initial design plans (30% design
plans) for Burntwoods Road interchange
(Summer 2005)

® Complete design plans for Burntwoods Road
Interchange (Summer 2008)

For information regarding right-of-way and
relocation assistance, please contact:

“ff%{éﬂﬁ R T

ohv

'- NONDI’SCRIMINATIbN IN
FEDERALLY ASSISTED AND
STATE-AID PROGRAM

Should you have any questions concerning
non-discrimination in Federally assisted and
State-Aid programs piease contact:

MEDIA USED FOR MEE TING.
NOTIFICATION

Advertisements were placed in the following
newspapers:

® Baltimore Sun
@ Howard County Times

® Carroll County Times

A news release was distributed to all local
newspapers and public service announcements
were furnished to radio stations serving the
project area.



These workshops are intended to provide an
opportunity for the public to discuss with the
project team its thoughts and concerns about the
project and to provids written comments to the
project team. We will carefully review and
consider the concerns and preferences
expressed by the public during these public
meetings. To assist you in providing comments,
we have included a pre-paid postage mailer as
well as team member addresses and telephone
numbers as part of this brochure.

The brochure comment card can be used to add
your name to the project mailing list. You may
also add your name to the mailing list by signing
in with the meeting receptionist located at the
front door. [f you received a copy of this brochure
in the mail, you are already included on the list,

'PROJECT PLANNING TEAM

'THANK YOU

Thank you for your participation in the MD 32
If you have questions about this project, please profect planning study. Your feedback is
feel free to contact one of the persons listed important to us, so please do not hesitate to send
below: us your comments. In addition, please feel free to
call one of the project team members listed inside
the front cover should you have any questions or
concerns.




TABLEDL
Summary of Impy ts and Cost

Recommended
Alternate for Selection

Environmental Factors

-21.5 acres-

157

0

T s
_Wetland " - f 2284cres™

-100-Year Floodplain

- -Forest : - : ."7'0.7

" Federally Listed RTE Species | .. 0

State Listed RTE Species S 0
Air Quality | NG viotation
Noise Receptors Impacted 15

Hazardous Waste Sites R S 4

Cost | s21020Mimion
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STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION
QUESTIONS AND/OR COMMENTS

HO746B11
INFORMATIONAL PUBLIC WORKSHOP

MD 32 FROM MD 108 TO 1-70
PROJECT PLANNING STUDY

WEDNESDAY, SEPTEMBER 8, 2004
5:30 P.M. - 8:30 P.M.

FOLLY QUARTER MIDDLE SCHOOL
13500 TRIADELPHIA ROAD
ELLICOTT CITY, MD 21042

NAME DATE
PLEASE

ADDRESS
PRINT

CITY STATE ZIP

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

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

Please delete my/our name(s) to the Mailing list.

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



From: [

FIRST CLASS
Permit No. 17715
Baltimore, MD
[
T
IEETTT——
BUSINESS REPLY MAIL
EEETTT—
L ]

No Postage Necessary if Mailed in the United States. Postage will be paid by: R E——
: ISES—
EETSTE——

STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION
OFFICE OF PLANNING AND
PRELIMINARY ENGINEERING
ATTN: Eric G.Tombs,

Project Manager

MAIL STOP C-301

BOX 717

BALTIMORE, MD 21203-0717

0 Maryland Department of Transporiation

FOLD _ FOLD
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Help Us Improve

mﬂ@‘a\ To help us improve our public involvement program,
we would appreciate your thoughts on this project brochure.

Flease circle the most appropriate number,

Overall, was the brochure useful and informative?

Was each part of the brochure easy to understand?

Purpose of the Study
Purpose of the Meeting
Public Comments

Project Status

Project Need

Project History
Description of Aliernatives

Maps of Alternatives

Tabies and Charts

Environmental Summary

Remaining Steps in Planning Process

Which part of the brochure was most valuable?

Poor Excellent
1 2 3 4
1 2 3 4
1 2 3 4
1 2 3 4
1 2 3 4
1 2 3 4
1 2 3 4
1 2 3 4
1 2 3 4
1 2 3 4
1 2 3 4
1 2 3 4

Which part of the brochure was least valuable?

How can we improve the brochure?

Thank you for answering this questionnaire. Please return it to us by mail or bring it with you to the meeting.
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