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 CULTURAL RESOURCES TECHNICAL REPORT 

The Cultural Resources Technical Report was produced in compliance with Section 106 of the National 
Historic Preservation Act.  This report was provided to Section 106 Consulting Parties in January of 2020, 
in advance of the publication of the DEIS.  The report is presented here as originally shared with consulting 
parties and does not reflect changes from comments received; the report will be updated and finalized as 
part of the FEIS. However, a number of key developments between January 2020 and March 2020 are 
summarized below.   

The Commonwealth of Virginia Department of Historic Resources (DHR) completed the review of the 
Cultural Resources Technical Report, Volume 6. In a letter dated February 14, 2020, DHR concurred that 
Sites 44FX0374 and 44FX0379 are eligible for listing on the National Register of Historic Places (NRHP) 
under Criterion D. DHR also concurred that sites 44FX3160 and 44FX3900 are not eligible for listing on the 
NRHP. In addition, they also agreed that the portion of Site 44FX0373 located within the study area does 
not contribute to the site’s overall potential eligibility for listing on the NRHP. Additionally, DHR concurred 
that Sites 44FX0322, 44FX0326 and 44FX0377 should remain unevaluated for NRHP eligibility and no 
further archaeological investigation is necessary in the project’s limits of disturbance for these sites. 

In the letter, DHR also informed MDOT SHA that they do not agree that Sites 44FX0381 and 44FX0389 are 
not eligible and recommended that both sites as individually eligible for listing on the NRHP under 
Criterion D. Additionally, DHR does not endorse the decision to list Sites 44FX0373, 44FX0374, 44FX0379, 
44FX0381, 44FX0389, 44FX0380, 44FX0390, and 44FX0227 as an archaeological district.  MDOT SHA will 
continue consultation with DHR, NPS, and other parties on resolving the disagreement regarding eligibility 
and the district. 

The Maryland Historical Trust (MHT) completed the review of the six-volume Cultural Resources Technical 
Report. In a letter dated March 12, 2020, MHT concurred with MDOT SHA’s evaluation determinations of 
the archaeological resources investigated in Maryland during the study. MHT also agreed that further 
Phase I and Phase II archaeological investigations are warranted in the specified areas stated in the 
Volume 4 of the Cultural Resources Technical Report. They further agreed that further consultation and 
coordination are needed to address the identification and treatment of cemeteries that may be impacted 
by the undertaking. Additionally, MHT concurred that significant submerged cultural resources are 
unlikely to be located within the corridor and underwater archaeological investigations are not warranted 
at this time.  
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In the letter, MHT also concurred with MDOT SHA’s determination that proposed undertaking will have 
an adverse effect on historic properties in Maryland. In addition, MHT agreed with the specific findings 
stated in MDOT SHA’s submittal letter dated January 10, 2020 and presented in Volume 1 of the Cultural 
Resources Technical Report. 

Since the distribution of the draft Cultural Resources Technical Report, MDOT SHA completed additional 
site visits and consultation with the Cabin John Citizens Association and Gibson Grove AME Zion Church 
regarding Moses Hall and the associated cemetery. As a result, it is apparent the report currently 
undercharacterizes the extent of the resource, and more graves and archaeological foundation traces 
exist than are described in the report. In addition, multiple consulting parties provided additional 
information regarding the Moses Hall and Cemetery, also known as the Morningstar Tabernacle No. 88, 
as a result of the January 2020 distribution of the technical report. In response to these comments, MDOT 
SHA has conducted additional field and documentary research and believes sufficient information is 
available to make an eligibility determination on this property and evaluate effects as a historic property.    
MDOT SHA will complete a determination of eligibility and effect for this property in consultation with 
MHT and consulting parties, and continue consultation regarding avoidance, minimization, and treatment 
of the resource, including potential burials within the limits of disturbance. MDOT SHA will continue to 
consult, evaluate, and propose avoidance, minimization, and treatment measures on the Moses Hall-
related resources.     

On March 16, 2020, other consulting parties concluded their review of the six-volume Cultural Resources 
Technical Report. Consulting party comments have been received and will be reviewed and addressed via 
ongoing consultation.  
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1 INTRODUCTION  
1.1 Overview 
The Federal Highway Administration (FHWA), as the Lead Federal Agency, and the Maryland Department 
of Transportation State Highway Administration (MDOT SHA), as the Local Project Sponsor, are preparing 
an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) in accordance with the National Environmental Policy Act 
(NEPA) for the I-495 & I-270 Managed Lanes Study (Study). The Study evaluates potential transportation 
improvements to portions of the I-495 and I-270 corridors in Montgomery and Prince George’s Counties, 
Maryland, and Fairfax County, Virginia. MDOT SHA will be following a Public-Private Partnership (P3) 
Program delivery method by seeking a private concessionaire to design, build, finance, operate, and 
maintain the project.  

The following six-volume cultural resources document was prepared in compliance with Section 106 of 
the National Historic Preservation Act (NHPA) of 1966, as amended, and its implementing regulations at 
36 CFR Part 800. Section 106 requires federal agencies such as FHWA, to consider the effects of projects 
they carry out, approve, or fund on historic properties. Therefore, MDOT SHA and FHWA identified historic 
properties within the undertaking’s area of potential effects (APE); assessed effects to those properties; 
and is consulting with the Maryland Historical Trust (MHT), representing Maryland’s State Historic 
Preservation Officer, and additional consulting parties throughout the Section 106 process. In addition, 
the report has been prepared to support and inform the EIS.  

Section 106 of the NHPA is a procedural requirement consisting of several steps for federal agencies to 
consider effects to historic properties resulting from undertakings. MDOT SHA, through delegated 
authority, assists in performing several of the steps on behalf of the FHWA. The process is initiated by 
determining the undertaking and identifying appropriate consulting parties. An APE is established in 
consultation with the State Historic Preservation Officer SHPO(s), wherein historic properties, should they 
exist, may be affected by the proposed undertaking. The MDOT SHA and FHWA then identify historic 
properties within the APE, and, if not previously evaluated, determine their eligibility for the National 
Register of Historic Places (NRHP), in consultation with consulting parties. Historic properties are districts, 
sites, buildings, structures, or objects meeting criteria for inclusion in the register. Effects to such 
properties resulting from the proposed undertaking are then assessed. Adverse effects occur where there 
is an expected diminishment of those qualities that qualify a property for the NRHP. If adverse effects are 
anticipated, resolution of effects can occur through a binding agreement document that stipulates 

1 
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measures to avoid, minimize, and/or mitigate adverse effects to historic properties. Where undertakings 
are unusually complex, and/or effects cannot be fully determined, a programmatic agreement (PA) may 
be used to fulfill Section 106. Because of the Study’s geographic scope, complexity, and limited design 
information, MDOT SHA and FHWA informed consulting parties of the intention to complete Section 106 
via a PA resolving known anticipated adverse effects, and stipulating ongoing consultation requirements 
as design advances. Accordingly, this report documents the identification and evaluation efforts to date, 
but additional efforts and consultation are expected to occur under the anticipated PA terms being 
developed in consultation with participating consulting parties.  

This report, entitled Cultural Resources Technical Report, is Volume 1 and consists of an overview of the 
status of Section 106 review for the project, and an assessment of effects to historic properties. Chapter 
1 includes a description of the Study corridors, followed by a summary of the Purpose and Need, and a 
description of the alternatives evaluated. Chapter 2 presents a review of the consultation undertaken thus 
far as part of the Section 106 process. Chapter 3 is a summary of the effects assessment on historic 
properties located within the APE. Chapter 4 concludes with next steps for the Section 106 process 
consisting of additional archaeological investigations and the development of the Section 106 PA. 

Volume 2 Consists of the Archaeological and Historic Architectural Gap Analysis and Assessment 
(Hutchins-Keim et. al. 2018) (Gap Analysis), a review of existing cultural resources information and studies 
of the APE, including a methodology for additional identification and evaluation of historic properties. At 
the time of the Gap Analysis development, cultural resources affected by the study in the Commonwealth 
of Virginia were assumed to be addressed separately by the Virginia Department of Transportation (VDOT) 
for their ongoing project to extend the American Legion Memorial Bridge High Occupancy Toll (HOT) Lanes 
to the George Washington Parkway, called the 495 Express Lanes Northern Extension (NEXT) Project.  

Since the completion of the Gap Analysis, the APE in the Virginia area was revised in May 2019. Because 
the revised APE extends beyond the VDOT project APE, MDOT SHA considered additional effects from the 
Study on cultural resources in Virginia. The rest of the APE was subsequently updated in November 2019 
to ensure the buffer of 250 feet on either side of the widest proposed limits of disturbance (LOD).  

The Architectural Resources Evaluation Technical Report (Volume 3) documents architectural resources 
identification efforts. This study includes all “above-ground” (non-archaeological) resources including 
resource types such as parks and parkways. A total of 329 resources were identified within the APE. Of 
these, 328 were divided into multiple batches to facilitate review by MHT and additional consulting 
parties. The National Park Service (NPS) made a preliminary determination that Greenbelt Park (PG:67-
69) was eligible for the purposes of Section 106 during a separate consultation process between the NPS 
and MHT. A total of 51 “above-ground” (non-archaeological, architectural) historic properties (NRHP-
eligible or listed resources) are located within the APE. 

Volume 4 consists of the Phase I Archaeological Investigation for the I-495 & I-270 Managed Lanes Study, 
Montgomery and Prince George’s County, Maryland and Fairfax County, Virginia. Archaeological field 
evaluation was completed for of 39 of the 54 areas identified in the Gap Analysis, along with three 
proposed stormwater management features. Of these, seven survey areas were found to contain a total 
of 12 archaeological sites, two sites were evaluated at the Phase II level (Volume 5), and an additional site 



CULTURAL RESOURCES TECHNICAL REPORT 

 Draft, Pre-Decisional - December 2019 3 

is recommended for further study. The results of the Phase I archaeological survey, as well as 
recommendations for additional Phase I and Phase II studies, are presented in Volume 4. 

Volume 5 is the Phase II Archaeological Evaluation at Sites 18PR750, 18MO749, and 18MO751 for the I-
495 & I-270 Managed Lanes Study Project, Prince George’s and Montgomery Counties, Maryland, which 
presents the NRHP evaluation results for three sites within the APE. Site 18PR750 was identified by a prior 
study of the I-495 corridor, and sites 18MO749 and 18MO751, located within lands administered by NPS, 
were identified by the Phase I investigation included as Volume 4. The investigation recommended that 
site 18PR750 is not eligible for listing in the NRHP, and that sites 18MO749 and 18MO751 are eligible for 
listing in the NRHP. 

Volume 6 is entitled Phase I Archaeological Survey, Intensive Phase I Archaeological Survey of 44FX0373, 
and Phase II Archaeological Evaluation at Sites 44FX0374, 44FX0379, 44FX0381, 44FX0389, 44FX3160, and 
44FX3900 Within the George Washington Memorial Parkway for I-495/I-270 Managed Lanes Study, 
Fairfax County, Virginia. This volume presents the results of archaeological survey and evaluation of 
various sites that may be impacted by the Study in Virginia. The investigation concluded that significant 
archaeological resources are present, including a proposed NRHP-eligible archaeological district (Dead 
Run Ridges Archaeological District). 

1.2 Study Corridors 
I-495 and I-270 in Maryland are the two most heavily traveled freeways in the National Capital Region, 
each with Average Annual Daily Traffic volume up to 260,000 vehicles per day in 2018 (MDOT SHA, 2019). 
I-495 is the only circumferential route in the region that provides interregional connections to many radial 
routes in the region, such as I-270, US 29 (Colesville Road), I-95, MD 295 (Baltimore-Washington Parkway), 
US 50 (John Hanson Highway), and MD 5 (Branch Avenue). I-270 is the only freeway link between I-495 
and the fast-growing northwest suburbs in northern Montgomery County and the suburban areas in 
Frederick County. In addition to heavy commuter traffic demand, I-495 provides connectivity along the 
East Coast, as it merges with I-95 in Maryland for 25 miles around the east side of Washington, D.C. (Figure 
1-1). 
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Figure 1-1: Study Corridors  
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1.3 Study Purpose and Need 
The purpose of the Study is to develop a travel demand management solution(s) that addresses 
congestion and improves trip reliability on I-495 and I-270 within the Study limits and enhances existing 
and planned multimodal mobility and connectivity. The Study will address the following needs: 

• Accommodate Existing Traffic and Long-Term Traffic Growth - High travel demand from 
commuter, business, and recreational trips results in severe congestion from 7 to 10 hours per 
day on the Study corridors, which is expected to deteriorate further by the planning horizon year 
of 2040. Additional roadway capacity is needed to address existing and future travel demand and 
congestion, reduce travel times, and allow travelers to use the facilities efficiently.  

• Enhance Trip Reliability - Congestion on I-495 and I-270 results in unpredictable travel times. 
Travelers and freight commodities place a high value on reaching their destinations in a timely 
and safe manner, and in recent years, the study corridors have become so unreliable that 
uncertain travel times are experienced daily. More dependable travel times are needed to ensure 
trip reliability.  

• Provide Additional Roadway Travel Choices - Travelers on I-495 and I-270 do not have enough 
roadway options for efficient travel during extensive periods of congestion. Additional roadway 
management options are needed to improve travel choices, while retaining the general-purpose 
lanes. 

• Accommodate Homeland Security - The National Capital Region is considered the main hub of 
government, military, and community installations related to homeland security. These agencies 
and installations rely on quick, unobstructed roadway access during a homeland security threat. 
Additional capacity would assist in accommodating a population evacuation and improving 
emergency response access should an event related to homeland security occur.  

• Improve Movement of Goods and Services - I-495 and I-270 are major regional transportation 
networks that support the movement of passenger and freight travel within the National Capital 
Region. Existing congestion along both corridors increases the cost of doing business due to longer 
travel times and unreliable trips. The effects of this congestion on the movement of goods and 
services is a detriment to the health of the local, regional, and national economy. Efficient and 
reliable highway movement is necessary to accommodate passenger and freight travel, moving 
goods and services through the region.  

Additional roadway capacity and improvements to enhance reliability must be financially viable. MDOT’s 
traditional funding sources would be unable to effectively finance, construct, operate, and maintain 
improvements of this magnitude. Revenue sources that provide adequate funding, such as pricing options, 
are needed to achieve congestion relief and address existing high travel demand. 

Given the highly constrained area surrounding the interstates in the Study corridors, MDOT SHA 
recognizes the need to plan and design this project in an environmentally responsible manner. MDOT SHA 
will strive to avoid and minimize community, natural, cultural, and other environmental impacts, and 
mitigate for any unavoidable impacts at an equal or greater value. MDOT SHA will work with our federal, 
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state, and local resource agency partners in a streamlined, collaborative, and cooperative way to meet all 
regulatory requirements to ensure the protection of significant environmental resources. Any build 
alternatives will offset unavoidable impacts while prioritizing and coordinating comprehensive mitigation 
measures in or near the study area, which are meaningful to the environment and the community.  

1.4 Alternatives Evaluated 
Seven alternatives are being evaluated and compared in the technical reports supporting the EIS. These 
Screened Alternatives include Alternatives 1, 5, 8, 9, 10, 13B, and 13C and are illustrated in the typical 
sections shown in Figure 1-2.  

The following terms are used in the description of the alternatives. 

• General Purpose (GP) Lanes are lanes on a freeway or expressway that are open to all motor 
vehicles.1 

• Managed Lanes are highway facilities, or a set of lanes, where operational strategies are 
proactively implemented and managed in response to changing conditions.2  

• High-Occupancy Toll (HOT) Lanes are High-Occupancy Vehicle (HOV) facilities that allow lower-
occupancy vehicles, such as solo drivers, to use the facilities in return for toll payments, which 
could vary by time of day and level of congestion.1 

• Express Toll Lanes (ETL) are dedicated managed lanes within highway rights-of-way that motorists 
may use by paying a variably priced toll.3  

• High-Occupancy Vehicle (HOV) Lanes are any preferential lane designated for exclusive use by 
vehicles with two or more occupants for all or part of a day, including a designated lane on a 
freeway, other highway or a street, or independent roadway on a separate right-of-way.4  

• Reversible Lanes are facilities in which the direction of traffic flow can be changed at different 
times of the day to match peak direction of travel, typically inbound in the morning and outbound 
in the afternoon.1 

A. Alternative 1: No Build 
The No Build Alternative, often called the base case, includes all projects in the 2040 financially 
Constrained Long-Range Plan (CLRP) for the National Capital Region adopted by the Metropolitan 
Washington Council of Governments - Transportation Planning Board. This includes other projects 
impacting the facilities that are subject to this Study. Specifically, the CLRP reflects the Purple Line which 
is currently under construction (Spring 2019), and the extension of the I-495 Express Lanes in Virginia from 
north of the Dulles Toll Road interchange to the American Legion Bridge (Virginia’s 495 Express Lanes 
Northern Extension [NEXT] Project). Alternative 1 also includes the I-270 Innovative Congestion 
Management Contracts, which are providing a series of construction projects to improve mobility and 
safety at key points along I-270 targeted to reduce congestion at key bottlenecks along the corridor. All 

                                                            
1 National Cooperative Highway Research Program, Research Report 835, Guidelines for Implementing Managed Lanes. 
Transportation Research Board. 2016 
2 https://ops.fhwa.dot.gov/publications/managelanes_primer/index.htm 
3 https://www.fhwa.dot.gov/ipd/tolling_and_pricing/defined/demand_mgmt_tool.aspx 
4 https://ops.fhwa.dot.gov/freewaymgmt/hovguidance/glossary.htm 
 

https://ops.fhwa.dot.gov/publications/managelanes_primer/index.htm
https://www.fhwa.dot.gov/ipd/tolling_and_pricing/defined/demand_mgmt_tool.aspx
https://ops.fhwa.dot.gov/freewaymgmt/hovguidance/glossary.htm
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improvements are being implemented within the existing roadway right-of-way and are anticipated to be 
completed by the end of 2019. While these improvements will improve mobility and safety, they will not 
address the long-term roadway capacity needs for the I-270 corridor. Routine maintenance and safety 
improvements along I-495 and I-270 are included in the No Build Alternative, but it does not include new 
capacity improvements to I-495 and I-270. Consistent with NEPA requirements, Alternative 1 will be 
carried forward for further evaluation to serve as a base case for comparing the other alternatives. 

B. Alternative 5: 1-Lane, High-Occupancy Toll Managed Lanes Network 
This alternative consists of adding one HOT managed lane in each direction on I-495 and converting the 
one existing HOV lane in each direction to a HOT managed lane on I-270. Buses would be permitted to 
use the managed lanes. 

C. Alternative 8: 2-Lane, Express Toll Lane Managed Lanes Network on I-495 and 1-
Lane Express Toll Lane and 1-Lane HOV Managed Lanes Network on I-270  

This alternative consists of adding two ETL managed lanes in each direction on I-495, retaining one existing 
HOV lane in each direction on I-270, and adding one ETL managed lane in each direction on I-270. Buses 
would be permitted to use the managed lanes.  

D. Alternative 9: 2-Lane, High-Occupancy Toll Managed Lanes Network 
This alternative consists of adding two HOT managed lanes in each direction on I-495, converting the one 
existing HOV lane in each direction on I-270 to a HOT managed lane, and adding one HOT managed lane 
in each direction on I-270, resulting in a two-lane, managed lane network on both highways. Buses would 
be permitted to use the managed lanes.  

E. Alternative 10: 2-Lane, Express Toll Lane Managed Lanes Network and 1-Lane HOV 
Managed Lane Network on I-270 Only 

This alternative consists of adding two ETL managed lanes in each direction on I-495, retaining one existing 
HOV lane per direction on I-270, and adding two ETL managed lanes in each direction on I-270. Buses 
would be permitted to use the managed lanes.  

F. Alternative 13B: 2-Lane, High-Occupancy Toll Managed Lanes Network on I-495 
and HOT Managed Reversible Lanes Network on I-270 

This alternative consists of adding two HOT managed lanes in each direction on I-495 and converting the 
existing HOV lanes in both directions to two HOT managed, reversible lanes on I-270. Buses would be 
permitted to use the managed lanes.  

G. Alternative 13C: 2-Lane, ETL Managed Lanes Network on I-495 and ETL Managed, 
Reversible Lanes Network and 1-Lane HOV Managed Lane Network on I-270 

This alternative consists of adding two ETL managed lanes in each direction on I-495 and retaining the 
existing HOV lanes in both directions and adding two ETL managed, reversible lanes on I-270. Alternative 
13C would maintain the existing roadway network on I-270 with HOV lanes to allow for HOV travel while 
adding two managed, reversible lanes. Buses would be permitted to use the managed lanes.  
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Figure 1-2: Typical Sections of Alternatives Considered 
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2 SECTION 106 PROCESS 
2.1 Section 106 Requirements and Procedures 
The implementing regulations for Section 106, codified at 36 CFR Parts 800.3 through 800.7 identify four 
broad steps for Section 106 review, with numerous requirements at each step: Initiating the Process, 
Identification of Historic Properties, Assessment of Effects, and Resolution of Effects. Because of the 
complexity of the study, several aspects of these steps are occurring simultaneously and/or are at 
different stages of the process. The following discussion of consultation provides the current status of the 
Study’s compliance with Section 106 requirements. 

2.2 Consultation Initiation  
The Study, as “a project, activity, or program funded in whole or in part under the direct or indirect 
jurisdiction of a Federal agency” and requiring multiple Federal “permits, license or approvals” is an 
undertaking as defined at 36 CFR Part 800.16(y). Because this undertaking may affect historic properties, 
it is subject to further review under Section 106. 

FHWA notified the Advisory Council on Historic Preservation (ACHP) on March 26, 2018 of the Study. ACHP 
chose to participate in consultation in a letter dated May 22, 2018 (see Appendix A of Volume 1 for 
consultation correspondence). 

MDOT SHA, on behalf of and in coordination with FHWA, initiated the Section 106 process and presented 
the Study by letter to MHT, the Virginia Department of Historic Resources (DHR) and other consulting 
parties on April 12, 2018. 

In 2018, MDOT SHA and FHWA continued invitation of additional parties to participate in the Section 106 
compliance process for this undertaking (36 CFR Part 800.2[c][5] and 800.3[f]), including tribal, federal, 
state, and local governments, many of whom were included in the initial consultation letter. FHWA 
consulted with federally recognized tribes; this included sending letters on June 17, 2019 to Virginia tribes 
requesting their interests in both the States of Maryland and Virginia; MDOT SHA has an established 
notification procedure, coordinated with FHWA for federally recognized tribes who have already 
expressed an interest in Maryland. MDOT SHA also identified and invited additional parties in 2019. 
Appendix B of Volume 1 lists all invited consulting parties who have either affirmatively responded, or 
who continue to be provided information as having clear property or jurisdictional relationship to the 

2 
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Study regardless of participation. Additional consulting parties may be identified as the undertaking and 
Section 106 review process continues. 

The Study involves multiple Federal Agencies, each of whom may have certain approval, permitting, or 
other actions subject to Section 106. 36 CFR Part 800.2(a)(2) allows that “some or all the agencies may 
designate a lead Federal agency” [to] “act on their behalf, fulfilling their collective responsibilities under 
section 106”. FHWA requested confirmation from the NPS, U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, U.S. Department 
of Agriculture, The U.S. Postal Service (USPS), The Federal Railroad Administration, The National Capital 
Planning Commission, the U.S. Coast Guard and the Department of Defense that FHWA could serve as the 
Lead Federal Agency for the Study. Each agency contacted confirmed that FHWA would serve as Lead 
Federal Agency. Ultimately the contacted agencies may or may not have a defined Section 106 
undertaking that affects historic properties, due to evolving property and permitting needs, design 
advancement, or NRHP eligibility determinations of involved properties (i.e., if an involved agency’s 
required action would not affect historic properties, or the property affected by the study under their 
jurisdiction is not NRHP-eligible, such agencies would not have an undertaking with potential to affect 
historic properties).  

Section 106 public involvement requirements (36 CFR Part 800.2[d][3]) are being fulfilled through the 
same processes used for general project outreach and NEPA compliance. Ongoing public outreach at 
Montgomery and Prince George’s County locations is providing Study and alternatives development 
information, including cultural resources information. The public also has opportunities to engage with 
the Study team and submit comments on the Study. Interested individuals, organizations, and public 
agencies provided input on the scope of the EIS during April 2018 open houses. Public workshops in July 
2018 gathered comments and information to help inform the alternatives development process. Public 
workshops in April and May 2019 presented information about the seven Study Screened Alternatives, 
including the relationship of the study boundaries to previously identified historic properties. This 
information, along with an ArcGIS-based interactive map with historic property locations, is available to 
the public online on the project website (https://495-270-p3.com). Project hearings are planned in the 
Spring of 2020, and other public pop-up events are ongoing. 

Three consulting parties meetings have taken place, on May 3 and November 13, 2018, and June 17, 2019, 
all attended by FHWA. The first meeting provided overviews of the Study and the Section 106 process for 
this undertaking. A draft schedule of activities was also presented. The second meeting provided general 
Study updates, an update on Section 106 efforts, and outlined the development of the proposed PA. The 
third meeting included general Study updates, historic properties status updates, a preliminary list of 
adversely affected properties, and the PA development outline. A fourth consulting parties meeting is 
anticipated in early 2020.  

2.3  Identification Efforts 
2.3.1 Area of Potential Effects 
MDOT SHA, on behalf of and in coordination with FHWA, established the initial version of the Study’s APE 
by letter to MHT and other parties on April 12, 2018 (36 CFR Part 800.4[a][1]). MDOT SHA and consultant 
RK&K, LLP additionally met with MHT on April 18, 2018 to discuss the project, APE, and proposed Section 
106 consultation process. The APE is the geographic area within which an undertaking may directly or 
indirectly cause alteration in the character or use of historic properties (36 CFR Part 800.16[d]). Because 
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the precise LOD were unknown at that time, FHWA and MDOT SHA developed a corridor study boundary 
(CSB), the envelope within which physical effects to historic properties were assumed to be possible. The 
CSB was defined as a line extending 300 feet from the centerline on either side of I-495 and I-270 within 
the study limits, expanding farther at certain interchanges. Within the CSB FHWA and MDOT SHA 
conducted archaeological survey to identify archaeological resources possibly subject to impact by the 
Study. 

To capture anticipated visual, atmospheric, or audible effects, the APE generally encompassed an 
additional 250 feet on either side of the CSB. MHT accepted this APE without additional comments on 
May 17, 2018. DHR, which is the Virginia State Historic Preservation Office, indicated on April 17, 2018 
their participation as a consulting party. 

Since the original development of the APE, two modifications have been made. A revised APE in the 
Virginia area, along with summaries of MDOT SHA Section 106 responsibilities in Virginia, was presented 
to MHT, DHR, and additional consulting parties on May 14, 2019. Since completion of the Gap Analysis, 
MDOT SHA conducted additional constructability analysis for replacement of the American Legion Bridge 
and coordinated with VDOT and NPS on project evaluation needs. It was determined MDOT SHA would 
be responsible for certain project elements in Virginia to connect with VDOT’s NEXT Project. As a result, 
the APE in the vicinity of the American Legion Bridge, Chesapeake and Ohio (C&O) Canal National 
Historical Park, and within Virginia, including within the George Washington Memorial Parkway NPS 
property was revised (Appendix A of Volume 3). Based on design evolution and in consideration of VDOT’s 
NEXT project, the Study’s APE in this area takes into account existing noise barriers and other factors that 
would shield adjacent properties from visual, atmospheric, or audible effects.  

The APE was subsequently updated in November 2019 to ensure consistency of a 250-foot buffer of 
consideration on either side of the widest proposed alternative’s LOD (Alt 10), to account for those areas 
where design advancement of the engineered LOD required this expansion of the APE. (Appendix A of 
Volume 3). MDOT SHA expects additional minor revisions to the APE going forward, as necessary to 
capture further design changes. MDOT SHA anticipates including a process for APE revisions in the project 
PA, as design advances under the concessionaire. Table 2-1 summarizes the distinctions among “APE”, 
“CSB” and “LOD” as used in this technical report.  

Table 2-1: Comparison of APE, CSB, LOD terms 
Term Definition Explanation 
APE Area of Potential Effects The geographic boundaries where all effects to historic 

properties may occur, including effects to setting, feeling or 
viewshed that are not specific physical property impacts. This 
is the widest/most comprehensive boundary for evaluation of 
historic properties for the Study. The APE has been updated 
twice since initiation of the study. The initial APE consisted of 
the CSB (see below) plus an additional 250-foot buffer on 
either side of the CSB to evaluate atmospheric, non-physical 
potential effects. Architectural evaluation generally occurred 
within the APE. In May 2019 the APE was revised to reflect 
design advancement in the American Legion Bridge vicinity 
and in Virginia. The APE was again revised in November 2019 
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Term Definition Explanation 
to capture additional design advancement and where the LOD 
requires additional “buffer” to capture setting, feeling, and 
viewshed effects. 

CSB Corridor Study Boundary Upon initiation of the Study, the CSB was used as an initial 
survey boundary in the absence of engineered alternatives. 
The CSB consists of a line extending 300 feet outside of 
centerline of I-495 and I-270 within the study limits. Prior to 
design advancement establishing an LOD (see below), it was 
assumed physical impacts may occur within the CSB. The CSB 
was generally used for the boundaries of archaeological study, 
with the exception of the American Legion Bridge and Virginia 
portions of the APE, where design development permitted 
greater accuracy.  

LOD Limits of Disturbance Following engineering design advancement, MDOT SHA 
developed “limits of disturbance” for where physical 
construction impacts are likely to occur as a result of the 
alternatives under consideration. In general, the LOD is 
narrower than the CSB, and is a more accurate estimation of 
project impacts than the CSB. The LOD for Alternative 10, 
representing the widest “footprint” of the project under 
consideration was used to assess likely effects to properties.  

 
2.3.2 Identification of Historic Properties within the APE 
36 CFR Part 800.4 (a) and (b) requires consultation with the SHPO(s) regarding the scope of identification 
efforts for historic properties. To accommodate the large study area and number of properties requiring 
evaluation, including many post-World War II 20th Century properties expected to reach the 50 years of 
age consideration threshold during the course of the anticipated project, MDOT SHA developed Volume 
2 of this report, the Gap Analysis (Hutchins-Keim et al. 2018) and submitted it to MHT for review and 
comment on August 8, 2018. The Gap Analysis presents a detailed analysis of the potential for Maryland 
archaeological and architectural historic properties that may be affected by the Study. The Gap Analysis 
was additionally shared with other consulting parties. The Gap Analysis includes an overview of previous 
surveys and recorded cultural resources within the APE; it evaluates the potential for encountering 
archaeological resources, provides for archaeological survey methodology, and includes 
recommendations for NRHP evaluations of historic architectural resources.  

MHT responded with minor comments and agreed with the general approaches in the Gap Analysis on 
November 27, 2018 (Appendix A of Volume 1). 

MDOT SHA, in consultation with MHT, committed to identify previously recorded and new resources 
constructed in or before 1978, to account for properties that may reach 50 years in age prior to the 
anticipated end of construction. Properties younger than 50 years in age are generally not considered for 
inclusion in the NRHP except in cases of exceptional significance.  
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2.4  Architectural Resources Evaluations 
Because the APE identified a large number of post-World War II developments and property types 
associated with suburban development of the Washington, D.C. area, the Gap Analysis identified a need 
for additional historic context to consistently evaluate these resources. A draft Suburbanization Historic 
Context Addendum (1961–1980), Montgomery and Prince George’s Counties, Maryland (Suburbanization 
Context Addendum) was prepared and shared with consulting parties on October 19, 2018. The 
Suburbanization Context Addendum expands upon the coverage of suburbanization included in the 
Suburbanization Historic Context and Survey Methodology: I-495/I-95 Capital Beltway Corridor 
Transportation Study, Montgomery and Prince George’s Counties, Maryland (Volumes I and II) (November 
1999, revised May 2000). The Suburbanization Context Addendum expands the time period covered by 
the original study, which originally ended in 1960. It includes historical trends, development patterns, 
suburban development systems, property types, and significance assessment considerations for suburban 
resources in Maryland, particularly in Montgomery and Prince George’s Counties. When relevant, the 
Study’s NRHP evaluations relied on these two contexts. MHT responded with minor comments on the 
Suburbanization Context Addendum and agreed with the general approach with their acceptance of the 
Gap Analysis on November 27, 2018. MHT and additional consulting party comments were addressed in 
a finalized Suburbanization Context Addendum in May 2019.  

Of 329 resources identified, MDOT SHA submitted 328 architectural resource survey or evaluation forms 
to MHT and additional consulting parties for review and comment, a process begun on October 19, 2018. 
The NPS made its own preliminary eligibility determination for Greenbelt Park during the study efforts, 
and MDOT SHA defers to the NPS evaluation. Printed copies of each form and archival discs (with 
supporting files) were provided to MHT via rolling batch submittals, at which time the additional 
consulting parties received the forms for review and comment via links to an ArcGIS Online web map 
maintained by MDOT SHA, where full evaluation forms may be downloaded (http://bit.ly/495-270-DOE). 
The final batch was submitted on November 26, 2019. Comments were received from MHT and additional 
consulting parties and addressed as appropriate. MDOT SHA has completed eligibility evaluations of 
above-ground resources in the APE per the methodology described in the Gap Analysis; there are no 
eligibility findings where SHPO concurrence has not been obtained. 

2.5 Archaeological Resources Evaluations 
The Gap Analysis outlined an archaeological testing approach to those portions of the APE (i.e., the CSB) 
where direct physical impacts (specifically ground disturbance) were expected to occur. The corridor was 
divided into numerous survey areas, each with an assessment of archaeological potential and an 
associated methodology for investigations to identify archaeological historic properties, and to evaluate 
significance of known archaeological properties. Volume 4 of this report, the Phase I Archaeological 
Investigation for the I-495 & I-270 Managed Lanes Study, Montgomery and Prince George’s County, 
Maryland and Fairfax County, Virginia includes the results of these evaluations. Upon revision of the APE 
in May 2019 to include work in Virginia, MDOT SHA proposed additional archaeological methodologies 
for the Virginia portion of the APE to DHR. Archaeological evaluation in Virginia was not originally 
anticipated at the time the Gap Analysis was written. DHR responded on June 28, 2019, indicating no 
additional comments at this time on the scope as proposed by MDOT SHA. The work was additionally 
coordinated with NPS as part of an Archaeological Resources Protection Act (ARPA) permit for work within 
the George Washington Memorial Parkway property. While the majority of areas identified for 
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archaeological evaluation were surveyed in preparation of this technical report, a number of areas were 
not accessible, or require additional evaluation to determine the presence of NHRP-eligible sites (see 
Chapter 4 of this volume). Such areas will be identified for phased identification as part of the proposed 
PA, potentially as part of an archaeological treatment plan. The PA will additionally address archaeological 
evaluation requirements in response to design development and associated project activities (e.g. 
stormwater facilities, stream and wetland mitigation sites, etc.).  

Approximately 67 archaeological resources are present within the APE. Fifty-seven of the resources were 
identified prior to the Study and an additional 10 newly identified sites were documented as a result of 
the Phase I archaeological investigation (see Volume 4). An intensive Phase I archaeological investigation 
and Phase II evaluations were conducted at seven resources in Virginia (Volume 6). In addition, Phase II 
evaluation studies were completed on one previously identified site (18PR750) and two newly identified 
sites (18MO749 and 18MO751) in Maryland (Volume 5). As a result of these investigations, three 
archaeological resources were recommended eligible for listing on the NRHP.  
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3 EFFECTS ASSESSMENT 
MDOT SHA made an assessment for the effects of the undertaking on historic properties, located within 
the APE, by applying the criteria of adverse effect. An effect may occur when there is an alteration to the 
characteristics of a historic property qualifying it for inclusion in or eligibility for the NRHP (36 CFR Part 
800.16[I]). To be eligible for listing on the NRHP, historic properties (districts, sites, buildings, structures, 
and objects) must possess integrity of location, design, setting, materials, workmanship, feeling and 
association and meet at least one of the below four criteria: 

• Criterion A – that are associated with events that have made a significant contribution to the 
broad patterns of our history; or 

• Criterion B – that are associated with the lives of persons significant in our past; or 

• Criterion C – that embody distinctive characteristics of a type, period, or method of construction, 
or that represent the work of a master, or that possess high artistic values, or that represent a 
significant and distinguishable entity whose components may lack individual distinction; or 

• Criterion D – that have yielded, or may be likely to yield, information important in prehistory or 
history. 

An adverse effect is found when an undertaking may alter, directly or indirectly, any of the characteristics 
of a historic property that qualify it for inclusion in the NRHP in a manner that would diminish the integrity 
of the property’s location, design, setting, materials, workmanship, feeling, or association (36 CFR Part 
800.5[a][1]).  

Examples of adverse effects (36 CFR Part 800.5[a][2]) include:  

• (i) Physical destruction of or damage to all or part of the property;  

• (ii) Alteration of a property, including restoration, rehabilitation, repair, maintenance, stabilization, 
hazardous material remediation and provision of handicapped access, that is not consistent with 
the Secretary of the Interior’s Standards for the Treatment of Historic Properties (36 CFR Part 68) 
and applicable guidelines; 

• (iii) Removal of the property from its historic location; 

3 
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• (iv) Change of the character of the property’s use or of physical features within the property’s 
setting that contribute to its historic significance;  

• (v) Introduction of visual, atmospheric, or audible elements that diminish the integrity of the 
property’s significant historic features; 

• (vi) Neglect of a property which causes its deterioration, except where such neglect and 
deterioration are recognized qualities of a property of religious and cultural significance to an 
Indian tribe or Native Hawaiian organization; and  

• (vii) Transfer, lease, or sale of property out of federal ownership or control without adequate and 
legally enforceable restrictions or conditions to ensure long-term preservation of the property’s 
historic significance. 

 
MDOT SHA has determined, on behalf of FHWA, that the screened alternatives, with the exception of 
Alternative 1: No Build, would have an adverse effect on historic properties. See below for a discussion of 
these findings for individual historic properties. 

3.1 Historic Properties 
A total of 51 known and newly determined-eligible architectural historic properties and three newly 
determined eligible archaeological historic properties were identified within the Study’s current APE 
(Table 2-2 and Appendix D of Volume 3; Volumes 5 and 6). The LOD were used to assess potential physical 
effects, and potential visual, atmospheric, or audible effects were considered within the entire APE. The 
effect assessments found no adverse effect on 34 architectural historic properties, an adverse effect on 
10 architectural historic properties and three archaeological historic properties. Effects cannot be fully 
determined on seven architectural historic properties and those properties will be subject to stipulations 
of the PA to avoid, minimize, or mitigate adverse effects as design advances.  

3.1.1 Properties Experiencing Adverse Effect  
Ten architectural historic properties (including parks and parkways) within the APE will be adversely 
affected by any alternative other than the no-build. All 10 architectural historic properties with an adverse 
effect fall within the widest proposed LOD (Table 3-1Error! Reference source not found.). No properties 
are proposed for complete demolition or destruction, but adversely affected properties will generally 
have contributing features of the property experiencing physical impacts of varying degrees. In addition, 
three archaeological historic properties will be adversely affected within the LOD of any alternative other 
than the no-build. None of the three archaeological historic properties would be completely destroyed 
but portions of each would likely be removed or destroyed. Adversely affected properties are discussed 
individually below. 

Table 3-1: Historic Properties with Adverse Effect 

MIHP#/DHR# Name Period of 
Significance  

NRHP 
Criteria 

PG:69-26 Baltimore-Washington 
Parkway 1942-1954 A, C 

M: 12-46 Chesapeake and Ohio Canal 
National Historical Park 1828-1924 A, C, D 
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MIHP#/DHR# Name Period of 
Significance  

NRHP 
Criteria 

M: 35-61 and 029-0228 
(Virginia)  

George Washington Memorial 
Parkway/Clara Barton 

Memorial Parkway 
1930-1966 B, C 

PG:72-26 and PG:73-26 Glenarden Historic District 1939-1977 A 

PG:67-69 Greenbelt Park 1945-1972 (for 
Mission 66 era) A, C, D 

M: 32-34 Indian Spring Club Estates and 
Indian Spring Country Club 1939-1957 A, B, C 

M: 37-16 Metropolitan Branch, B&O 
Railroad 1866-1873 A, C 

M: 36-1 

National Park Seminary 
Historic District/Forest 

Glen/Walter Reed A.M.C. 
Annex 

1894-ca. 1930 Unspecified 

M: 36-87 Rock Creek Stream Valley Park, 
Units 2 and 3 1931-1970 A 

M: 32-15 Sligo Creek Parkway Unspecified A, C 

18MO749 C&O Canal Site 1* Early Woodland D 

18MO751 C&O Canal Site 3* 1828-1924 A, C, D 

(N/A) Dead Run Ridges 
Archaeological District* 

Late Archaic-
Woodland D 

*Eligibility concurrence pending 
 

A. Baltimore-Washington Parkway 
The Baltimore-Washington Parkway, eligible under criteria A and C, will be adversely affected. The 
alternatives under consideration include modifications to contributing elements of the Parkway to 
accommodate a new interchange with I-495. Work is expected to include reconfiguring the existing 
interchange of I-495 and Baltimore-Washington Parkway; constructing direct access ramps to and from 
the managed lanes and the Baltimore-Washington Parkway; replacing the existing bridges carrying the 
parkway over I-495; constructing, operating, and maintaining stormwater management facilities; 
constructing a noise wall; and providing access for construction vehicles and materials.  
 
LOD impacts are concentrated in two areas: a linear area along the Baltimore-Washington Parkway that 
extends approximately 3800 feet north of the interchange with I-495; and a linear area along the 
Baltimore-Washington Parkway that extends approximately 3000 feet south of the interchange with I-
495. Activities in the LOD would consist of grading, tree removal, and landscape plantings; realigning the 
existing parkway to accommodate direct access ramps to and from the managed lanes; realigning the 
interchange with Southway and Greenbelt Road; replacing the bridge carrying Greenbelt Road over 
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Baltimore-Washington Parkway; constructing, operating, and maintaining stormwater management 
facilities; updating and installing signage; and access for construction equipment and materials.  
 
Additional and/or elevated structure to accommodate managed lanes along I-495 at the Baltimore-
Washington Parkway would likely diminish the integrity of the Parkway’s setting and association as a 
designed scenic parkway.  
 
B. Chesapeake and Ohio Canal National Historical Park 
The C&O Canal National Historical Park, eligible under criteria A, C, and D, would be adversely affected.  
 
Project activities at this location include access for construction vehicles and materials to build the new 
American Legion Bridge and remove the existing structure; the construction, operation, and maintenance 
of the realigned ramp from I-495 northbound to Clara Barton Parkway; the construction of a trail 
connection between a shared use path on the east side of the new American Legion Bridge and the C&O 
Canal towpath; the realignment of Rock Run; and the construction, operation, and maintenance of linear 
stormwater management features beneath the shoulders of I-495 mainline, south of the towpath. 

The LOD are concentrated along the northbound and southbound lanes of the existing I-495 alignment 
and to the south of the C&O Canal towpath both west and east of the highway. In order to move 
construction vehicles and materials to and from the base of the American Legion Bridge, temporary bridge 
crossings would be built across the canal and towpath. The locations of these crossings as well as the 
access points on Clara Barton Parkway have been coordinated with NPS. Two bridges and access roads 
are necessary to provide safe movement of construction equipment to, from and around the construction 
site. Having two construction roads will also shorten the duration of construction. The temporary access 
road and temporary bridges would require the removal of trees, grading land, and placing quarry spalls to 
support the movement of heavy equipment. These activities would require the temporary closure of the 
canal towpath for the construction and removal of the grade separated crossings that would be in place 
during construction of the new American Legion Bridge, which is anticipated to last between four and five 
years. 
 
The alternatives under consideration all include expansion of the American Legion Bridge within the park 
boundaries, increasing visual and physical intrusion into the setting of the park, resulting in diminishment 
of setting. Long-term construction access and staging is also required at the park, which will cause 
additional temporary diminishment of setting, feeling, and association for the duration of construction.  
 
The park contains two archaeological historic properties that would also be adversely affected (C&O Canal 
Site 1 [18MO749] and C&O Canal Site 3 [18MO751]). Those sites are discussed separately in this section 
under “Archaeological Sites”.  
 
C. George Washington Memorial Parkway/Clara Barton Memorial Parkway 
The George Washington Memorial Parkway/Clara Barton Memorial Parkway, eligible under criteria B and 
C, would be adversely affected.  
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Activities in Virginia include access for construction vehicles and materials to build the two new American 
Legion bridge structures and remove the existing structure; the construction, operation, and future 
maintenance of new direct access ramps to the managed lanes on I-495; and the installation, operation, 
and future maintenance of electrical conduit and signage to inform the traveling public of toll rates and 
operation of the facility. The LOD in Virginia are concentrated at two locations: in the quadrant southeast 
of the American Legion Bridge and along a small strip of land north of the westbound lanes of George 
Washington Memorial Parkway extending from west of the bridges at Dead Run to where the parkway 
approaches the existing interchange with I-495. Temporary lane closures during construction are possible. 
 
The large area within George Washington Memorial Parkway southeast of the American Legion Bridge is 
needed to construct a switchback road that will be used to maneuver construction vehicles and materials 
up and down the steep grade along the bank of the Potomac River. To erect the new bridge, construction 
cranes will be placed in each of the four quadrants adjacent to the existing crossing. Construction barges 
in the river will reduce the need for additional impacts on land. Access to the construction area within 
George Washington Memorial Parkway will be from a temporary access road built within existing VDOT 
right-of-way. 
 
Activities in Maryland consist of construction vehicle and material access beneath the grade-separated 
crossing with I-495 to accommodate the bridge replacement; the construction of a temporary access road 
to transport vehicles and materials to the American Legion Bridge construction site; and the construction, 
maintenance, and operation of a linear stormwater management feature that extends from the area 
currently maintained by MDOT SHA in a transportation use to an area within Clara Barton Parkway. The 
relocation of the I-495 interchange ramps is also required.  
 
The LOD in Maryland are concentrated in three locations: extending approximately 1000 linear feet along 
the north side of Clara Barton Parkway east of the I-495 bridge; and two construction vehicle access 
locations to the American Legion Bridge. The linear impact north of Clara Barton Parkway would consist 
of tree removal, grading, and the installation of a stormwater management facility.  
 
Both construction vehicle access locations are south of the parkway. One is approximately 1000 feet west 
of the I-495 bridge. The other is approximately 450 feet east of the bridge. These locations were 
coordinated with NPS. Having two construction access locations will shorten the duration of construction 
and provide safe movement of equipment and materials to and from the construction site. Impacts 
associated with the construction vehicle access consist of tree removal, land grading, and placing quarry 
spalls to support the movement of equipment and materials. Construction access would be required for 
the duration of construction of the new American Legion Bridge which is anticipated to last between four 
and five years. 
 
In Virginia, the George Washington Memorial Parkway would be adversely affected by expansion of the 
American Legion Bridge within the park boundaries, causing increased visual and physical intrusion into 
the setting of the park, resulting in diminishment of setting and possibly landscape design and materials. 
In Maryland, the Clara Barton Memorial Parkway would experience temporary diminishment of setting 
and feeling for the duration of construction. Long-term construction access and staging is also required at 
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the parkway, which will cause additional temporary diminishment of setting and feeling for the duration 
of construction.   
 
The park, in Virginia, contains archaeological historic properties, the proposed Dead Run Ridges 
archaeological district, and its contributing sites, that would also be adversely affected, and those are 
discussed separately in this section under “Archaeological Sites”. 
 
D. Glenarden Historic District 
Glenarden Historic District, eligible under criterion A, would be adversely affected. Activities at this 
location include widening I-495; replacing the Glenarden Parkway overpass; constructing, operating, and 
maintaining stormwater management facilities; and access for construction vehicles and materials. The 
LOD include: 
 

• An area on a vacant lot at the northern end of the historic district east of the I-495 outer loop;  
• A narrow linear area that extends 1600 feet along the eastern edge of the I-495 outer loop;  
• A narrow linear area that extends approximately 3800 feet along the western edge of the I-495 

inner loop; 
• Narrow linear areas that extend approximately 1000 feet along the north and south sides of 

Glenarden Parkway; and 
• A narrow linear area that extends approximately 400 feet along the east and west sides of 7th 

Street. 
 
Although no dwellings would be physically affected, the LOD encompass significant portions of yards, 
including some outbuildings, of 24 dwellings that contribute to the district’s significance. These include 
the rear yards of 13 dwellings along the west side of 7th Street (1418, 1420, 1431, 1433, 1436, 1504, 1506, 
1508, 1516, 1520, 1522, 1524, and 1526) and 4 on the east side of Reichter Street (8616, 8620, 8706, and 
8708). Alterations tying a new bridge into existing streets are also proposed, and the LOD include portions 
of the front and rear yards of 4 contributing dwellings along Glenarden Parkway (8901, 8903, 8932, 9001) 
and 3 dwellings at 1501 4th Street, 1504 5th Street, and 1438 8th Street. Activities affecting contributing 
resources in the district consist of grading; tree removal; paving; removing and replacing an existing noise 
wall along I-495; constructing, operating, and maintaining stormwater management facilities; raising the 
height of the local roads to match the elevation of the new bridge carrying Glenarden Parkway across I-
495; and access for construction vehicles and materials. 
 
These actions would diminish the integrity of design, materials, and setting of the district and contributing 
properties. Construction of the new bridge within the district would also result in temporary diminishment 
of setting, feeling, and association of the district for the duration of construction. 
 
E. Greenbelt Park 
The NPS has made a preliminary determination of eligibility for Greenbelt Park under criteria A, C, and D, 
and the park would be adversely affected. Activities at this location include widening along I-495; the 
realignment of the ramp from eastbound Greenbelt Road to southbound Baltimore-Washington Parkway; 
augmentation and repair of an existing storm drain outfall; and access for construction vehicles and 
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materials. The LOD include three locations: a narrow strip approximately 1600 feet in length along the 
southern side of the ramp from eastbound Greenbelt Road to the southbound Baltimore-Washington 
Parkway; and two small rectangular areas south of the ramp from northbound Baltimore-Washington 
Parkway to the I-495 inner loop. Work within the park includes tree removal, grading, augmentation of 
storm drain outfall pipes, construction of a retaining wall, and access for construction equipment and 
materials. A portion of the perimeter trail may need to be relocated near the ramps from Greenbelt Road 
to the southbound Baltimore-Washington Parkway. 
 
The park, significant for its recreational history, would experience some diminishment of setting, due to 
the visibility and proximity of an enlarged interchange at the Baltimore-Washington Parkway. The 
property may also experience some temporary diminishment of feeling during construction. The 
interchange is uniquely situated in comparison with other properties, in that Greenbelt Park has 
discontiguous portions bordering two quadrants of the interchange. Features within the park would not 
be physically affected. 
 
F. Indian Spring Club Estates and Indian Spring Country Club 
The Indian Spring Club Estates and Indian Spring Country Club, eligible under criteria A, B, and C, would 
be adversely affected. Activities at this location include widening I-495; relocating the on-ramp from 
northbound US 29 to the I-495 inner loop; and access for construction vehicles and materials. The LOD 
extend approximately 750 feet along the south side of the existing ramp and I-495. Work within the 
historic district consists of tree removal, grading, and realigning the ramp from northbound US 29 to the 
I-495 inner loop. These activities would displace indoor and outdoor swimming pools, including a wading 
pool, at the Silver Spring YMCA at 9800 Hastings Drive. 
 
The main outdoor swimming pool, part of the original country club, is a contributing feature of the district. 
Demolition/removal of the swimming pool, and conversion of a portion of the property to highway use 
would diminish the integrity of design, materials, and workmanship of the property. Effects are confined 
to the original country club property, and the integrity of residences and other properties within the 
district would not be diminished. 
 
G. Metropolitan Branch, B&O Railroad 
The Metropolitan Branch of the B&O Railroad, eligible under criteria A and C, would be adversely affected. 
Activities at this location include realigning the railroad crossing to the west and replacing the existing 
bridge across I-495. The section of the railroad within the LOD consists of approximately 3500 linear feet 
of railroad, which extends approximately 1800 feet south of I-495 and 1700 feet north. Work within the 
historic boundary includes providing construction access for vehicles and materials, removing the existing 
rail and track bed, and constructing a new alignment. The railroad would be realigned in a manner that 
allows continued operation during construction of both I-495 and the active CSX railroad. The portion of 
the historic property that would experience an impact consists of the rails, rail prism, bridge across I-495, 
and Small Structure 15046X0, which contributes to the significance of the railroad. While the small 
structure would not be removed, it may be altered by extension to the west in a manner similar to when 
it was extended beneath Forest Glen Road in 1979. Alteration would result in a diminishment of integrity 
of design, materials, and workmanship of the property. 
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H. National Park Seminary Historic District/Forest Glen/Walter Reed Army Medical 

Center Annex 
The National Park Seminary Historic District/Forest Glen/Walter Reed Army Medical Center Annex is listed 
in the NRHP, although the documentation does not specify under which eligibility criteria. The property 
would be adversely affected. Activities at this location include the replacement and realignment of two 
bridges across I-495: Linden Lane and the CSX railroad. The LOD are concentrated at two locations: the 
northwestern and northeastern corners of the historic property boundary. The bridge carrying Linden 
Lane would be constructed directly east of the existing alignment. Its length would be extended to 
accommodate the added width of the managed lanes on I-495. The Y-split of Linden Lane and Newcastle 
Avenue would also shift slightly into the boundary of the historic property. The realignment would result 
in the removal of trees and grading, as well as the construction, operation, and maintenance of the 
relocated Linden Lane and bridge over I-495 at the northwestern corner of the historic property.  
 
The CSX railroad and bridge would be realigned to the west of the existing alignment. The realignment of 
the CSX railroad over I-495 to the west would result in the removal of trees and grading, as well as the 
construction, operation, and maintenance of the relocated CSX railroad and bridge at the northeastern 
corner of the property. 
 
The landscape of the National Park Seminary Historic District is an element that contributes to its 
significance; because the LOD would expand into the existing landscape and convert a portion of the 
property to highway use, the project would diminish the integrity of design and setting of the historic 
district. The park also contains an additional archaeological resource within the LOD (18MO514) requiring 
additional investigation to determine eligibility for the NRHP (see Section 4).  
 
I. Rock Creek Stream Valley Park, Units 2 and 3 
The Rock Creek Stream Valley Park, Units 2 and 3, comprise a property eligible for the NRHP under 
Criterion A. The property would be adversely affected. Within the historic property, MDOT SHA has 
identified the need for a small, linear stormwater management facility east of the ramp from the outer 
loop of I-495 to northbound MD 355. This facility would require ground disturbance and the removal of 
trees from within this area of Unit 3 of Rock Creek Stream Valley Park. The repair and improvement, 
replacement, or augmentation of existing storm drain and stream conveyance pipes that traverse I-495 
would require impacts to small, rectangular areas of the property, including ground disturbance and the 
removal of vegetation. At Unit 2, the LOD are concentrated along the I-495 outer loop, southwest of Jones 
Mill Road, consisting of the wooded area between the Rock Creek stream bank and I-495. Access to the 
Rock Creek Trail, which runs along the north side of I-495 through the corridor, would be maintained 
during construction with limited interruption. 
 
A portion of the park would be converted to transportation use and/or associated stormwater 
management use, permanently diminishing integrity of design, materials, and setting of the property. 
Construction impacts may also temporarily diminish the integrity of setting and feeling of the property. 
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J. Sligo Creek Parkway 
Sligo Creek Parkway is eligible under Criteria A and C and would be adversely affected. Activities include 
widening along I-495; augmenting an existing culvert beneath I-495, and the construction, operation, and 
maintenance of a stormwater management facility. The LOD are concentrated at three locations: a narrow 
area extending approximately 1400 linear feet along the I-495 outer loop; a narrow area extending 
approximately 2300 feet along the I-495 inner loop; and an oblong shape at the northeast corner of the 
Sligo Creek Golf Course. Work within the historic boundary includes tree removal; grading; bridge 
replacement; movement of construction vehicles and materials; and the construction, operation and 
maintenance of a stormwater management facility. The area of impact along the I-495 inner loop would 
require the relocation of two tee boxes parallel to their current distance from the hole in order to maintain 
play at the Sligo Creek Golf Course, a contributing resource within the parkway. A stormwater 
management facility on the golf course is necessary at this location owing to limited available space for 
the treatment of stormwater along this portion of I-495. Access to Sligo Creek Trail, another contributing 
resource, would be restricted during the bridge replacement at a construction laydown area on the north 
side of the outer loop and northwest of the trail. 
 
A portion of the park would be converted to transportation use and/or associated stormwater 
management use, resulting in a minor loss of integrity of design, materials, and workmanship of a portion 
of the property. Construction impacts may also temporarily diminish the integrity of setting, feeling, and 
association of the property. 
 
K. Archaeological Sites 

a. C&O Canal Site 1 (18MO749) 
Site 18MO749 is an Early Woodland archaeological site eligible under Criterion D. Because the site is 
within the LOD, the site would likely be partially or completely destroyed or significantly diminished in all 
aspects of integrity by construction of the project. NRHP eligibility of this site is pending SHPO 
concurrence.  

b. C&O Canal Site 3 (18MO751) 
Site 18MO751 is a historic period (circa 1828-1924) archaeological site eligible under Criteria A, C and D. 
Because the site is within the LOD, the site would likely be partially or completely destroyed or significantly 
diminished in all aspects of integrity by construction of the project. NRHP eligibility of this site is pending 
SHPO concurrence.  

c. Dead Run Ridges Archaeological District 
MDOT SHA evaluated a number of recorded precontact archaeological sites within the George 
Washington Memorial Parkway property in Virginia (Volume 6 of this report). MDOT SHA has determined 
that the majority of the investigated sites together constitute a NRHP-eligible archaeological district of 
related resources. Contributing sites or possible contributing sites within the proposed district boundary 
and inside the project LOD include 44FX0373, 44FX0374, 44FX0379, 44FX0381, and 44FX0389. Sites 
44FX3160 and 44FX3900 were investigated and found neither individually eligible nor, in the case of 
44FX3160, contributing to the district (44FX3900 is not part of the defined District). Because the district 
is partially within the LOD, portions of individual sites within the district would likely be destroyed, and 
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the district would likely be diminished in all aspects of integrity by construction of the project. NRHP 
eligibility of the Dead Run Ridges Archaeological District is pending SHPO concurrence. 
 
As described in Volume 4, several areas within the APE require additional investigation to determine the 
presence of archaeological sites and/or NRHP eligibility of sites. If eligible sites are identified through these 
efforts, and adverse effects cannot be avoided, the PA will identify a process to minimize and/or mitigate 
adverse effects.  

3.1.2 Properties Where Effects Cannot be Fully Determined 
Based on current design information, effects cannot be fully determined on seven historic properties 
(Table 3-2). MDOT SHA would treat these historic properties under the PA for the Study to evaluate 
effects, and continue to avoid, minimize, or mitigate adverse effects, as design advances. The properties 
are discussed individually below.  

Table 3-2: Historic Properties Where Effects Cannot Be Fully Determined 

MIHP#/DHR# Name Period of 
Significance  NRHP Criteria 

M: 31-7 Capitol View Park Historic 
District 1887-1941  A, C 

M: 29-59 Carderock Springs 
Historic District 1962-1967 A, C 

PG:73-36 Carsondale 1955-1962 A 

M: 29-39 Gibson Grove A.M.E. Zion 
Church 1923 A 

M: 32-5 Polychrome Historic 
District 1934-1935 A, C 

PG:76A-22 Suitland Parkway 1942-1944 A, C 

M: 29-49 Washington Aqueduct 
(NHL) 1853-1939 A, C 

 

A. Capitol View Park Historic District 
Capitol View Park Historic District is eligible for the NRHP under Criteria A and C. To accommodate the 
realignment of the Metropolitan Branch, Baltimore and Ohio Railroad, the LOD are concentrated along 
the west side of Capitol View Avenue, east of the railroad. Activities within the Capitol View Park Historic 
District would consist of tree removal, grading, and access for construction vehicles and materials to 
realign the railroad further west. The LOD include a noncontributing parking lot and retaining wall at 9710 
Capitol View Avenue; the building itself is a contributing resource. South of the district, Linden Lane may 
be realigned as a result of the new Metropolitan Branch alignment. Although contributing elements are 
outside the LOD, the LOD are in close proximity to contributing stone walls surrounding the parking lot 
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for the Castle of Forest Glen at 10 Post Office Road. Impacts to these walls may diminish the integrity of 
the property’s design, materials, workmanship, and setting. MDOT SHA proposes to include measures to 
avoid adverse effects in the PA, and if avoidance is not possible, a process to identify minimization and/or 
mitigation measures will be followed. Note that right-of-way is uncertain in this area, and mapping may 
show minor discrepancies between the parcel boundary and MDOT SHA’s current right-of-way 
understanding, which will be resolved as the project moves forward. 

B. Carderock Springs Historic District 
Carderock Springs Historic District is eligible for the NRHP under Criteria A and C. The LOD avoids 
immediate physical impacts to contributing properties but may result in loss of tree and landscape buffer 
that could create a diminishment of the design and setting of contributing elements of the district. MDOT 
SHA proposes to include measures to avoid adverse effects in the PA, and if avoidance is not possible, a 
process to identify minimization and/or mitigation measures will be followed. 

C. Carsondale 
Carsondale is eligible for the NRHP under Criterion A. To accommodate widening along US 50 associated 
with realigning the US 50/I-495 interchange and replacement of the bridge carrying Whitfield Chapel Road 
over US 50, the LOD in Carsondale include: a narrow linear area that extends approximately 550 feet 
where the northern edge of the historic district meets US 50; and a narrow strip that extends 150 along 
the east side of Whitfield Chapel Road. Activities within Carsondale would consist of tree removal, grading, 
construction of a retaining wall, and access for construction vehicles and materials. Along Whitfield Chapel 
Road, the roadway height would be adjusted to meet the elevation of the new bridge across US 50. There 
are no physical impacts to contributing dwellings, but the LOD encompass minor portions of front or rear 
yards, including some secondary structures, of nine dwellings that contribute to the district’s significance. 
These include the rear yards of seven dwellings along the north side of Wallace Road (9004, 9010, 9016, 
9018, 9104, 9112, 9114) and the front yards of two dwellings on Whitfield Chapel Road (4907 and 4909). 
Dependent on design and construction needs, there may be diminishment of design and setting to 
contributing elements of the district. MDOT SHA proposes to include measures to avoid adverse effects 
in the PA, and if avoidance is not possible, a process to identify minimization and/or mitigation measures 
will be followed. 

D. Gibson Grove A.M.E. Zion Church 
Gibson Grove A.M.E. Zion Church is eligible for the NRHP under Criterion A. The LOD at this location 
represent above-grade impacts, and no physical impacts to the historic property are anticipated. The 
south side of the parcel is within the LOD, but the church itself occupies the north side of the parcel, across 
a small gully. The nearby segment of I-495 forms an overpass crossing Seven Locks Road southeast of the 
church. The LOD at the overpass extends along Seven Locks Road in front of the church; dependent on 
design and construction needs, there may be diminishment of the property’s setting. Long-term 
construction access and staging may cause additional temporary diminishment of setting and feeling for 
the duration of construction. MDOT SHA proposes to include measures to avoid adverse effects in the PA, 
and if avoidance is not possible, a process to identify minimization and/or mitigation measures will be 
followed. 
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E. Polychrome Historic District 
The Polychrome Historic District is eligible for the NRHP under Criteria A and C. While the LOD avoids 
immediate physical impacts to contributing properties, dependent on design and construction needs, 
there may be diminishment of design, materials, workmanship, and setting resulting from impacts to 
retaining walls along Colesville Road, or from other project elements. MDOT SHA proposes to include 
measures to avoid adverse effects in the PA, and if avoidance is not possible, a process to identify 
minimization and/or mitigation measures will be followed. 

F. Suitland Parkway 
Suitland Parkway is eligible for the NRHP under Criteria A and C. To accommodate widening I-495 at the 
bridges over Suitland Parkway and to provide access for construction vehicles and materials, small 
stormwater management facilities would be placed in vaults beneath the shoulders. The facilities are 
required to address a deficit in stormwater quantity treatment in this portion of the Build 
Alternatives. The LOD are concentrated in small irregularly shaped areas at the northwest and 
northeast quadrants of where I-495 passes over Suitland Parkway. Activities within Suitland Parkway 
would consist of grading, tree removal, landscape plantings; and access for construction vehicles and 
materials. The project will cross over the Parkway at the location of bridges currently undergoing 
replacement and is not expected to alter the character of the property; however, right of way needs and 
construction impacts are not fully determined; if contributing features are transferred out of federal 
control, an adverse effect may result. MDOT SHA proposes to include measures to avoid adverse effects 
in the PA, and if avoidance is not possible, a process to identify minimization and/or mitigation measures 
will be followed. 

G. Washington Aqueduct 
The Washington Aqueduct is eligible for the NRHP under Criteria A and C. The LOD at this location 
represent above-grade impacts, and no physical impacts to the historic property are anticipated. The 
project will cross an underground segment of the aqueduct at MacArthur Boulevard. Current project 
engineering is not expected to alter the character of the property, and ground disturbance will be limited 
to avoid effects to the aqueduct; however, construction impacts are not fully determined. MDOT SHA 
proposes to include measures to avoid adverse effects in the PA, such as restrictions on ground 
disturbance within this portion of the LOD, and if avoidance is not possible, a process to identify 
minimization and/or mitigation measures will be followed. 

3.1.3 Properties Experiencing No Adverse Effect  
Of the remaining 34 eligible or listed properties within the APE, none would be adversely affected by the 
project. These properties would either experience slight alteration of the characteristics that qualify them 
for inclusion in the NRHP, but there would be no diminishment of these characteristics, or there would be 
no appreciable alteration of the properties at all.  

As context, the study corridor already includes substantial and congested highway facilities within the 
viewshed and audible setting of most properties. As such, increasing capacity and flow of the existing 
Beltway in and of itself would not generally result in substantive new audible, visual, or other adverse 
effects to the setting, feeling and association of these properties, because the existing setting already 
includes the I-495 and I-270 facilities. While the setting would be somewhat altered by the addition of 
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new lanes, these are not newly introduced visual, atmospheric or audible elements that would diminish 
the integrity of significant historic features of nearby properties. Adverse effects are generally found, as 
above, when there are specific contributing features of historic properties either within or in close 
proximity to the project LOD that would be physically impacted in a manner beyond the general increase 
in capacity of the highway facilities.  
 
The properties experiencing no adverse effects fall into three general groupings. 
 
1. Properties where there is a minor portion of the historic property boundary within the LOD, but 

there are generally no contributing elements of the property within the LOD. No diminishment of 
location, design, materials, association and workmanship would occur, and setting and feeling 
would be consistent with the existing highway facility.  

2. Properties with no portion of the historic property boundary within the LOD but are adjacent to the 
LOD. No physical impacts would occur, and although some change may be perceptible, no visual, 
atmospheric, or audible elements that are substantially different from those that already exist, 
would be introduced. These properties are, or would be, screened by noise barriers and/or trees 
and vegetation.  

3. Properties further removed from the LOD, that would experience no notable changes resulting from 
the proposed improvements.  

Because individual discussion of these properties would be largely redundant, they grouped in Table 3-3, 
Table 3-4, and Table 3-5 with any relevant property-specific information informing the effect 
determination captured as a note in the appropriate column.  

Table 3-3: Category 1: Properties with Minor Elements within LOD 

MIHP# Name Period of 
Significance  

NRHP 
Criteria Notes 

M: 30-38 Academy Woods 1967-1974 C 

The LOD include minor portions of rear yards 
at 7221, 7224, and 7225 Grubby Thicket Way. 

Rear yards are adjacent to the existing 
highway, and the greatest area of impact, at 

7224 Grubby Thicket Way, occurs at a wooded 
corner of the parcel, far removed from the 

house.  

PG:LAU-29 Baltimore & Ohio Railroad, 
Washington Branch  1835-1945 A, C 

The railroad crosses the LOD, and the 
Greenbelt Station Road ramp over the railroad 

will be moved and widened; temporary 
construction impacts will be present within the 
property boundary, but no changes will occur 

to the railroad itself. 

PG:71A-54 
Baltimore & Potomac 

Railroad, Washington City 
Branch 

1872-1945 A, C 

The undertaking would potentially relocate 
two electric catenaries*, but there are 
numerous catenaries along the railroad 

corridor; therefore, the undertaking would not 
diminish integrity of location, design, materials, 

and workmanship.  

PG:62-14 Beltsville Agricultural  
Research Center (BARC) Unspecified A, C The LOD include small wooded areas along the 

highway designated for tree removal, grading, 
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MIHP# Name Period of 
Significance  

NRHP 
Criteria Notes 

and construction access; no contributing 
agricultural fields, buildings, or structures are 

within the LOD. 

M: 35-121 Burning Tree Club 1922-1923 A, C 
The LOD include a portion of wooded areas 

along the highway near the contributing golf 
course, but no impacts to the course itself. 

M: 36-37 Calvary Evangelical  
Lutheran Church 

1948, ca. 1950, 
ca. 1965 C 

The LOD adjoin a parking lot along Georgia 
Avenue and include a sliver of the curved drive 
along the I-495 on-ramp; neither contribute to 

the property’s significance. 

M: 31-8 Forest Glen Historic District 1891-early 
20th century A, C 

The LOD include portions of the large rear 
yards of contributing properties at 2418 and 

2420 Forest Glen Road to accommodate 
grading, removal of trees planted after 1982, 

and replacement of the existing noise wall. The 
house at 2400 Forest Glen Road is 

noncontributing. 

PG:67-4 Greenbelt Historic District 
(NHL) 1935-1941 Unspecified See discussion in Section 3.1.4. 

M: 35-120 Locust Hill Estates 1941-1949 A, C 
LOD impacts are limited to noncontributing 

houses outside the district’s period of 
significance. 

PG:67-41 

Maryland State Highway 
Administration  

(MDOT SHA)  
District 3 Headquarters 

Building 

1967 C 

The LOD include a small portion of the 
property’s south corner near Kenilworth 

Avenue. This area is south of the property’s 
fence line and screened by trees. Note that 
right-of-way is uncertain in this area, and 
mapping may show minor discrepancies 

between the parcel boundary and MDOT SHA’s 
current right-of-way understanding, which will 

be resolved as the project moves forward. 

PG:76A-39 Morningside ca.1940-
ca.1955 A, C 

The LOD include a minor portion of the rear 
yard of 6928 Pickett Drive, along a chain-link 

fence separating the parcel from a raised 
segment of highway to the south. The 

Morningside boundary as mapped by MHT 
does not accurately reflect the property 

boundary. MDOT SHA has notified MHT of the 
mapping error, and an accurate boundary is 
shown in the appendices for Volume 3. Note 

that right-of-way is uncertain in this area, and 
mapping may show minor discrepancies 

between the parcel boundary and MDOT SHA’s 
current right-of-way understanding, which will 

be resolved as the project moves forward. 

PG:72-76 New Carrollton Metrorail 
Station and Yard 1978-1983 A, C 

LOD impacts are limited to the northeast 
corner of the historic property, within a fenced 

grassy area. Contributing resources are well 
removed from the LOD. Note that right-of-way 

is uncertain in this area, and mapping may 
show minor discrepancies between the parcel 
boundary and MDOT SHA’s current right-of-

way understanding, which will be resolved as 
the project moves forward. 
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MIHP# Name Period of 
Significance  

NRHP 
Criteria Notes 

M: 26-72-1 Ward Building 1978 C 

The LOD include a grass berm at the edge of a 
parking lot along I-270, west of the building, 
which does not contribute to the significance 

of the property. 

M: 30-15 Wild Acres  
(Grosvenor Estate) 1928-1966 A, B, C 

The LOD extend west of an existing noise wall 
along the east side of the property, adjoining 

newly constructed townhouses and a forested 
area east of the contributing cottage at 5420 
Grosvenor Lane. The cottage faces away from 
the noise wall and will retain a majority of the 

surrounding trees. 

M: 26-71 Woodley Gardens 1960-1970 A, C 
The LOD at the northwest corner of the 

property include a noncontributing trail and 
grassy area.  

*Catenaries contribute to the significance of the Baltimore & Potomac Railroad, Washington City Branch 

 

Table 3-4: Category 2: Adjacent to LOD, but no audible, atmospheric, or visual impacts to contributing 
features 

MIHP# Name Period of 
Significance  NRHP Criteria Notes 

PG:70-95 Capitol Car Distributors  1965 C 
The historic property boundary is adjacent 
to the LOD, but the building and designed 

landscape are outside APE. 

M: 35-194 Carderock Springs South 1966-1971 C 

The historic property boundary is adjacent 
to the LOD at Persimmon Tree Road, but the 
houses, designed landscapes, and entrance 

sign are outside the LOD. 

M: 29-79 Congressional Country Club 1924-1978 A, C 
The contributing 1978 golf course is across 

Eggert Drive from the LOD, but the buildings 
are substantially removed from the LOD 

M: 35-38 In the Woods (David 
Fairchild Estate) 1906-1926 B, C 

The LOD abut the historic property 
boundary; however, an existing noise wall 

screens the property from I-495 

PG:72-3 Street Railway Service 
Building Unspecified A, C 

The historic property boundary is adjacent 
to the LOD, but the property’s significance is 

confined to the building itself, which will 
experience no impacts. 

 

Table 3-5: Category 3: Substantially removed from LOD, No noticeable effects anticipated 

MIHP# Name Period of Significance  NRHP Criteria 

M: 31-72 Cedar Lane Unitarian Church 1958-1963 C 

M: 31-8-5 Charles E. Brock Property 1908 C 

M: 29-47 David W. Taylor Model Basin 1938-1970 A, C 

M: 31-26 
Greater Washington Boy's and Girl's Club, 

Silver Spring Branch (Harry F. Duncan 
Building) 

ca. 1950 A, C 
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MIHP# Name Period of Significance  NRHP Criteria 

PG:67-36 Greenbelt Maryland National Guard 
Armory 1955 C 

M: 30-39 Grosvenor Park 1963-1966 A, C 

M: 35-199 Hawley Estate (Federation of American 
Societies for Experimental Biology) 1929-1954 C 

PG:78-39 Little Washington 1938-1969 A 

M: 20-47 National Institute of Standards and 
Technology (NIST) Headquarters 1963-1969 A, C  

M: 29-52 Naval Surface Warfare Center Carderock 
Division (NSWCCD) Historic District 1938-1958 A, C 

PG:75A-35 Percy Benson Sansbury Property ca. 1930 C 

M: 35-162 Philip F. Gormley House/Gagarin Property ca. 1912  C 

M: 33-31 Washington Coca-Cola Bottling Plant 
(Silver Spring) 1969 C 

M: 31-71 Washington, D.C. Temple (Church of Jesus 
Christ Latter-day Saints) 1971-1979 A, C 

 
A. Archaeological Resources – No Adverse Effect 
 
As noted in Section 3.1.1, MDOT SHA finds three archaeological properties are adversely affected: 
18MO749 (C&O Canal Site 1), 18MO751 (C&O Canal Site 3), and the Dead Run Ridges Archaeological 
District in Virginia.  
 
The Gap Analysis (Volume 2, Table 3) described multiple other previously recorded sites within the APE. 
The only site determined eligible for the NRHP within the APE was the Indian Creek V site, 18PR94. This 
site was previously mitigated and largely destroyed by the construction of a Washington Metropolitan 
Area Transit Authority facility. The Study will have no adverse effect to 18PR94. In Virginia there are eight 
sites outside of the LOD and not within the proposed Dead Run Ridges Archaeological District (44FX0214, 
44FX0325, 44FX0346, 44FX0347, 44FX0348, 44FX3389, 44FX3795, and 44FX3816). Sites outside the LOD 
will experience no effect from the project. 

No other known, eligible sites are within the LOD or APE, therefore there are no other archaeological sites 
that would be affected. However, as discussed in Chapter 4, several sites require additional evaluation, 
and the PA would describe these requirements, likely via an archaeological treatment plan. The PA would 
also include provisions for determining eligibility and effects findings in the event of an inadvertent 
archaeological discovery during construction.  
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3.1.4 National Historic Landmarks in the APE 
Greenbelt Historic District 
Activities near the Greenbelt Historic District involve augmenting existing drainage outfalls; realigning the 
interchange of Baltimore-Washington Parkway with Southway and Greenbelt Road; and construction, 
operation, and future maintenance of stormwater management facilities. The LOD within the historic 
district include: a rectangular area adjacent to the inner loop and outer loop at the southeastern end of 
the interchange with Kenilworth Ave; and two small areas north and east of the exit from MD 295 south 
to Southway. Work at these areas would include of tree removal, grading, installation of a stormwater 
augmentation pipe, and access for construction vehicles and materials.  

The LOD include a small part of the discontiguous portion of the district containing the Walker Cemetery 
and Indian Springs, where anticipated work consists of a trenching pit related to the installation of the 
stormwater augmentation pipe beneath I-495; however, no features of the cemetery or springs are within 
the LOD. At the north side of the MD 295 interchange, the LOD extend to an existing fence line south of 
7-9-11 Southway, a contributing apartment building. The impacts to 7-9-11 Southway are related to the 
reconfiguration of the I-495 interchange with the Baltimore-Washington Parkway, including replacing the 
bridge carrying Greenbelt Road over Baltimore-Washington Parkway to accommodate the ramp from 
southbound MD 295 to the I-495 outer loop. This alteration requites a minor realignment of the partial 
interchange between the Baltimore-Washington Parkway and Southway/Greenbelt Road. The LOD at this 
location are south of a parking lot in a vine-covered wooded area removed from the building. Elsewhere, 
the LOD include minor portions of Greenbelt Lake Park (now Buddy Attick Lake Park) on the northeast 
side of the beltway adjoining an existing utility line. These wooded areas are at existing drainage outfalls 
and would not affect recreational facilities associated with the park. As a result, the property would not 
be adversely affected, because no diminishment of location, design, materials, association or 
workmanship would occur to contributing features, and setting and feeling would be consistent with the 
existing highway facility. 

The Washington Aqueduct 
The Washington Aqueduct is eligible for the NRHP under Criteria A and C. The LOD at this location 
represent above-grade impacts, and no physical impacts to the historic property are anticipated. The 
project will cross an underground segment of the aqueduct at MacArthur Boulevard. Current project 
engineering is not expected to alter the character of the property, and the project would limit ground 
disturbance through a commitment in the PA to avoid effects to the aqueduct.  As noted in Section 3.1.2., 
because avoidance will require this specific commitment, MDOT SHA has noted the Washington Aqueduct 
as a property where effects cannot be fully determined at this time. If for unforeseen reasons, avoidance 
is not possible, a process to identify minimization and/or mitigation measures  in the PA will be followed.  
 
Pursuant to the requirements of 36 CFR Part 800.10(c), FHWA will notify the Department of Interior that 
the consultation involves National Historic Landmarks and will invite participation in consultation.  

3.1.5 Indirect and Cumulative Effects 
36 CFR 800.5(1) notes that adverse effects “may include reasonably foreseeable effects caused by the 
undertaking that may occur later in time, be farther removed in distance or be cumulative.” 



CULTURAL RESOURCES TECHNICAL REPORT 

 Draft, Pre-Decisional - December 2019 34 

The build alternatives, responding to an identified need for additional capacity, may be one factor in 
increased demand for residential or commercial development due to improved travel access along the 
study corridors – particularly in areas with undeveloped land such as northern Montgomery County and 
in the Frederick vicinity. Potential indirect effects could occur to historic properties resulting from 
increased population growth and development in the APE. However, these areas are subject to many 
greater economic and demographic pressures producing increased population and development that are 
not caused by the Study.  

Past actions that have impacted historic properties include the numerous infrastructure and land 
development activities that have occurred in the APE. The APE has experienced substantial growth of 
population, housing, and employment since the mid twentieth century. This has resulted in destruction 
or degradation of historic properties, including demolition for new construction and/or changes in land 
use. Present and future actions, including transportation projects and land development activity, would 
likely continue to impact cultural resources in similar ways. For transportation projects, however, existing 
protective regulations and consultation requirements associated with Section 106 and Section 4(f) 
resources would minimize and mitigate for such effects, reducing the overall net effect to historic 
properties. Potential future impacts to cultural resources from non-transportation projects would also be 
subject to applicable federal, state, and local planning ordinances that protect many of these resources.  

There are no planned developments within the APE that are dependent on completion of the build 
alternatives. The Study is responding to other large-scale pressures resulting in increased population and 
development that result in depleted capacity and congestion on I-495 and I-270; it is not the cause of 
generalized degradation of historic properties in the APE due to development. As a result, there are no 
indirect or cumulative adverse effects to historic properties specifically caused by the undertaking.  
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4 NEXT STEPS  
Additional Archaeological Investigations: Ten survey areas identified during the Gap Analysis were not 
accessible during the Phase I archaeological investigation. A re-evaluation of the remaining survey areas 
was undertaken in light of information obtained from survey of adjacent areas, and five survey areas were 
determined to be either disturbed or otherwise retain no potential for intact archaeological resources. 
Supplemental Phase I archaeological investigations will be completed at the remaining five locations 
either when access is obtained or under the PA. Additional intensive archaeological investigations have 
been conducted on archaeological resources in Virginia, within the George Washington Memorial 
Parkway. The results of these investigations are included as Volume 6 of this technical report.  

Seven identified archaeological sites are within the LOD that require additional evaluation to determine 
eligibility for the NRHP (Table 4-1). Sites 18MO752 (Cabin John Site 1), 18MO514 (Forest Glen), 18MO191 
(Kavanagh XII), the possible location of Moses Hall, 18MO190 (Kavanagh XI), 18MO457 (Booze Creek) and 
18MO510 are discussed in Volume 4. MDOT SHA would include commitments in the PA for phased 
evaluation of these sites, and provisions for avoidance, minimization, or mitigation of adverse effects 
should any of the resources be determined NRHP-eligible.  

Table 4-1: Archaeological Resources Recommended for Additional Testing  

Site Number Name Time Period  Comment 

18MO190 Kavanagh XI Historic 
(unknown) 

Additional evaluation to be proposed 
under Programmatic Agreement 

18MO191 Kavanagh XII 19th-20th Century 
Farmstead 

Additional evaluation to be proposed 
under Programmatic Agreement 

18MO457 Booze Creek Precontact Camp Additional evaluation to be proposed 
under Programmatic Agreement 

18MO510 Rock Creek Hills #1 Precontact Lithic 
Scatter 

Additional evaluation to be proposed 
under Programmatic Agreement 

4 
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Site Number Name Time Period  Comment 

18MO514 
Forest Glen 

(at National Park 
Seminary) 

Historic Additional evaluation to be proposed 
under Programmatic Agreement 

18MO752 Cabin John Site 1 Precontact 
(unknown) 

Additional evaluation to be proposed 
under Programmatic Agreement 

No Site 
Number Moses Hall 19th-20th Century 

Lodge 
Additional evaluation to be proposed 

under Programmatic Agreement 

 
Volume 4 additionally describes and recommends additional evaluation for documented historic 
cemeteries within or adjacent to the LOD. The two cemeteries within the LOD, the Moses Lodge Cemetery 
and the Montgomery County Poor Farm Cemetery would be subject to additional evaluation and 
treatment under the PA. Should these cemeteries be located, found to have integrity, and also meet the 
criteria for the NRHP, MDOT SHA would make eligibility determinations after such investigations. Whether 
determined to be historic properties or not, MDOT SHA would first endeavor to avoid disturbance of 
human remains and remove and relocate any remains as a less preferred option. The remainder of the 
historic cemeteries would be subject to provisions of the PA should the LOD change to potentially impact 
their documented locations.  

Volume 4 also describes multiple sites identified during this study (18MO750, 18MO753, 18MO754, 
18MO755, 18MO756, 18PR425, and 18PR1131) that have been determined not eligible and no further 
investigation is recommended, pending SHPO concurrence with the eligibility determination. The two 
previously known archaeological sites (18MO22 and 18PR1133) are also determined not eligible and 
would require no further investigation pending SHPO concurrence with the eligibility determination. 

Several other sites are within the APE, but outside the LOD, and are either unevaluated, or have been 
recommended not eligible for the NRHP, but lack a formal agency determination and concurrence on 
record (Table 4-2). Because no effects are anticipated to these resources, being outside the limits where 
ground disturbance may occur MDOT SHA has not made formal NRHP eligibility determinations. MDOT 
SHA would include provisions in the project PA to evaluate and treat these sites Should the LOD change 
in a way that would affect them. Several other unverified resources denoted in MHT’s Quad files are 
reported within the APE and would be investigated as appropriate. 

Table 4-2: Archaeological Resources within APE but outside LOD 

Site Number Name Time Period 

18MO63 Walter Johnson Precontact Camp 

18MO64 Backyard Precontact Lithic Scatter 

18MO65 Marywood Precontact Camp 

18MO332 Rock Creek Stream Valley Precontact Lithic Scatter 

18MO556 Site 2 Precontact Lithic Scatter 
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Site Number Name Time Period 

18MO602 Fuster Precontact Lithic Scatter 

18PR87 Cherry Hill Precontact (unknown) 

18PR401 KCI-90-3 Precontact Camp 

18PR402 KCI-90-4 18th – 19th Century House 

18PR801 Toaping Castle 18th – 20th Century Plantation 

18PR836 Woodmore #1 19th – 20th Century Farmstead 

18PR861 Mount Calvary Baptist Church 19th-20th Century Church 

44FX0214 unnamed Precontact (unknown) --GWMP 

44FX0325  Turkey Run Bridge Precontact (unknown) --GWMP 

44FX0346 unnamed Precontact (unknown) --GWMP 

44FX0347 unnamed Precontact (unknown) --GWMP 

44FX0348 unnamed Precontact (unknown) --GWMP 

44FX3389 Outfall #123 Woodland --GWMP 

44FX3795 unnamed Precontact (unknown) --GWMP 

44FX3816 Little Toe Site Precontact (unknown) --GWMP 

 
Programmatic Agreement: Due to the complexity of the undertaking, the current state of design, and its 
uncertain effects to historic properties, MDOT SHA expects Section 106 review to be completed through 
the execution of a PA, documenting the assessment and resolution of effects to known historic properties 
and providing protocols for additional consultation, evaluations, and resolution of effects following 
advancement of design.  

Additionally, it is known the Study will have mitigation development needs for stream, wetland, and other 
environmental impacts. A preliminary list of sites under consideration has been identified in the Draft EIS, 
Appendix K. MDOT SHA will include procedures to evaluate and assess effects to cultural resources for 
these sites and other expansions or revisions to the APE in the PA.  

MDOT SHA has communicated the intent to complete Section 106 review via a PA to consulting parties 
since the inception of the PA. MDOT SHA shared a conceptual outline of the PA with consulting parties on 
June 17, 2019 (Appendix C of Volume 1). FHWA has notified ACHP of the proposed PA and ACHP has 
elected to participate in consultation, which will continue.  

MDOT SHA will oversee implementation of the stipulations of the PA as the program continues into design 
and construction.  
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Appendix A 
ACHP and Consulting Parties 

Correspondence  
 

• ACHP 
• MHT and DHR 
• Tribes 
• Additional Consulting Parties 
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707 North Calvert St., Baltimore, MD  21202 | 410.545.0400 | 1.800.206.0070 | Maryland Relay TTY 800.735.2258 | roads.maryland.gov

October 19, 2018

Ms. Elizabeth Hughes
State Historic Preservation Officer
Maryland Historical Trust
100 Community Place
Crownsville MD 21032-2023

Dear Ms. Hughes:

This letter serves to inform the Maryland Historical Trust (MHT) of the completion the enclosed
Suburbanization Historic Context Addendum (1961-1980), Montgomery and Prince George’s 
Counties, Maryland (Context Addendum) and Batch 1 of the standing structures eligibility 
determinations associated with Study No. AW073A11, I-495 & I-270 Managed Lanes Study 
(MLS). The MLS is the first element of a broader I-495 & I-270 Public-Private Partnership (P3)
Program which considers improvements along the entire length of I-495 (Capital Beltway), as 
well as the entire length of I-270 (Dwight D. Eisenhower Memorial Highway) up to I-70 in 
Frederick County, Maryland. MDOT SHA provided MHT with the Gap Analysis and Area of 
Potential Effects (APE) associated with the study in a letter dated August 8, 2018.

The Context Addendum supplements the original 1999 Suburbanization Historic Context and 
Survey Methodology prepared by KCI Technologies, Inc., and describes historical trends, 
property types, and significance assessment considerations for properties dating from the 1960-
1980 period in Montgomery and Prince George’s counties.

Batch 1 of MDOT SHA’s historic architecture evaluations includes 15 resources within the MLS 
Study APE that were previously identified in the Maryland Inventory of Historic Properties.
These resources were evaluated using 11 Determination of Eligibility (DOE) forms and 4 MIHP 
Addendum forms. MDOT SHA has determined that none of the properties evaluated in Batch 1 
is eligible for eligible for the National Register of Historic Places (NRHP). 

DOE Forms
M: 26-10-56 Reiche Cottage Stone House
M: 26-52 626 Great Falls Road
M: 29-42 Stoneyhurst Quarries
M: 30-17 Montgomery Bean House 
M: 36-38 Forest Grove Neighborhood
M: 36-71 Montgomery Hills Baptist Church
PG:69-000 New Carrollton
PG:76A-31 John and Marie Darcey Houses



Ms. Elizabeth Hughes 
Page Two

PG:76A-30  Linda Holmes House 
PG:71A-54  Baltimore and Potomac RR, Washington City Branch District
PG:LAU-29  Baltimore and Ohio RR, Washington Branch District

MIHP Addendum Forms 
M: 30-24 WMAL Transmitter Property
PG:73-22 4509 Jefferson Street 
PG:73-23 8906 Ardwick-Ardmore Road
PG:73-24 4403 Jefferson Street 

The Batch 1 submittal includes printed forms for each resource and an archival DVD with digital 
photographs and PDF copies of the forms. MDOT SHA will provide an Access database with the 
final batch submittal, scheduled between March and June 2019, that includes all properties 
evaluated for the I-495 & I-270 MLS. 

Please examine the attached Context Addendum (Attachment 1), Batch 1 (Attachment 2), and 
Eligibility Table (Attachment 3). We request your comments by November 24, 2018, on MDOT 
SHA’s Context Addendum. We also request your concurrence with MDOT SHA’s Batch 1 
eligibility determinations. Please contact Matt Manning at 410-545-8560 (or via email at 
MManning@sha.state.md.us) with questions regarding standing structures for this project.  
Richard Ervin may be reached at 410-545-2878 (or via email at RErvin@sha.state.md.us) with 
concerns regarding archaeology. 

Sincerely, 

Julie M. Schablitsky 
Assistant Division Chief
Environmental Planning Division 

Attachments

cc: Ms. Jeanette Mar, FHWA
Ms. Lisa B. Choplin, Project Manager, I-495 & I-270 P3 Office, MDOT SHA
Mr. Steve Archer, MDOT SHA-EPLD
Mr. Richard Ervin, MDOT SHA-EPLD
Mr. Matt Manning, MDOT SHA-EPLD
Dr. Julie Schablitsky, MDOT SHA-EPLD

J
A
E

 

Digitally signed 
by Steve Archer 
Adobe Acrobat 
version: 
2017.011.30105



E
lig

ib
ili

ty
/S

ta
tu

s T
ab

le

A
tta

ch
m

en
t #

3

Pr
oj

ec
t N

am
e:

O
ct

ob
er

 1
8,

 2
01

8

R
es

ou
rc

e
T

yp
e

SH
A

 N
R

 
D

et
.

SH
PO

 
O

pi
ni

on
A

tt
ac

h.
R

em
ar

ks

M
: 2

6-
10

-5
6

R
ei

ch
e 

C
ot

ta
ge

 S
to

ne
 H

ou
se

S
X

R
eq

. 1
1/

20
18

2
D

O
E

M
: 2

6-
52

62
6 

G
re

at
 F

al
ls

 R
oa

d
S

X
R

eq
. 1

1/
20

18
2

D
O

E
M

: 2
9-

42
St

on
ey

hu
rs

t Q
ua

rr
ie

s
S

X
R

eq
. 1

1/
20

18
2

D
O

E
M

: 3
0-

17
M

on
tg

om
er

y 
B

ea
n 

H
ou

se
 

S
X

R
eq

. 1
1/

20
18

2
D

O
E

M
: 3

6-
38

Fo
re

st
 G

ro
ve

 N
ei

gh
bo

rh
oo

d
H

D
X

R
eq

. 1
1/

20
18

2
D

O
E

M
: 3

6-
71

M
on

tg
om

er
y 

H
ill

s B
ap

tis
t

S
X

R
eq

. 1
1/

20
18

2
D

O
E

PG
:6

9-
00

0
N

ew
 C

ar
ro

llt
on

H
D

X
R

eq
. 1

1/
20

18
2

D
O

E
PG

:7
6A

-3
1

Jo
hn

 a
nd

 M
ar

ie
 D

ar
ce

y 
H

ou
se

s
S

X
R

eq
. 1

1/
20

18
2

D
O

E
PG

:7
6A

-3
0

Li
nd

a 
H

ol
m

es
 H

ou
se

S
X

R
eq

. 1
1/

20
18

2
D

O
E

M
: 3

0-
24

W
M

A
L 

Tr
an

sm
itt

er
 P

ro
pe

rty
S

X
R

eq
. 1

1/
20

18
2

A
dd

en
du

m
–

de
m

ol
is

he
d;

 N
R

 2
00

0
PG

:7
3-

22
45

09
 Je

ff
er

so
n 

St
re

et
S

X
R

eq
. 1

1/
20

18
2

A
dd

en
du

m
PG

:7
3-

23
89

06
 A

rd
w

ic
k-

A
rd

m
or

e 
R

oa
d

S
X

R
eq

. 1
1/

20
18

2
A

dd
en

du
m

PG
:7

3-
24

44
03

Je
ff

er
so

n 
St

re
et

S
X

R
eq

. 1
1/

20
18

2
A

dd
en

du
m

C
od

es
:

R
es

ou
rc

e 
Ty

pe
s:

  S
 (S

tru
ct

ur
e)

, A
 (A

rc
he

ol
og

ic
al

 S
ite

), 
H

D
 (H

is
to

ric
 D

is
tri

ct
), 

N
H

L 
(N

at
io

na
l H

is
to

ric
 L

an
dm

ar
k)

N
R

 D
et

er
m

in
at

io
n:

  N
D

 (N
ot

 D
et

er
m

in
ed

), 
X

 (N
ot

 E
lig

ib
le

), 
N

R
 (E

lig
ib

le
), 

N
R

L 
(L

is
te

d)
, N

H
L 

(L
an

dm
ar

k)
SH

PO
 O

pi
ni

on
: (

B
) d

es
ig

na
te

s o
pi

ni
on

 re
ga

rd
in

g 
bo

un
da

ry
, C

od
e 

fo
llo

w
in

g 
da

te
 si

gn
ifi

es
 S

H
PO

 o
pi

ni
on

B
ol

d
ro

w
s i

nd
ic

at
e 

re
vi

ew
 a

ct
io

n 
re

qu
es

te
d











707 North Calvert St., Baltimore, MD  21202 | 410.545.0400 | 1.800.206.0070 | Maryland Relay TTY 800.735.2258 | roads.maryland.gov

Ms. Elizabeth Hughes 
State Historic Preservation Officer
Maryland Historical Trust
100 Community Place 
Crownsville MD  21032-2023 

Dear Ms. Hughes:

This letter serves to inform the Maryland Historical Trust (MHT) of the completion of Batch
of the standing structures eligibility determinations associated with Study No. AW073A11, I-495 
& I-270 Managed Lanes Study (MLS). The MLS is the first element of a broader I-495 & I-270 
Public-Private Partnership (P3) Program which considers improvements along the entire length 
of I-495 (Capital Beltway), as well as the entire length of I-270 (Dwight D. Eisenhower 
Memorial Highway) up to I-70 in Frederick County, Maryland. 

Please see Attachment 1 for a list of the properties included in this batch submittal and a 
summary of MDOT SHA’s eligibility findings. MDOT SHA has determined that of the
properties evaluated in this submittal eligible for the National Register of Historic Places
(NRHP).

This batch submittal includes printed forms for each resource and an archival disc with digital 
photographs and PDF copies of the forms. MDOT SHA will provide an Access database with the
final batch submittal, scheduled between March and June 2019, that includes all properties 
evaluated for the I-495 & I-270 MLS. 

Please examine the attached Eligibility Table (Attachment 1) and batch submittal (Attachment
2). We request your concurrence with MDOT SHA’s Batch  eligibility determinations
by . Please contact Matt Manning at 410-545-8560 (or via email at
MManning@sha.state.md.us) with questions regarding standing structures for this project.  
Richard Ervin may be reached at 410-545-2878 (or via email at RErvin@sha.state.md.us) with 
concerns regarding archaeology.

December 7, 2018

2 

 9

2 

16 
are

January 7, 2019



Ms. Elizabeth Hughes 
Page Two

Sincerely, 

Julie M. Schablitsky 
Assistant Division Chief
Environmental Planning Division 

Attachments

cc: Ms. Jeanette Mar, FHWA
Ms. Lisa B. Choplin, Project Manager, I-495 & I-270 P3 Office, MDOT SHA
Mr. Steve Archer, MDOT SHA-EPLD
Mr. Richard Ervin, MDOT SHA-EPLD
Mr. Matt Manning, MDOT SHA-EPLD
Dr. Julie Schablitsky, MDOT SHA-EPLD

 

Digitally signed by 
Steve Archer 
Adobe Acrobat 
version: 
2017.011.30106



 

 

Eligibility Table 
 
Attachment #1 
 
Project Name: I-495 & I-270 MLS - Batch 2  December 7, 2018 
 

MIHP Resource Name Type SHA NR 
Det. 

SHPO 
Opinion 

Attach. Remarks 

M: 21-281  Londonderry Apartments and Towers  HD X Req. 1/2019 2 DOE 

M: 26-71 Woodley Gardens HD NR Req. 1/2019 2 DOE 

M: 26-72 70-S Industrial Park HD X Req. 1/2019 2 DOE 

M: 26-72-1 Ward Building S NR Req. 1/2019 2 DOE 

M: 29-59-1 Greenfield House S X Req. 1/2019 2 DOE 

M: 29-69 Olde Carderock HD X Req. 1/2019 2 DOE 

M: 30-38 Academy Woods HD NR Req. 1/2019 2 DOE 

M: 30-39 Grosvenor Park HD NR Req. 1/2019 2 DOE 

M: 30-40 Marriott International Corporate Headquarters** S NR Req. 1/2019 2 DOE 

M: 31-71 Washington, DC Temple (Church of Jesus Christ of Latter-Day Saints) S NR Req. 1/2019 2 DOE 

M: 35-193 The Promenade S X Req. 1/2019 2 DOE 

PG:LAU-29 Baltimore and Ohio (B&O) Railroad, Washington Branch S NR Req. 1/2019 2 DOE 

PG:70-101 Gould Building S X Req. 1/2019 2 DOE 

PG:71A-54 Baltimore & Potomac Railroad, Washington City Branch (Pennsylvania Railroad, 
Baltimore and Potomac Division) 

S NR Req. 1/2019 2 DOE 

PG:72-26 Town of Glenarden HD NR Req. 1/2019 2 DOE 

PG:73-26 Town of Glenarden HD NR Req. 1/2019 2 DOE 

PG:76A-60 National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration (NOAA) World Weather 
Building 

S X Req. 1/2019 2 DOE 

 
 
Codes: 

Resource Types:  S (Structure), A (Archeological Site), HD (Historic District), NHL (National Historic Landmark) 
NR Determination:  ND (Not Determined), X (Not Eligible), NR (Eligible), NRL (Listed), NHL (Landmark) 
SHPO Opinion: (B) designates opinion regarding boundary, Code following date signifies SHPO opinion 
Bold rows indicate review action requested 
**Although construction began in 1978, Marriott HQ was not opened until early 1979. For the purposes of evaluation, MDOT SHA considers this building to fall 
within the 40 year period identified in the Gap Analysis. 
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January 7, 2019

Ms. Elizabeth Hughes
State Historic Preservation Officer
Maryland Historical Trust
100 Community Place
Crownsville MD 21032-2023

Dear Ms. Hughes:

This letter serves to inform the Maryland Historical Trust (MHT) of the completion of Batch 3 of 
the standing structures eligibility determinations associated with Study No. AW073A11, I-495 & 
I-270 Managed Lanes Study (MLS). The MLS is the first element of a broader I-495 & I-270
Public-Private Partnership (P3) Program which considers improvements along the entire length 
of I-495 (Capital Beltway), as well as the entire length of I-270 (Dwight D. Eisenhower 
Memorial Highway) up to I-70 in Frederick County, Maryland.

Please see Attachment 1 for a list of the properties included in this batch submittal and a 
summary of MDOT SHA’s eligibility findings. MDOT SHA has determined that 4 of the 18
properties evaluated in this submittal are eligible for the National Register of Historic Places 
(NRHP).

This batch submittal includes printed forms for each resource and an archival disc with digital 
photographs and PDF copies of the forms. MDOT SHA will provide an Access database with the 
final batch submittal, scheduled between March and June 2019, that includes all properties 
evaluated for the I-495 & I-270 MLS.

Please examine the attached Eligibility Table (Attachment 1) and batch submittal (Attachment 
2). We request your concurrence with MDOT SHA’s Batch 3 eligibility determinations by 
February 7, 2019. Please contact Matt Manning at 410-545-8560 (or via email at 
MManning@sha.state.md.us) with questions regarding standing structures for this project.  
Richard Ervin may be reached at 410-545-2878 (or via email at RErvin@sha.state.md.us) with 
concerns regarding archaeology.



Ms. Elizabeth Hughes 
Page Two

Sincerely, 

Julie M. Schablitsky 
Assistant Division Chief
Environmental Planning Division 

Attachments

cc: Ms. Jeanette Mar, FHWA
Ms. Lisa B. Choplin, Project Manager, I-495 & I-270 P3 Office, MDOT SHA
Mr. Steve Archer, MDOT SHA-EPLD
Mr. Richard Ervin, MDOT SHA-EPLD
Mr. Matt Manning, MDOT SHA-EPLD
Dr. Julie Schablitsky, MDOT SHA-EPLD

 

Digitally signed by 
Steve Archer 
Adobe Acrobat 
version: 
2017.011.30110
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February 7, 2019 
 
 
 
Ms. Elizabeth Hughes 
State Historic Preservation Officer 
Maryland Historical Trust 
100 Community Place 
Crownsville MD  21032-2023 
 
Dear Ms. Hughes: 
 
This letter serves to inform the Maryland Historical Trust (MHT) of the completion of Batch 4 of 
the standing structures eligibility determinations associated with Study No. AW073A11, I-495 & 
I-270 Managed Lanes Study (MLS). The MLS is the first element of a broader I-495 & I-270 
Public-Private Partnership (P3) Program which considers improvements along the entire length 
of I-495 (Capital Beltway), as well as the entire length of I-270 (Dwight D. Eisenhower 
Memorial Highway) up to I-70 in Frederick County, Maryland. 
 
Please see Attachment 1 for a list of the properties included in this batch submittal and a 
summary of MDOT SHA’s eligibility findings. MDOT SHA has determined that one of the 28 
properties evaluated in this submittal is eligible for the National Register of Historic Places 
(NRHP). 
 
This batch submittal includes printed forms for each resource and an archival disc with digital 
photographs and PDF copies of the forms. MDOT SHA will provide an Access database with the 
final batch submittal, scheduled between March and June 2019, that includes all properties 
evaluated for the I-495 & I-270 MLS. 
 
Please examine the attached Eligibility Table (Attachment 1) and batch submittal (Attachment 
2). We request your concurrence with MDOT SHA’s Batch 4 eligibility determinations by 
March 7, 2019. Please contact Matt Manning at 410-545-8560 (or via email at 
MManning@sha.state.md.us) with questions regarding standing structures for this project.  
Richard Ervin may be reached at 410-545-2878 (or via email at RErvin@sha.state.md.us) with 
concerns regarding archaeology. 
 



Ms. Elizabeth Hughes
Page Two 
 
 
Sincerely,

Julie M. Schablitsky
Assistant Division Chief
Environmental Planning Division

Attachments

cc: Ms. Jeanette Mar, FHWA
Ms. Lisa B. Choplin, Project Manager, I-495 & I-270 P3 Office, MDOT SHA
Mr. Steve Archer, MDOT SHA-EPLD
Mr. Richard Ervin, MDOT SHA-EPLD
Mr. Matt Manning, MDOT SHA-EPLD
Dr. Julie Schablitsky, MDOT SHA-EPLD

 

Digitally signed by 
Steve Archer 
Adobe Acrobat 
version: 
2017.011.30113
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March 8, 2019 

Ms. Elizabeth Hughes 
State Historic Preservation Officer 
Maryland Historical Trust 
100 Community Place 
Crownsville MD  21032-2023 

Dear Ms. Hughes: 

This letter serves to inform the Maryland Historical Trust (MHT) of the completion of Batch 5 of 
the standing structures eligibility determinations associated with Study No. AW073A11, I-495 &
I-270 Managed Lanes Study (MLS). The MLS is the first element of a broader I-495 & I-270 
Public-Private Partnership (P3) Program which considers improvements along the entire length 
of I-495 (Capital Beltway), as well as the entire length of I-270 (Dwight D. Eisenhower 
Memorial Highway) up to I-70 in Frederick County, Maryland.

Please see Attachment 1 for a list of the properties included in this batch submittal and a 
summary of MDOT SHA’s eligibility findings. MDOT SHA has determined that none of the
properties evaluated in this submittal are eligible for the National Register of Historic Places
(NRHP). 

This batch submittal includes printed forms for each resource and an archival disc with digital 
photographs and PDF copies of the forms. MDOT SHA will provide an Access database with the 
final batch submittal, expected around June 2019, that includes all properties evaluated for the 
I-495 & I-270 MLS. 

Please examine the attached Eligibility Table (Attachment 1) and batch submittal (Attachment 2). 
We request your concurrence with MDOT SHA’s Batch 5 eligibility determinations by
April 9, 2019. Please contact Matt Manning at 410-545-8560 (or via email at
MManning@sha.state.md.us) with questions regarding standing structures for this project.
Richard Ervin may be reached at 410-545-2878 (or via email at RErvin@sha.state.md.us) with 
concerns regarding archaeology.



Ms. Elizabeth Hughes
Page Two 

Sincerely,

Julie M. Schablitsky
Assistant Division Chief
Environmental Planning Division

Attachments

cc: Ms. Jeanette Mar, FHWA
Ms. Lisa B. Choplin, Project Manager, I-495 & I-270 P3 Office, MDOT SHA
Mr. Steve Archer, MDOT SHA-EPLD
Mr. Richard Ervin, MDOT SHA-EPLD
Mr. Matt Manning, MDOT SHA-EPLD
Dr. Julie Schablitsky, MDOT SHA-EPLD

 

Digitally signed 
by Steve Archer 
Adobe Acrobat 
version: 
2017.011.30127
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707 North Calvert St., Baltimore, MD  21202 | 410.545.0400 | 1.800.206.0070 | Maryland Relay TTY 800.735.2258 | roads.maryland.gov

April 8, 2019

Ms. Elizabeth Hughes
State Historic Preservation Officer
Maryland Historical Trust
100 Community Place
Crownsville MD 21032-2023

Dear Ms. Hughes:

This letter serves to inform the Maryland Historical Trust (MHT) of the completion of Batch 6 of 
the standing structures eligibility determinations associated with Study No. AW073A11, I-495 & 
I-270 Managed Lanes Study (MLS). The MLS is the first element of a broader I-495 & I-270
Public-Private Partnership (P3) Program which considers improvements along the entire length 
of I-495 (Capital Beltway), as well as the entire length of I-270 (Dwight D. Eisenhower 
Memorial Highway) up to I-70 in Frederick County, Maryland.

Please see Attachment 1 for a list of the properties included in this batch submittal and a 
summary of MDOT SHA’s eligibility findings. MDOT SHA has determined that 1 of the 37
properties evaluated in this submittal is eligible for the National Register of Historic Places 
(NRHP).

This batch submittal includes printed forms for each resource and an archival disc with digital 
photographs and PDF copies of the forms. MDOT SHA will provide an Access database with the 
final batch submittal, scheduled for August 2019, that includes all properties evaluated for the I-
495 & I-270 MLS.

Please examine the attached Eligibility Table (Attachment 1) and batch submittal (Attachment 
2). We request your concurrence with MDOT SHA’s Batch 6 eligibility determinations by May
8, 2019. Please contact Matt Manning at 410-545-8560 (or via email at 
MManning@sha.state.md.us) with questions regarding standing structures for this project.  
Richard Ervin may be reached at 410-545-2878 (or via email at RErvin@sha.state.md.us) with 
concerns regarding archaeology.



Ms. Elizabeth Hughes 
Page Two

Sincerely, 

Julie M. Schablitsky 
Assistant Division Chief
Environmental Planning Division 

Attachments

cc: Ms. Jeanette Mar, FHWA
Ms. Lisa B. Choplin, Project Manager, I-495 & I-270 P3 Office, MDOT SHA
Mr. Steve Archer, MDOT SHA-EPLD
Mr. Richard Ervin, MDOT SHA-EPLD
Mr. Matt Manning, MDOT SHA-EPLD
Dr. Julie Schablitsky, MDOT SHA-EPLD

 

Digitally signed 
by Steve Archer 
Adobe Acrobat 
version: 
2017.011.30127
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707 North Calvert St., Baltimore, MD  21202 | 410.545.0400 | 1.800.206.0070 | Maryland Relay TTY 800.735.2258 | roads.maryland.gov

May 8, 2019

Ms. Elizabeth Hughes
State Historic Preservation Officer
Maryland Historical Trust
100 Community Place
Crownsville MD 21032-2023

Dear Ms. Hughes:

This letter serves to inform the Maryland Historical Trust (MHT) of the completion of Batch 7 of 
the standing structures eligibility determinations associated with Study No. AW073A11, I-495 & 
I-270 Managed Lanes Study (MLS). The MLS is the first element of a broader I-495 & I-270
Public-Private Partnership (P3) Program which considers improvements along the entire length 
of I-495 (Capital Beltway), as well as the entire length of I-270 (Dwight D. Eisenhower 
Memorial Highway) up to I-70 in Frederick County, Maryland.

Please see Attachment 1 for a list of the properties included in this batch submittal and a 
summary of MDOT SHA’s eligibility findings. MDOT SHA has determined that one of the 37
properties evaluated in this submittal is eligible for the National Register of Historic Places 
(NRHP).

This batch submittal includes printed forms for each resource and an archival disc with digital 
photographs and PDF copies of the forms. MDOT SHA will provide an Access database with the 
final batch submittal, scheduled for July 2019, that includes all properties evaluated for the I-495
& I-270 MLS.

Please examine the attached Eligibility Table (Attachment 1) and batch submittal (Attachment
2). We request your concurrence with MDOT SHA’s Batch 7 eligibility determinations by June 
7, 2019. Please contact Matt Manning at 410-545-8560 (or via email at 
MManning@sha.state.md.us) with questions regarding standing structures for this project.  
Richard Ervin may be reached at 410-545-2878 (or via email at RErvin@sha.state.md.us) with 
concerns regarding archaeology.



Ms. Elizabeth Hughes 
Page Two

Sincerely, 

Julie M. Schablitsky 
Assistant Division Chief
Environmental Planning Division 

Attachments

cc: Ms. Jeanette Mar, FHWA
Ms. Lisa B. Choplin, Project Manager, I-495 & I-270 P3 Office, MDOT SHA
Mr. Steve Archer, MDOT SHA-EPLD
Mr. Richard Ervin, MDOT SHA-EPLD
Mr. Matt Manning, MDOT SHA-EPLD
Dr. Julie Schablitsky, MDOT SHA-EPLD

 

Digitally signed by 
Steve Archer 
Adobe Acrobat 
version: 
2017.011.30140



 

 

Eligibility Table 
Attachment #1 (2 pages) 
Project Name: I-495 & I-270 MLS - Batch 7  May 7, 2019 
 

MIHP Resource Name Type SHA NR 
Det. 

SHPO 
Opinion 

Attach. Remarks 

M: 26-83 Montgomery County Fleet Management S X Req. 6/2019 2 DOE 

M: 31-77 Forest Glen Tract (West Section) HD X Req. 6/2019 2 DOE 

M: 31-78 Rock Creek Hills Section 2 HD X Req. 6/2019 2 DOE 

M: 31-79 Thomas W. Riley Estate Subdivision HD X Req. 6/2019 2 DOE 

M: 32-34 Indian Spring Club Estates and Indian Spring Country Club HD NR Req. 6/2019 2 DOE 

M: 35-205 Parkview HD X Req. 6/2019 2 DOE 

M: 35-206 Park View Estates HD X Req. 6/2019 2 DOE 

M: 35-207 Rolling Hills HD X Req. 6/2019 2 DOE 

M: 35-208 Spring Hill HD X Req. 6/2019 2 DOE 

PG:61-43 Powder Mill Estates HD X Req. 6/2019 2 DOE 

PG:61-85 Powder Mill Village HD X Req. 6/2019 2 DOE 

PG:65-56 White Oak Manor HD X Req. 6/2019 2 DOE 

PG:69-69 Carrollan Manor Apartments HD X Req. 6/2019 2 DOE 

PG:70-104 Addition to Lanham Acres HD X Req. 6/2019 2 DOE 

PG:70-105 Lanham Acres HD X Req. 6/2019 2 DOE 

M: 37-37/ 

PG:65-57 
The Chateau S X Req. 6/2019 2 DOE 

- 4705 Edgewood Road S X Req. 6/2019 2 Short 

- 4933 Whitfield Chapel Road S X Req. 6/2019 2 Short 

- 6010 Princess Garden Parkway S X Req. 6/2019 2 Short 

- 7101 Greenbelt Road S X Req. 6/2019 2 Short 

- 9116-9120 Levelle Drive S X Req. 6/2019 2 Short 

- 9808 47th Place S X Req. 6/2019 2 Short 

- 9907 51st Avenue S X Req. 6/2019 2 Short 

- Forestville Volunteer Fire Department S X Req. 6/2019 2 Short 

 
Codes: 

Resource Types:  S (Structure), A (Archeological Site), HD (Historic District), NHL (National Historic Landmark) 
NR Determination:  ND (Not Determined), X (Not Eligible), NR (Eligible), NRL (Listed), NHL (Landmark) 
SHPO Opinion: (B) designates opinion regarding boundary, Code following date signifies SHPO opinion 
Bold rows indicate review action requested 



 
 

MIHP Resource Name Type SHA NR 
Det. 

SHPO 
Opinion 

Attach. Remarks 

- Former Amoco Gas and Service Station (Suitland) S X Req. 6/2019 2 Short 

- Former Andrews Esso Gas and Service Station S X Req. 6/2019 2 Short 

- Former Holiday Inn (Suitland) S X Req. 6/2019 2 Short 

- Former Princess Garden Special Center S X Req. 6/2019 2 Short 

- Former Sheraton of Washington Northeast S X Req. 6/2019 2 Short 

- Indian Spring Terrace Park S X Req. 6/2019 2 Short 

- K-Mart Plaza (Landover Crossing) S X Req. 6/2019 2 Short 

- Marlo Furniture Warehouse and Showroom (Forestville) S X Req. 6/2019 2 Short 

- Maryland State Police Barrack L Forestville S X Req. 6/2019 2 Short 

- McDonald’s (Suitland) S X Req. 6/2019 2 Short 

- Sheehy Ford of Marlow Heights S X Req. 6/2019 2 Short 

- Strip Center, 4767-4773 Allentown Road S X Req. 6/2019 2 Short 

- Texaco-Shell Gas and Former Service Station (Suitland) S X Req. 6/2019 2 Short 

 
Codes: 

Resource Types:  S (Structure), A (Archeological Site), HD (Historic District), NHL (National Historic Landmark) 
NR Determination:  ND (Not Determined), X (Not Eligible), NR (Eligible), NRL (Listed), NHL (Landmark) 
SHPO Opinion: (B) designates opinion regarding boundary, Code following date signifies SHPO opinion 
Bold rows indicate review action requested 

































On Jun 18, 2019, at 3:38 PM, Beth Cole - MHT <beth.cole@maryland.gov> wrote: 

Mike, 

 

Thank you for your recent letter providing NPS's views regarding the National Register eligibility of 

Greenbelt Park.  Attached please find the MD SHPO's concurrence with NPS's findings that Greenbelt 

Park is potentially eligible for the NRHP under Criteria A and C.  We have assigned inventory number 

PG:67-69 to Greenbelt Park and it will now be added to our GIS and inventory records.  For purposes of 

Section 106, we will treat Greenbelt Park as an eligible historic property.  We look forward to further 

coordination with NPS in its further study and documentation of Greenbelt Park.  Let me know if you 

have questions or need further assistance.   

 

Have a good afternoon, 

 

Beth   

 

 

 

Beth Cole 

Administrator, Project Review and Compliance 

Maryland Historical Trust 
Maryland Department of Planning 
100 Community Place 

Crownsville, MD 21032 

beth.cole@maryland.gov / 410-697-9541 

MHT.Maryland.gov 

Please take our customer service survey 

Planning.Maryland.gov  /  Census.Maryland.gov 

   
 

 

 

On Wed, May 29, 2019 at 5:04 PM Commisso, Michael <michael_commisso@nps.gov> wrote: 

Good afternoon Beth, 
 

As we discussed, as part of the I-495 and I-270 Managed Lanes Study Section 106 Process, 
National Capital Parks-East (NACE), a unit of the National Park Service (NPS), is seeking your 
preliminary concurrence that Greenbelt Park is potentially eligible for listing on the National 
Register of Historic Places (see attachment). NACE recognizes that a Cultural Landscape 
Inventory will need to be prepared for the park in the near future in order to fulfill its Section 
110 obligations of the National Historic Preservation Act of 1966. 
 

Let me know if you have any questions or concerns. 
 

Mike 
-------------------------------------------------------------------------------------- 
Please note, I am out of the office on detail to National Capital Parks-East. For National Mall and 
Memorial Parks related issues, please contact Catherine Dewey at (202) 245-4711. Thank you. 
 



Michael Commisso 
Acting Chief of Resource Management 
National Capital Parks-East 
1900 Anacostia Drive SE 
Washington, DC 20020 
202.690.5160 office 
202.494.6905 cell 

 

Cultural Resources Program Manager 
National Mall and Memorial Parks 
National Park Service 
900 Ohio Drive, SW  
Washington, DC 20024 

<GreenbeltPark MDSHPO 06-18-19.pdf> 

 







 

 

Eligibility Table 

Attachment #1 (2 pages) 

Project Name: I-495 & I-270 MLS - Batch 8  June 7, 2019 

 

MIHP Resource Name Type SHA NR 

Det. 

SHPO 

Opinion 

Attach. Remarks 

M: 26-84 Julius West Junior High School (Julius West Middle School) S X Req. 7/2019 2 DOE 

M: 26-85 Washington National Pike Industrial Park, Block A HD X Req. 7/2019 2 DOE 

M: 29-78 Cabin John Regional Park HD X Req. 7/2019 2 DOE 

M: 29-79 Congressional Country Club HD NR Req. 7/2019 2 DOE 

M: 32-37 Argyle Local Park HD X Req. 7/2019 2 DOE 

M: 35-38 In the Woods S - NR 10/2000 2 Rev. DOE 

PG:66-38 Hollywood Addition HD X Req. 7/2019 2 Rev. DOE 

PG:66-41 Sunnyside and Sunnyside Knolls HD X Req. 7/2019 2 Rev. DOE 

PG:66-69 Hollywood HD X Req. 7/2019 2 Rev. DOE 

PG:66-82 Edgewood Knolls HD X Req. 7/2019 2 DOE 

PG:66-83 Sunnyside B HD X Req. 7/2019 2 DOE 

PG:67-70 Goddard Space Village HD X Req. 7/2019 2 DOE 

PG:67-71 Good Luck Estates HD X Req. 7/2019 2 DOE 

PG:67-72 Greenbriar Condominiums HD X Req. 7/2019 2 DOE 

PG:67-73 Hunting Ridge HD X Req. 7/2019 2 DOE 

PG:67-74 Schrom Hills HD X Req. 7/2019 2 DOE 

PG:69-70 Carrollan HD X Req. 7/2019 2 DOE 

PG:69-71 Princess Springs HD X Req. 7/2019 2 DOE 

PG:72-78 Washington Suburban Sanitary Commission (WSSC) Central Avenue Water 

Pumping Station 

S X Req. 7/2019 2 DOE 

PG:76A-61 Andrews Village HD X Req. 7/2019 2 DOE 

PG:76A-62 Forest Village Apartments HD X Req. 7/2019 2 DOE 

PG:76B-76 Allentowne Apartments HD X Req. 7/2019 2 DOE 

PG:76B-77 Andrews Manor HD X Req. 7/2019 2 DOE 

PG:76B-78 Andrews Manor Apartments HD X Req. 7/2019 2 DOE 

 

Codes: 

Resource Types:  S (Structure), A (Archeological Site), HD (Historic District), NHL (National Historic Landmark) 

NR Determination:  ND (Not Determined), X (Not Eligible), NR (Eligible), NRL (Listed), NHL (Landmark) 

SHPO Opinion: (B) designates opinion regarding boundary, Code following date signifies SHPO opinion 

Bold rows indicate review action requested 



 

 

MIHP Resource Name Type SHA NR 

Det. 

SHPO 

Opinion 

Attach. Remarks 

PG:76B-79 Andrews Manor Shopping Center HD X Req. 7/2019 2 DOE 

- 4305 Forestville Road S X Req. 7/2019 2 Short 

- 5401 Florist Place S X Req. 7/2019 2 Short 

- Chevy Chase Recreation Association S X Req. 7/2019 2 Short 

- Ephesians New Testament Church S X Req. 7/2019 2 Short 

- Herc Rentals S X Req. 7/2019 2 Short 

- Holy Cross Lutheran Church S X Req. 7/2019 2 Short 

- Joint Base Andrews Water Tower S X Req. 7/2019 2 Short 

- Kingdom Square S X Req. 7/2019 2 Short 

- Morris Park S X Req. 7/2019 2 Short 

- North Chevy Chase Local Park S X Req. 7/2019 2 Short 

- Peterbilt S X Req. 7/2019 2 Short 

- Ryder Truck Rental & Leasing S X Req. 7/2019 2 Short 

- U-Haul Moving & Storage of Landover S X Req. 7/2019 2 Short 

- Warehouse, 5000-5060 Beech Place S X Req. 7/2019 2 Short 

- Warehouses, 8901-8961 D’Arcy Road S X Req. 7/2019 2 Short 

- Whitfield Chapel Park S X Req. 7/2019 2 Short 

M: 20-15  Gaither-Howes House S X Req. 7/2019 2 Addendum 

M: 20-24  Mills House S X Req. 7/2019 2 Addendum 

M: 26-6 Poor Farm, Site and Cemetery S X Req. 7/2019 2 Addendum 

M: 36-36  Louis C. & Charlotte E. Dismer Property S X Req. 7/2019 2 Addendum 

PG:76A-25 L and R Lawnmower S X Req. 7/2019 2 Addendum 

PG:76A-26 Helen Knox House S X Req. 7/2019 2 Addendum 

PG:77-60 Hazard Storage (AAFB Building #1990) S X Req. 7/2019 2 Addendum 

 

Codes: 

Resource Types:  S (Structure), A (Archeological Site), HD (Historic District), NHL (National Historic Landmark) 

NR Determination:  ND (Not Determined), X (Not Eligible), NR (Eligible), NRL (Listed), NHL (Landmark) 

SHPO Opinion: (B) designates opinion regarding boundary, Code following date signifies SHPO opinion 

Bold rows indicate review action requested 











 

 

Eligibility Table 

Attachment #1 (2 pages) 

Project Name: I-495 & I-270 MLS - Batch 9  July 8, 2019 

 

MIHP Resource Name Type SHA NR 

Det. 

SHPO 

Opinion 

Attach. Remarks 

M: 26-86 Potomac Valley Nursing Home (Potomac Valley Nursing and Wellness Center) S X Req. 8/2019 2 DOE 

M: 29-80 Cabin John Stream Valley Park  HD X Req. 8/2019 2 DOE 

M: 29-81 Montgomery Country Club (Bethesda Country Club) HD X Req. 8/2019 2 DOE 

M: 33-36 Hillandale Swim and Tennis Association S X Req. 8/2019 2 DOE 

M: 33-37 Xaverian College (National Labor College) HD X Req. 8/2019 2 DOE 

M: 35-162 Philip F. Gormley House/Gagarin Property S NR Req. 8/2019 2 DOE 

M: 35-209 Old Georgetown Club S X Req. 8/2019 2 DOE 

PG:61-86 Powder Mill Elementary School (Frances Fuchs Early Childhood Center) S X Req. 8/2019 2 DOE 

PG:72-26 

PG:73-26 

Glenarden Historic District HD NR Req. 8/2019 2 Rev. DOE 

PG:72-79 Centennial Village HD X Req. 8/2019 2 DOE 

PG:72-80 Hanson-Beltway Industrial Center HD X Req. 8/2019 2 DOE 

PG:73-36 Carsondale HD NR Req. 8/2019 2 DOE 

PG:73-37 Cranmore Knolls HD X Req. 8/2019 2 DOE 

PG:73-38 Rambling Hills HD X Req. 8/2019 2 DOE 

PG:75A-78 USPS Southern Maryland Processing and Distribution Center HD X Req. 8/2019 2 DOE 

PG:75A-79 Badini’s Addition to Ole Longfield HD X Req. 8/2019 2 DOE 

PG:76A-63 Andrews Park HD X Req. 8/2019 2 DOE 

PG:76A-64 Silver Valley HD X Req. 8/2019 2 DOE 

PG:76B-80 Old Branch Avenue Houses HD X Req. 8/2019 2 DOE 

PG:76B-81 Princeton HD X Req. 8/2019 2 DOE 

PG:76B-82 Temple Terrace HD X Req. 8/2019 2 DOE 

PG:76B-83 Woodlane HD X Req. 8/2019 2 DOE 

PG:76B-84 Yorkshire Village HD X Req. 8/2019 2 DOE 

Codes: 

Resource Types:  S (Structure), A (Archeological Site), HD (Historic District), NHL (National Historic Landmark) 

NR Determination:  ND (Not Determined), X (Not Eligible), NR (Eligible), NRL (Listed), NHL (Landmark) 

SHPO Opinion: (B) designates opinion regarding boundary, Code following date signifies SHPO opinion 

Bold rows indicate review action requested 

 

 



 

MIHP Resource Name Type SHA NR 

Det. 

SHPO 

Opinion 

Attach. Remarks 

 3220 Park View Road S X Req. 8/2019 2 Short 

 3231 Park View Road S X Req. 8/2019 2 Short 

 3724 Brightseat Road S X Req. 8/2019 2 Short 

 3900 Penn Belt Place S X Req. 8/2019 2 Short 

 4704 Medley Drive S X Req. 8/2019 2 Short 

 5612 Lanham Station Road S X Req. 8/2019 2 Short 

 8803 Ardwick Ardmore Road S X Req. 8/2019 2 Short 

 8808 Spring Avenue S X Req. 8/2019 2 Short 

 8819 Saunders Lane S X Req. 8/2019 2 Short 

 8820 Saunders Lane S X Req. 8/2019 2 Short 

 8904 Ardmore Road S X Req. 8/2019 2 Short 

 9017 Spring Hill Lane S X Req. 8/2019 2 Short 

 10020 Riggs Road S X Req. 8/2019 2 Short 

 The Classics S X Req. 8/2019 2 Short 

 Ebenezer United Methodist Church S X Req. 8/2019 2 Short 

 Episcopal Church of the Nativity S X Req. 8/2019 2 Short 

 Landover Center S X Req. 8/2019 2 Short 

 Lanham Sports Park S X Req. 8/2019 2 Short 

 McDonald Field S X Req. 8/2019 2 Short 

 Malcolm King Park S X Req. 8/2019 2 Short 

 Silver Cab of P.G. & Taxi Taxi Dispatch Center S X Req. 8/2019 2 Short 

 Snapbox Self-Storage S X Req. 8/2019 2 Short 

 Waste Management - Temple Hills S X Req. 8/2019 2 Short 

M: 29-59 Carderock Springs Historic District HD - 11/2008 

NRL 

2 Addendum 

M: 31-7 Capitol View Park Historic District  HD - 4/2001 NR 2 Addendum 

PG:76A-33 Warren Ammann House HD ND Req. 8/2019 2 Addendum 

M: 30-40 Marriott International Corporate Headquarters S ND Req. 8/2019 2 MIHP 

Codes: 

Resource Types:  S (Structure), A (Archeological Site), HD (Historic District), NHL (National Historic Landmark) 

NR Determination:  ND (Not Determined), X (Not Eligible), NR (Eligible), NRL (Listed), NHL (Landmark) 

SHPO Opinion: (B) designates opinion regarding boundary, Code following date signifies SHPO opinion 

Bold rows indicate review action requested 













 

 

Eligibility Table 
Attachment #2 (2 pages) 
Project Name: I-495 & I-270 MLS - Batch 10  November 26, 2019 
 

MIHP Resource Name Type SHA NR 
Det. 

SHPO 
Opinion 

Attach. Remarks 

M: 21-285 The Willows HD X Req. 12/2019 3 DOE 

M: 26-87 Fallsmead HD X Req. 12/2019 3 DOE 

M: 30-55 Martin Marietta Corporation Headquarters S X Req. 12/2019 3 DOE 

M: 31-80 Forest Grove Elementary School S X Req. 12/2019 3 DOE 

M: 32-38 Indian Spring Park HD X Req. 12/2019 3 DOE 

M: 35-210 Wyngate HD X Req. 12/2019 3 DOE 

M: 36-97 The Valley HD X Req. 12/2019 3 DOE 

M: 36-98 Woodside Forest HD X Req. 12/2019 3 DOE 

M: 36-99 Technical Service Park S X Req. 12/2019 3 DOE 

M: 37-15 Oakview (Batch 6 Addendum Revised to DOE) HD X Req. 12/2019 3 DOE 

PG:67-75 Lakecrest HD X Req. 12/2019 3 DOE 

PG:70-95 Capitol Car Distributors S NR Req. 12/2019 3 DOE 

PG:73-39 Spring Dale HD X Req. 12/2019 3 DOE 

PG:76B-85 Abbott Forest HD X Req. 12/2019 3 DOE 

PG:76B-86 Glenn-Hills HD X Req. 12/2019 3 DOE 

PG:76B-87 Manchester Estates HD X Req. 12/2019 3 DOE 

PG:78-39 Little Washington HD NR Req. 12/2019 3 DOE 

 223 University Boulevard S X Req. 12/2019 3 Short 

 1509 Forest Glen Road S X Req. 12/2019 3 Short 

 2410-26 Linden Lane S X Req. 12/2019 3 Short 

 5502 Old Branch Avenue S X Req. 12/2019 3 Short 

 6001 Auth Road S X Req. 12/2019 3 Short 

 6302 Princess Garden Parkway S X Req. 12/2019 3 Short 

 6314 Princess Garden Parkway S X Req. 12/2019 3 Short 

 6712 McKeldin Drive S X Req. 12/2019 3 Short 

 7100 Heatherhill Road S X Req. 12/2019 3 Short 

 7104 Heatherhill Road S X Req. 12/2019 3 Short 

Codes: 
Resource Types:  S (Structure), A (Archaeological Site), HD (Historic District), NHL (National Historic Landmark) 
NR Determination:  ND (Not Determined), X (Not Eligible), NR (Eligible), NRL (Listed), NHL (Landmark) 
SHPO Opinion: (B) designates opinion regarding boundary, Code following date signifies SHPO opinion 
Bold rows indicate review action requested 



 
MIHP Resource Name Type SHA NR 

Det. 
SHPO 

Opinion 
Attach. Remarks 

 7124 Greentree Road S X Req. 12/2019 3 Short 

 7601 Good Luck Road S X Req. 12/2019 3 Short 

 9001 Annapolis Road S X Req. 12/2019 3 Short 

 9001 Ardmore Road S X Req. 12/2019 3 Short 

 9011 Annapolis Road S X Req. 12/2019 3 Short 

 9075 Comprint Court S X Req. 12/2019 3 Short 

 Douglass E. Patterson Park S X Req. 12/2019 3 Short 

 Episcopal Church of Our Saviour S X Req. 12/2019 3 Short 

 Forestville Asphalt S X Req. 12/2019 3 Short 

 Grace Presbyterian Church S X Req. 12/2019 3 Short 

 James E. Duckworth School S X Req. 12/2019 3 Short 

 Knights of Columbus Prince George’s Council S X Req. 12/2019 3 Short 

 Morningside Shell Service Station S X Req. 12/2019 3 Short 

 Museum Warehouse, Building 178, Forest Glen Annex S X Req. 12/2019 3 Short 

 Shell Gas and Service Station (Gaithersburg) S X Req. 12/2019 3 Short 

 Shell Gas and Service Station (Rockville) S X Req. 12/2019 3 Short 

 Shell Service Station and Strip Center S X Req. 12/2019 3 Short 

 Sheraton Potomac Inn S X Req. 12/2019 3 Short 

 Steuart Ford S X Req. 12/2019 3 Short 

M: 29-59 Carderock Springs Historic District (8124 Stone Trail Drive) HD - 11/2008 NRL 3 Addendum 

       

       

       

       

       

       

       

Codes: 
Resource Types:  S (Structure), A (Archaeological Site), HD (Historic District), NHL (National Historic Landmark) 
NR Determination:  ND (Not Determined), X (Not Eligible), NR (Eligible), NRL (Listed), NHL (Landmark) 
SHPO Opinion: (B) designates opinion regarding boundary, Code following date signifies SHPO opinion 
Bold rows indicate review action requested 
 

























 

 

 

 

 

Tribes 

  



 
May 10, 2018 
 
 
Good afternoon, 

 

The Maryland Department of Transportation State Highway Administration (MDOT SHA) proposes 

improvements to I-495 (the Capital Beltway) and I-270 (Washington National Pike) in Montgomery and 

Prince George’s Counties, Maryland, and Fairfax County, Virginia.  The I-495 and I-270 Managed Lane 

Study (MLS) would add two lanes in each direction to both highways, and the study is being done as a 

Public-Private Partnership (P3). 

 

On behalf of the Federal Highway Administration, we invite you to participate in consultation with 

MDOT SHA under Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act.  A preliminary evaluation of the 

project corridor concluded that the project may impact significant historic properties, including 

archaeological sites and historic standing structures.  Phase I archaeology is planned for the summer of 

2018.  The evaluation indicates that Phase II evaluation may be required for at least one prehistoric site 

along Paint Branch, a tributary of the Anacostia and Potomac Rivers, and for the Montgomery County 

Poor Farm and Cemetery near Rockville, MD, if they are impacted by the project.   

 

Attached is our Section 106 Initiation Letter to the MD State Historic Preservation Officer (MD SHPO), 

along with the MDOT SHA Tribal Notification Form.  We welcome any comments you may have, look 

forward to further consultation if you are interested. 

 

Please feel free to contact me if you have questions about the project or the current status of planned 

field investigations. 

 

Best Regards, 

Rick 
 

Richard Ervin 

MDOT State Highway Administration 

Senior Archaeologist  
Cultural Resources Section 
Environmental Planning Division 
707 North Calvert Street, Mail Stop C-LL4 

Baltimore, MD  21202 
Telephone: (410) 545-2878 
Rervin@sha.state.md.us  

 

 

  





From: Kimberly Penrod <kpenrod@delawarenation.com>  

Sent: Thursday, May 31, 2018 11:12 AM 

To: Richard Ervin <RErvin@sha.state.md.us> 

Subject: RE: MDOT SHA I-495 and I-270 Managed Lane Study (MLS) Public-Private Partnership (P3) 

 

Richard, 

The protection of our tribal cultural resources and tribal trust resources will take all of us 

working together.  

We look forward to working with you and your agency. 

With the information you have submitted we can concur at present with this proposed plan. 

Our main concerns at the Delaware Nation on these types of projects are as follows: 

1. Keeping a 50-100 ft (at least) area of protection around known sites.  

2. Maintaining the buffer area and not allowing heavy equipment to impact these areas. 

Compression is an issue of concern for us. Be mindful of material staging/storage areas.  

3. Protection of indigenous plants and/or re-introduction of the indigenous plants to the area 

is important to the Delaware Nation. Many of these are considered Traditional Cultural 

Properties for our people.  

4. And if something is found, halting all work, contacting us within 48 hours and when 

work resumes discussion of a monitor if needed.  

 

As with any new project, we never know what may come to light until work begins. 

The Delaware Nation asks that you keep us up to date on the progress of this project and  

if any discoveries arise please contact us immediately. 

 

Our department is trying to go as paper free as possible. If it is at all feasible for your office to 

send email correspondence we would greatly appreciate. 

 

If you need anything additional from me please do not hesitate to contact me.  
 

Respectfully,  
 
Kim Penrod 
Delaware Nation 
Director, Cultural Resources/106 
Archives, Library and Museum 
31064 State Highway 281 
PO Box 825 
Anadarko, OK 73005 
(405)-247-2448 Ext. 1403 Office 
(405)-924-9485  Cell 
kpenrod@delawarenation.com 
 
Unless someone like you cares a whole awful lot, nothing is going to get 
better. It’s not.  ~Dr. Seuss 





From: Jesse Bergevin <jbergevin@oneida-nation.org>  

Sent: Thursday, May 31, 2018 12:36 PM 

To: Richard Ervin <RErvin@sha.state.md.us> 

Subject: RE: MDOT SHA I-495 and I-270 Managed Lane Study (MLS) Public-Private Partnership (P3) 

 

Dear Mr. Ervin, 

 

On May 10, 2018, Oneida Indian Nation (the “ Nation”) received and email and documentation from the 

Maryland Department of Transportation, State Highway Administration (MDOT), regarding the propose 

1-495 and 1-270 Improvements project (the “Project”) in Montgomery and Prince George’s Counties, 

Maryland.  The Nation asks to be apprised of the results of the archaeological studies for the Project. 

 

Please let me know if there are any questions. 

 

Thank you, 

 
Jesse Bergevin | Historic Resources Specialist 

Oneida Indian Nation | 2037 Dream Catcher Plaza, Oneida, NY 13421-0662 

jbergevin@oneida-nation.org | www.oneidaindiannation.com 

315.829.8463 Office | 315.829.8473 Fax 

































 

 

 

 

 

Additional Consulting Parties 





















From: Sarah Rogers <director@heritagemontgomery.org>  

Sent: Monday, September 24, 2018 3:21 PM 

To: Steve Archer <SArcher@sha.state.md.us> 

Subject: Re: MDOT SHA I-495/I-270 Managed Lanes Study Section 106 Update 

 

Replying to MDOT SHA Managed lanes study – keep us on the list. 

Sarah L. Rogers 

Heritage Montgomery 

 

  



From: David, Gail <Gail.David@montgomerycountymd.gov>  

Sent: Wednesday, November 7, 2018 2:31 PM 

To: Steve Archer <SArcher@sha.state.md.us> 

Cc: Jeanette Mar, FHWA <jeanette.mar@dot.gov>; David Clarke, FHWA <david.clarke@dot.gov>; Caryn 

Brookman <CBrookman@sha.state.md.us>; Beth Cole, MHT <beth.cole@maryland.gov>; Tim 

Tamburrino, MHT <tim.tamburrino@maryland.gov> 

Subject: Re: I 495/I-270 Managed Lanes Study Agenda and online/call-in information for Section 106 

Consulting Party Meeting Tuesday, November 13 

 

Hi Steve, 

I apologize but I will not be able to attend this meeting.  Please continue to keep me on the 

emails.  Thank you! 

 

Gail David 

Deputy Warden, Operations 

Department of Correction and Rehabilitation 

22880 Whelan Ln. 

Boyds, Maryland 20841 

240-773- 9928 (MCCF) 

240-773-9975 (fax #) 

240-777-9817 (MCDC) 

 

gail.david@montgomerycountymd.gov 

  



From: Jim Wasilak <jwasilak@rockvillemd.gov>  

Sent: Monday, November 19, 2018 4:50 PM 

To: Steve Archer <SArcher@sha.state.md.us> 

Cc: Sheila Bashiri <sbashiri@rockvillemd.gov>; Ricky Barker <rbarker@rockvillemd.gov> 

Subject: RE: I-495/I-270 MLS Section 106 Consultation: documents available and November 13 

Consulting Party Meeting 

 

Steve: The City of Rockville does not have comments on the Gap Analysis or Suburbanization Context 

Addendum at this time. However, the City does want to continue as a consulting party, so please keep 

Sheila Bashiri and myself on your list. I have let Matt Manning know that the City has development files 

on many of the properties listed in the Newly Identified Buildings and Districts chart within Rockville, 

and we will be forwarding that info to him over the coming weeks.  

 

Thanks, Jim 

------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------ 

R. James Wasilak, AICP 

Chief of Zoning 

Department of Community Planning and Development Services 

City of Rockville 

111 Maryland Avenue 

Rockville, Maryland  20850 

240-314-8211 (direct) 

240-314-8200 (CPDS main) 

jwasilak@rockvillemd.gov 
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November 19, 2018 

Steve Archer 
Cultural Resources Team Leader 
Environmental Planning  
MDOT State Highways Administration 
707 North Calvert Street  
Baltimore, MD  21202  

RE: I-495/I- 270 Managed Lanes Study, Section 106 Comments 

Dear Mr.  Archer: 

Thank you for providing the opportunity to review and comment on the latest Section 106 review 
materials as part of the I-495/I-270 Managed Lanes Study. These comments reflect the comprehensive 

comments from the Cultural Resources Sections of the M-NCPPC Montgomery County Parks and 

Planning Departments.  

Gap Analysis 

The Gap Analysis and Suburban Context Addendum documents add significantly to the original context 
for this project and will be a useful tool in assessing the architectural and planning aspects of the sites that 
may be affected by the proposed project.  While clearly a great deal of effort went into researching and 
writing it, we nonetheless find that it lacks certain crucial information, and the consultant did not tap 
certain sources, and local context is underrepresented, both in the sections on the built environment and 
archaeology.  The Gap Analysis and Addendum lack substantive information on the social and cultural 
aspects of the potentially affected neighborhoods (Criterion A).   While providing a thorough study of the 
transportation and mainstream developer-generated housing, the analysis to date also omits a discussion 
of those who lived in Montgomery County outside of majority-white neighborhoods. For instance, were 
any of the possibly affected neighborhoods associated with Montgomery County’s African American 
history, or the history of the large influx of Asian and Latino communities into the County?  Around 40% 
of Montgomery County’s population was enslaved in the first half of the 19th century. After the Civil 
War, freedmen and women settled across Montgomery County, many in areas that are in proximity to the 
proposed project.  These settlements were regularly omitted from the historical documents most 
commonly used by researchers and alternative methods for their identification are often required.  
Similarly, were any of the communities studied Jewish or representative of other excluded groups as a 
result of being shut out of communities due to restrictive covenants?  These important historical aspects 
are not taken into consideration in the document or as part of the survey strategy.   

Archaeological Context 

There are four known or potential cemetery locations within the APE for the project: Gibson Grove AME 
Church Cemetery; Ball Family Cemetery; St. John the Evangelist Catholic Church Cemetery (Forest Glen 
Cemetery); and The Poor Farm site and cemetery (18MO266). The Gap analysis lacks the Ball Family 
burial ground, which included at least two interments dating to 1855 and 1862. The stones were removed 
from the vicinity of I-270 and Montrose Road in the 1950s prior to the construction of the interstate 

MONTGOMERY  COUNTY  PLANNING  DEPARTMENT
THE MARYLAND-NATIONAL CAPITAL PARK AND PLANNING COMMISSION 
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highway. The stones survive and are stored nearby. Montgomery County Cemetery Inventory files 
contain leads regarding the original burial site location within the project APE.  

The St. John the Evangelist Cemetery is referenced in the gap analysis indirectly as part of the Forest 
Glen historic district. The discussion in the gap analysis makes no mention of the cemetery, but focuses 
exclusively on late 19th-century suburban development. The cemetery comprises nearly half the physical 
area of the district, and the first interment (the mother of John Carroll, first catholic bishop in the United 
States) dates to 1796. There are several notable early 19th-century headstones made of Seneca Sandstone, 
the same striking red stone used to build the church. The cemetery boundary is very close to, and possibly 
within the corridor boundary. Approximately half the cemetery, including the original location of the 
1770s church, are within the architecture APE. 

Generally, the archaeological context appears to be largely derived from research conducted in 
environmental settings of the Coastal Plain, with little focus on the Piedmont, which comprises most of 
Montgomery County. This context should be corrected. 

Requested Next Steps 

We welcome the offer of MDOT/SHA to have locality/consulting party specific meetings. Montgomery 
County would like to host such a meeting, and would work with SHA to invite County-specific 
stakeholders to the discussion. At this meeting we could work with MDOT/SHA to introduce the team 
and consultants to our extensive research files.  This would also be an ideal opportunity to provide 
information from the Montgomery County Cemetery Inventory so that the potential effect to cemetery 
sites within the APE are adequately considered.  

We also request that as Determination of Eligibility forms (DOEs) are sent to MHT for review, that these 
forms be concurrently transmitted to M-NCPPC (both Montgomery Planning and Montgomery Parks) so 
that we may also review and provide comments. Handling the property-specific reviews in smaller 
batches will enable us to provide feedback and analysis on a rolling basis, instead of having to review the 
entire set of DOEs at once near the end of the documentation phase of the project.  

We also request that future Consulting Parties meetings provide initial assessments and analysis of 
impacts to Cultural Resources under 4F and NEPA. Some resources may have more stringent protection 
requirements under 4F and it would be helpful to understand and review any analysis that may have 
informed decisions on choosing a Preferred Alternative at the next and at all future meetings.  

We would also like to thank the MDOT/SHA project team for providing the requested archaeological 
survey information and GIS maps after the last Consulting Parties meeting on November 13th. Given that 
it is standard practice to allow 30-days of review of new information, M-NCPPC requests until COB 
Friday, December 14, 2018 to fully review this extensive material, including the archaeological survey 
areas that we have just received digitally. This is a large, complex project and, as such, requires adequate 
time to evaluate from the outset the framework for identifying and evaluating potential historic properties, 
as required under Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act. We also look forward to 
reviewing the final reports for the Phase I archaeological assessments currently underway. 

Thank you again for the opportunity to comment. If you have any questions or need to discuss this matter, 
please feel free to contact us at 301-563-3404; Rebeccah.Ballo@montgomeryplanning.org, or 301-563-
3414; Joey.Lampl@montgomeryparks.org.  

Sincerely, 

mailto:Rebeccah.Ballo@montgomeryplanning.org
mailto:Joey.Lampl@montgomeryparks.org




Post Office Box 4661 
Rockville, MD 20849-4661 

 Web: www.montgomerypreservation.org 
Email:  mpi@montgomerypreservation.org 

 

 Montgomery Preservation Inc. 
Promoting the Preservation, Protection and Enjoyment of Montgomery County's Rich Architectural Heritage and Historic Landscapes 

 
November 19, 2018 

 
Steve Archer, Cultural Resources Team Leader 
Environmental Planning Division, State Highway Administration 
Via email  

Re: Section 106, 495/270 Managed Lanes Study 
Dear Steve, 
 

I write on behalf of Montgomery Preservation Inc. (MPI) to offer general comments about the 
referenced project.  We are impressed by the scope of the study and its identification of 
resources, districts, and parks from which to pare down historic places that may be affected.   
Please know that MPI has a strong interest in this wide-ranging project, and we pledge to work 
with all parties to facilitate the process.   

 
Of the 160 Montgomery County properties identified in all of the categories, many fall into the 

suburbanization context.  We are pleased that the date was extended to 1978, as important 
planned communities are now included along with individually notable structures.  Others pre-
date this late 19th to mid-20th century era.  Some are listed in the National Register and/or 
designated locally by Montgomery County or a municipality such as Rockville.   

 
MPI is just completing its Montgomery County Cemetery Inventory Revisited project which, 

as it updated efforts from a decade ago, utilized advanced technology and additional data to 
better document 323 known burial sites throughout the County.  Four sites (Ball Cemetery ID# 
279, Gibson Grove #105, MoCo Poor Farm #196, and St. John the Evangelist #131) are 
appropriately identified in your study. 

 
If the APE is enlarged at any point in this process, and you want to broaden the study to 

include farther north sites such as Comsat or Moneysworth farm (both in Clarksburg) and other 
burial sites (such as Scotland in Rockville), we will help to provide additional information. 

 
Lastly, MPI encourages you to meet in the near future with Montgomery County Historic 

Preservation and Parks staff, and include MPI, to more specifically discuss our County 
resources and to coordinate efforts.  There is no doubt that this highway project will have major 
effects on Montgomery County. 
 

  
Sincerely yours,  

  
          /s/ 
 

Eileen McGuckian, president 
Montgomery Preservation Inc.   
Consulting Party 

mailto:mpi@montgomerypreservation.org


NPS Comments (November 19, 2018) 

• General: The Gap Analysis only focuses on Maryland and does not look at Virginia, as it 

states: "Section 106 requirements for both archaeology and historic architecture in 

Virginia for this project are being addressed separately by the Virginia Department of 

Transportation for their ongoing project to extend the American Legion Memorial Bridge 

High Occupancy Toll (HOT) Lanes to the George Washington [Memorial] Parkway." 

Curious if this VDOT project covers the entirety of the MLS project area in Virginia. It 

would be helpful to see a graphic highlighting the two project areas to verify there will be 

complete coverage of the MLS project area within Virginia, as well as to ensure 

resources under the administration of the George Washington Memorial Parkway are 

properly identified (e.g., archeological sites). 

• General: The Gap Analysis does not discuss underwater archeology or the potential for 

submerged cultural resources to exist within the project area. Given that a portion of the 

project area crosses the Potomac River at the American Legion Bridge, the potential for 

such resources to exist must be assessed. This includes expanding the historic context to 

include early maritime activities that took place within and adjacent to the project area 

and examine the potential for submerged cultural resources to be present. 

• Section 1.1.1, p. 3: Please use the full, official name of the 'George Washington 

Memorial Parkway' in this report and subsequent project documentation (as opposed to 

the colloquial 'GW Parkway') - GLOBAL. 

• Section 2.1 Background Research: There are other documentary sources related to CHOH 

that would be of use for a desktop survey of archaeological resources including Berger's 

9-year study of the canal (Fiedel et al 2005). I realize that the survey did not include 

property within the MLS study area, but would provide a broader context. (Also applies 

to 4 Regional History). 

• Section 2.3.2 Criteria for Archaeological Potential-- How are they determining "previous 

disturbance" in determining if an area has archaeological potential? 

• Section 2.4.1 Previously Identified Historic Resources-- Text only references state data. 

Should include Federal (NPS) data from the parks. 

• Section 4.1.1, p. 17. Recommend correcting the date in the section header from '1100 BC' 

to '11,000 BC.' 

 

• Section 5.1.1 Previous Archaeological Surveys-- More survey needs to be done on the 

CHOH. Yes, agree. Fieldwork should be planned for the fall or winter when ground 

visibility is best. Nearby archaeological surveys have been unable to identify previously 

recorded sites due to vegetation (e.g. Kavanaugh 1981). Why did NPS deny survey 

applications for Diamanti et al. 2008? The reason should be stated. 

• Section 5.1.2.B, p. 47. Recommend removing the underscore from the first paragraph. 

• Section 6.2.1, p. 55. The text in the 'Significance' section for the Suitland Parkway 

appears gray, whereas the other text is black. Recommend correcting. 

• Section 7.5.2, p. 104. There appears to be a random page break in the middle of the page. 

• Section 7.6. I realize that the C&O Canal locks are mentioned several times and they 

appear in figures (e.g. Figure 19), but nowhere is there specific mention of Locks 12, 13, 

and 14, which are are directly under the ALB and within the APE and project corridor. 

• Section 7.6. Good, yes, survey is recommended at CHOH. 

• Section 8.1, p. 112. In the second paragraph, numbers less than ten are provided 

numerically and are also spelled out. 



NPS Comments (November 19, 2018) 

• Section 9.2. List the National Park units as well. In addition, C&O Canal is a historic 

district (NR listed) 

• Appendix D, Map 2. Survey area S-12 partially overlaps with site 18MO22 (Potter site), 

so it would therefore be beneficial for the survey team to do limited fieldwork at the site 

to determine if any portion of it remains undisturbed, especially since they will already be 

in the area (see Section 7.4, p. 93 for details/recommendations). 

• Page 51. Location: Change to "Cumberland, MD." 

• Page 51, Period of Significance: The 2015 update to the C&O Canal NHP Historic 

District National Register nomination included an extended period of significance. 

Prehistoric and historic resources begins and continues the period from 9000 BCE 

through the original 1828 to 1924 period of significance (when the canal was built and 

operated). After the canal ceased commercial operation in 1924, a noncontiguous period 

of significance takes in the New Deal-era years of 1938 to 1942 for the district’s 

association with Civilian Conservation Corps activity, and 1965 for the district’s 

association with the NPS Mission 66 program. 

• Page 51, NRHP: In 2015, the C&O Canal NHP Historic District National Register 

nomination was updated and the boundary was increased. 















From: Smith, Kathryn
To: Steve Archer
Subject: Re: [EXTERNAL] I-495/I-270 MLS Section 106 Determination of Eligibility forms, Batch 4 Posted, comments

requested by Feb. 28, and additional info
Date: Tuesday, February 26, 2019 6:25:37 PM

Steve,

The following are comments for your consideration as you prepare the documentation on
historic properties within the APE:

First, I noticed that some of the DOE forms say they are just documenting earlier
determinations done by MHT -- saying they are not eligible in 2000.  Should these properties
be re-evaluated in 2019 since nearly 20 years has passed? (examples: PG:73-24;  PG:73-22;
PG:73-23).

Also, I am wondering if the roadway and its alignment itself has been evaluated for NR
eligibility?  Records show that the Olmsted firm worked on the Beltway project, at least in the
area where it crosses Rock Creek Park in Montgomery County (near Connecticutt Ave.). 
Apparently the planners wanted it to be parkway-like in this segment and so they hired
Olmsted.  According to my colleague, there's a job- number and associated records in the
Olmsted records.  You can search the records
here: https://www.nps.gov/frla/olmstedarchives.htm#CP_JUMP_4037582 

Best,
Kathryn

Kathryn G. Smith
National Historic Landmarks & National Register Coordinator
National Capital Region, National Park Service

1100 Ohio Drive, SW
Washington, DC 20242
202.619.7180
202.401.0017 fax

kathryn_smith@nps.gov

NCR Website  https://www.nps.gov/RESSNCR

NHL Website http://www.nps.gov/nhl

Facebook National Historic Landmark Program - NPS  

Instagram NationalHistoricLandmarkNPS  #NationalHistoricLandmark #FindYourPark

On Thu, Feb 7, 2019 at 2:56 PM Steve Archer <SArcher@sha.state.md.us> wrote:

Greetings Consulting Parties,

 

mailto:kathryn_smith@nps.gov
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https://na01.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fwww.nps.gov%2Ffrla%2Folmstedarchives.htm%23CP_JUMP_4037582&data=02%7C01%7CSArcher%40sha.state.md.us%7Cfc2cfdc993df4cf321a208d69c41b51d%7Cb38cd27c57ca4597be2822df43dd47f1%7C0%7C0%7C636868203361608001&sdata=bppq4xzMdgA35Neiu9wfDebhJbGrbQVbQ0rwyJ7XNrY%3D&reserved=0
mailto:kathryn_smith@nps.gov
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https://na01.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Finstagram.com%2Fnationalhistoriclandmarknps&data=02%7C01%7CSArcher%40sha.state.md.us%7Cfc2cfdc993df4cf321a208d69c41b51d%7Cb38cd27c57ca4597be2822df43dd47f1%7C0%7C0%7C636868203361628019&sdata=KkgLuzPNXBt8NGDgCykrqE8cv%2FGw7%2FDdVU9PfHq1R6U%3D&reserved=0
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From: Eileen McGuckian <phileen3@verizon.net>  

Sent: Tuesday, March 26, 2019 3:35 PM 

To: Steve Archer <SArcher@sha.state.md.us> 

Subject: comments for I-495/I-270 MLS Section 106 Consultation: comments on Batch 5 

 

 
Hello Steve and all, 
 
Thank you for posting Batch 5 of the determination-of-eligibility (DOE) forms for this project.   
 
On behalf of Montgomery Preservation, I have a few comments. 
 
In batch 5, 11807 Dinwiddie Drive in Rockville is listed as the John Henry O'Neale house and is briefly 
mentioned in the DOE form for Montrose Woods M 30-48. 
However, although this individual property is in your batch list, there is no separate DOE form for it.   
Full disclosure:  This has been my home for 30+ years, and I did meet the surveyors when they visited 
one frosty day this winter, but have heard nothing further. 
I have conducted research on this house, which I describe as the O'Neale-Prichard-Cantelon/McGuckian 
house for its three owners 1865-present, and would be happy to provide it to you in an appropriate 
format. 
  
The other comment relates to the archaeological aspect of this consultation: 
Shouldn't the identified burial sites be included with each batch?   
Again, full disclosure:  Two grave markers from Ball Cemetery (ID#279 on the Montgomery County 
Cemetery Inventory) are on my property (address above).  They were moved from their original, nearby 
site by previous owner Ann Prichard in the late 1960s and are now safely indoors.   
Again, I have conducted research on this burial site, including oral histories of individuals who recall the 
cemetery.  And again, I would be happy to provide information to you in an appropriate format; best would 
be the Cemetery Inventory-Revisited survey form. 
 
Lastly, other burial sites within the APO should be identified in the DOE process:  Gibson Grove 
Cemetery ID#105, the Montgomery County Poor Farm Cemetery ID#196, and St. John the Evangelist 
Cemetery in Forest Glen ID#131.   
 
Please confirm that you have received this communication. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Eileen McGuckian, president 
Montgomery Preservation Inc. 
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March 28, 2019 
 
Steve Archer 
Cultural Resources Team Leader 
Environmental Planning  
MDOT State Highways Administration  
707 North Calvert Street  
Baltimore, MD  21202  
 
RE: I-495/I- 270 Managed Lanes Study, Section 106 Determination of Eligibility Forms, Batch 5 
Comments  
 
Dear Mr. Archer:     
 
Thank you for providing the opportunity to review and comment on the latest Section 106 Determination 
of Eligibility (DOE) forms as part of the I-495/I-270 Managed Lanes Study. Please see the below 
comment(s) on the following DOEs: 
 
1) Property Name: Holy Cross Hospital 

Address: 1500 Forest Glen Road, Silver Spring, 20910 
Batch: 5 
 
Holy Cross Hospital warrants a full DOE rather than a Short Form DOE for ineligible properties. 
The architecture firm of Faulkner, Kingsbury & Stenhouse, who specialized in modernist 
institutional buildings in the postwar era, designed the hospital. Architect Slocum Kingsbury, FAIA 
(1893-1987), graduated from Cornell University, served in World War I, and practiced architecture 
in New York City before moving to Washington, D.C. Kinsbury specialized in hospital design and 
the building received a Washington Board of Trade Award and AIA Potomac Valley Award in 
1964. 
 
While Holy Cross Hospital has had alterations/additions to the main building and though the 
determination may remain static, the complex should be re-evaluated within a full historic context. 
Please refer to the following book for more information: Clare Lise Kelly, Montgomery Modern 
(Silver Spring, MD: M-NCPPC, 2015). 

 
Thank you again for the opportunity to comment. If you have any questions or need to discuss this matter, 
please feel free to contact me at 301-563-3405 or John.Liebertz@montgomeryplanning.org.  
 
Sincerely,  

 
John Liebertz 
Historic Preservation Specialist, Montgomery County Planning 
 
cc:   Rebeccah Ballo, M-NCPPC, Planning HP Supervisor 

MONTGOMERY  COUNTY  PLANNING  DEPARTMENT 
THE MARYLAND-NATIONAL CAPITAL PARK AND PLANNING COMMISSION 
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Joey Lampl, M-NCPPC, Parks Cultural Resources Stewardship Manager 
 Julie Mueller, M-NCPPC, Parks Cultural Resources Stewardship Planner Coordinator 

Cassandra Michaud, M-NCPPC, Parks Cultural Resources Archaeologist 
Brian Crane, M-NCPPC, Planning Archaeologist 

 Jeannette Mar, FHWA 
 Tim Tamborino, MHT   
 Jason Shellenhammmer, RKK     
 Beth Cole, MHT 

Eileen McGuckian, President, Montgomery Preservation, Inc. 
Nancy Pickard, Executive Director, Peerless Rockville 



















From: Ballo, Rebeccah <rebeccah.ballo@montgomeryplanning.org>  

Sent: Wednesday, July 3, 2019 3:47 PM 

To: Steve Archer <SArcher@mdot.maryland.gov> 

Cc: Jeanette Mar, FHWA <jeanette.mar@dot.gov>; Beth Cole, MHT <beth.cole@maryland.gov>; Tim 

Tamburrino, MHT <tim.tamburrino@maryland.gov>; Caryn Brookman 

<CBrookman@mdot.maryland.gov>; Matt Manning <MManning@mdot.maryland.gov>; Lampl, Joey 

<joey.lampl@montgomeryparks.org>; Rubin, Carol <carol.rubin@montgomeryplanning.org>; Crane, 

Brian <Brian.Crane@montgomeryplanning.org>; Liebertz, John 

<John.Liebertz@montgomeryplanning.org> 

Subject: RE: I-495/I-270 MLS Section 106 DOE forms, Batch 8, Consulting Party Meeting reminder 6/17 

1pm 

 

Good afternoon Steve,  

 

The following are the compiled comments from Montgomery County Park & Planning on the Batch 8 

DOEs. We have also included preliminary comments on other items.  

 

• The Batch 8 Determinations of Eligibility included reference to Maryland Historical Trust Site M: 

26-6, The Poor Farm, site and Cemetery. The corresponding mapped location for this resource in 

the Maryland Historical Trust archaeological site files (Site 18MO33) and in the Montgomery 

County Burial Sites Inventory is on the opposite side of I 270, on the north side of Wootton 

Parkway nearly half a mile away from the location investigated for Batch 8. Archaeological 

investigations for the Managed Lanes project must include the location and surroundings of Site 

18MO33. 

 

• Montgomery Parks concurs that Cabin John Regional Park is not eligible for the National Register 

of Historic Places based on the current Determination of Eligibility (DOE) form. Montgomery 

Parks concurs that Argyle Local Park is not eligible for the National Register of Historic Places 

based on the current DOE form. Montgomery Parks concurs that North Chevy Chase Local Park is 

not eligible for the National Register of Historic Places based on the current DOE form. 

 

We do want to note that in the absence of any thorough archaeological information and technical 

reports, these concurring statements are premature and preclude us from making a truly informed 

decision on these DOEs or the project as a whole. Should archaeological features or sites be found in any 

of the above sites or in those released in previous batches, our response would change. 

 

We continue to await technical reports, an expanded Area of Potential Effect (APE) map for Alternative 

10, and the Determination of Effect (DOE) forms that would result. 

 

Our response to the items distributed for review at the June 17, 2019 Section 106 Consulting Parties 

meeting (e.g., the List of Adverse Effects, the Draft Programmatic Agreement) and to other big-picture 

questions or discussion items are predicated on receiving the forthcoming technical reports and above 

items and to be given the time and tools to appropriately review a significant amount of new 

information. In addition, we point out that SHA’s objection to supplying the M-NCPPC with GIS shape 

files for the project seriously undermines our ability to accurately correlate and respond to the impact of 

the project. 

 



We look forward in the future to putting forth a formal recommendation that seeks an evaluation of the 

M-NCPPC’s stream valley park system as a whole starting with formation and up to its mature years 

(before the M-NCPPC ventured into the establishment of regional parks). Montgomery County Parks and 

Planning recommend taking a holistic approach to determining the eligibility of the stream valley parks 

under Criterion A across both Montgomery and Prince George's Counties instead of reviewing the 

individual stream valley parks (or sections of the parks) as distinct entities. We believe that under 

Criterion A, there should be a way to take an integrated look at the regional and environmental planning 

import of this stream valley park system across the entirety of the M-NCPPC. Should we put forth this 

recommendation formally, and should it lead to a National Register Determination of Eligibility under 

Criterion A, the Department of Parks for both Montgomery and Prince George’s Counties will require a 

signed Programmatic Agreement among the M-NCPPC, NCPC, and MHT to allow the land-owning 

Agencies to be able to continue to operate the stream valley park system as we do now, for the benefit 

of the residents of both counties, and without any undue regulatory hardship. 

 

Lastly, at our June 17th meeting your team had offered to work with us to hold separate coordination 

meetings in addition to the larger CP meetings. We will work within our agency to identify some dates 

and communicate those with you soon. Thank you for the opportunity to comment.  

 

Sincerely, 

 

 
 

Rebeccah Ballo 

Historic Preservation Program Supervisor | Montgomery County Planning Department 

8787 Georgia Avenue | Silver Spring, Maryland 20910 

Tel:  301-563-3404; Email: Rebeccah.Ballo@montgomeryplanning.org 

 

 

 
 

Ms. Joey Lampl 

Cultural Resources Manager 

The Maryland-National Capital Park and Planning Commission 

9500 Brunett Avenue 

Silver Spring, MD  20901 

301-563-3414 



 

From: Lampl, Joey <joey.lampl@montgomeryparks.org>  

Sent: Thursday, August 1, 2019 4:18 PM 

To: Steve Archer <SArcher@mdot.maryland.gov> 

Cc: Ballo, Rebeccah <rebeccah.ballo@montgomeryplanning.org>; Mueller, Julie 

<julie.mueller@montgomeryparks.org>; Michaud, Cassandra 

<cassandra.michaud@montgomeryparks.org>; Rubin, Carol <carol.rubin@montgomeryplanning.org>; 

Harper, Matthew <Matthew.Harper@montgomeryparks.org>; Stephens, Douglas 

<Douglas.Stephens@montgomeryparks.org>; Cole, Jai <jai.cole@montgomeryparks.org> 

Subject: Batch 9 Comments ML Study M-NCPPC, Montgomery Parks 

 

Hello Steve, 

 

Here is the response from M-NCPPC, Montgomery Parks on Batch 9 of the Managed Lane Study: 

 

M-NCPPC, Montgomery Parks does not concur with the DOE finding that Cabin John SVP is ineligible for 

the National Register. Parks believes Cabin John SVP is eligible under Criterion A as a natural stream 

valley park within the broader park system that also includes Rock Creek Park and Sligo, which have 

been found eligible. All are part of the same cultural landscape system that M-NCPPC created to 

preserve the watersheds of the Anacostia and the Potomac. Even though Cabin John SVP was 

implemented later than Rock Creek or Sligo, its implementation in the early 1960s would simply mean 

that a period of significance might range from ca. 1929 to the early 1960s.  

 

As I have mentioned in the past, these comments do not include anything we might add on the impact 

to archaeological resources as we would need to review the full archaeological technical report. 

 

In addition, as you have asked for the identification of additional consulting parties, please remind me if 

the National Capital Planning Commission is a consulting party. As you know, many of the units in M-

NCPPC’s stream valley park system were purchased with Capper-Crampton funds that tie our history 

and ongoing park use to NCPC involvement. 

 

Sincerely, 

Joey 

 

Ms. Joey Lampl 

Cultural Resources Manager 

The Maryland-National Capital Park and Planning Commission 

9500 Brunett Avenue 

Silver Spring, MD  20901 

301-563-3414 

  



From: Stabler, Jennifer <Jennifer.Stabler@ppd.mncppc.org>  

Sent: Friday, August 2, 2019 2:40 PM 

To: Steve Archer <SArcher@mdot.maryland.gov> 

Subject: RE: I-495/I-270 MLS Section 106 DOE forms, Batch 9  

 

Hi Steve, 

The Prince George’s County Historic Preservation Section has reviewed the Batch 9 DOE forms and we 

concur with the eligibility evaluations recommendations provided. 

Please let me know if you have any questions or need any additional information. 

Thanks, 

 

Jennifer 

 

Jennifer Stabler, Ph.D. 
Archeology Planner Coordinator 
Historic Preservation Section 
The Maryland-National Capital Park & Planning Commission 
14741 Governor Oden Bowie Drive 
Upper Marlboro, MD 20772 
301-952-5595 (Voice) 
301-952-3799 (Fax) 
  



CARDEROCK SPRINGS 
National Register of Historic Places 

Lisa B. Choplin 
Maryland State Highway Administration 
707 North Calvert Street 
Baltimore, Maryland 21202-36-01 

October 9, 2019 

Subject: Carderock point-of-contact for the Section 106 process, Draft EIS 

Dear Mrs. Choplin, 

Thank you for your response of July 10, 2019 to our June 12, 2019 comment letter regarding the 
proposed Beltway widening project. There were some points raised in your letter that I wanted to 
respond to. 

Our historic community as well as the children that attend the Carderock Springs Elementary School 
face significant community integrity, quality of life and learning impacts from the Beltway 
expansion. As our comment letter stated, adding 2 lanes in each direction would reduce the distance 
between the lanes of the Beltway where vehicles will travel and school and residences, resulting in 
an increased noise and dangerous air pollution. This approach wouldn't be compatible with our 
designation as a National Historic District and with a learning environment for the children in our 
community and elementary school that includes students with autism. 

Given our National Historic Designation, our community looks forward to participating and 
providing its input during the Section 106 process. John Tiernan (jtier@verizon.net) will be 
representing Carderock in this process. Konstantin Gartvig (kgartvig@yahoo.com) and Elena 
Kazakova ( elenawiz@gmail.com) will be alternates. 

Our community is strongly interested in SHA' s evaluation of noise mitigation through sound barriers 
construction and how these can address our concerns on sound and air quality impacts. Once this 
analysis is completed, we would like to invite SHA representatives to come to our community to 
discuss the findings. 

Also, if public reviews of the Draft EIS are still planned for December 2019, our community would 
like to participate in the public hearings on the Draft EIS. Please alert us when these are to take a 
place so we can organize a community meeting to discuss these findings directly with our residents. 
We hope that our community concerns will be heard and addressed in the Draft EIS. 
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Lisa B. Choplin 
October 9, 2019 
Page 2 

Thank you for your attention to this matter. 

President, Carderock Springs Citizens Association 

cc: The Honorable Andrew Friedson, Councilmember, Montgomery County Council 
The Honorable Marc Korman, Maryland House of Delegates 
The Honorable Susan C. Lee, Senate of Maryland 
The Honorable Sara Love, Maryland House of Delegates 
Mr. Jack R. Smith, Superintendent, Montgomery County Public Schools 
Mr. Jeffrey T. Folden, P.E., DBIA, Deputy Director, I-495 and I-270 P3 Office, SHA 
Mr. Gregory Slater, Administrator, MDOT SHA 
John Tierman 
Konstantin Gmivig 
Elena Kazakova 

Carderock Springs Citizens' Association 
P.O. Box 237, Cabin John, MD 208 18-0237 

www. ca rde rocks p ring s .net 
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From: Josh Tulkin <josh.tulkin@mdsierra.org>  
Sent: Friday, October 25, 2019 5:37 PM 
To: Steve Archer <SArcher@mdot.maryland.gov> 
Subject: Response to request for consulting party status 
 
Oct 25, 2019 

 

To Steve Archer 

Cultural Resources Team Leader 

Maryland Department of Transportation State Highway Administration 

Environmental Planning Division 

707 North Calvert Street 
Baltimore, MD 21202 

Phone 410-545-8508 

sarcher@mdot.maryland.gov 

 

Re: Request for consulting party status on section 106 review of RCSVP Units #2,3 

 

Dear Mr. Archer, 
 

The Sierra Club is deeply concerned about proposed impact of the proposed expansion of 
highways 495 and 270 in Maryland, also known as the “Manager Lanes Project” and 

its potential effects on historic properties.  
 

We understand that consultation has been initiated under Section 106 of the National Historic 
Preservation Act (NHPA) for the Manager Lanes Project, and that compliance with Section 4(f) 
of the Department of Transportation Act will/may also be required. Sierra Club would like to 
participate actively in the review process, both as a “consulting party” under Section 106 of the 
NHPA, pursuant to 36 C.F.R. § 800.2(c)(5), and by receiving and commenting on any 
documents prepared pursuant to Section 4(f). 
 

Sierra Club’s membership mission is to enjoy, explore, and protect the planet. Our outdoor 
programs bring people to hikes and outings across the country, from local parks, to areas of 
environmental and cultural significance. The Sierra Club has routinely over the years sought to 
protect areas for both their natural resource values and their cultural values.  
 

For example, we recently supported national monument status for Stonewall Inn and the Ceasar 
Chavez homestead. We just commissioned a study of the history of the John Muir Trail and its 
construction. Links to our press releases on several of these issues is below. Locally Sierra 
Club was a vocal advocate for the creation of the Harriet Tubman Underground Railroad 
National Historic Park and Trail.   
 

Locally, Sierra Club has thousands of members who live around the proposed route, and our 
members utilize the Rock Creek Stream Valley Park and other local parks that would be 
impacted by the project.  We are concerned about the potential impact on Rock Creek Stream 
Valley Park for both its ecological resources and cultural value. The creation and preservation of 
Rock Creek Stream Valley park was a key factor in the establishment of new institutions, such 
as the Maryland-National Capital Parks and Planning Commission, the establishment of the 
park marks a critical milestone in the land preservation movement of the time. 
 

mailto:josh.tulkin@mdsierra.org
mailto:josh.tulkin@mdsierra.org
mailto:SArcher@mdot.maryland.gov
mailto:SArcher@mdot.maryland.gov
mailto:sarcher@mdot.maryland.gov
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Because of Sierra Club’s knowledge and concern about historic properties potentially affected 
by the project, we believe we can provide important information and a valuable perspective as a 
consulting party under Section 106 and in the review process under Section 4(f).  
 

Please include Sierra Club in your distribution list for public notices of any meetings, and for the 
circulation of documents for comment. 
 

We look forward to participating as the review and consultation process moves forward for the 
Manager Lanes process. 
 

Sincerely, 
Joshua Tulkin 

Maryland Chapter Director 

 

Links: 
• Statement  on creation of Stonewall National Monument 

https://content.sierraclub.org/press-releases/2016/06/sierra-club-praises-stonewall-
national-monument 

• Statement  on creation of Birmingham Civil Rights National 
Monuments:  https://www.sierraclub.org/press-releases/2017/09/sierra-club-applauds-
new-national-monuments-commitments-increase-diversity   

• Blog on Pullman Historic Site: https://blogs.sierraclub.org/layoftheland/2014/09/labor-
day-2014-preserving-labors-pullman-legacy.html#more 

• Statement on César E. Chávez National Monument.: 
https://blogs.sierraclub.org/layoftheland/2012/10/monument-to-a-national-treasure.html 

 

https://gcc01.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fcontent.sierraclub.org%2Fpress-releases%2F2016%2F06%2Fsierra-club-praises-stonewall-national-monument&data=02%7C01%7CSArcher%40mdot.maryland.gov%7C2b02af38f0d64a839fb108d772b5d6ff%7Cb38cd27c57ca4597be2822df43dd47f1%7C0%7C0%7C637103997627794110&sdata=IIBt%2BMjIujB9HCEJXF6q%2Bo7S91%2FV9mOAINxwHYvy5As%3D&reserved=0
https://gcc01.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fcontent.sierraclub.org%2Fpress-releases%2F2016%2F06%2Fsierra-club-praises-stonewall-national-monument&data=02%7C01%7CSArcher%40mdot.maryland.gov%7C2b02af38f0d64a839fb108d772b5d6ff%7Cb38cd27c57ca4597be2822df43dd47f1%7C0%7C0%7C637103997627794110&sdata=IIBt%2BMjIujB9HCEJXF6q%2Bo7S91%2FV9mOAINxwHYvy5As%3D&reserved=0
https://gcc01.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fcontent.sierraclub.org%2Fpress-releases%2F2016%2F06%2Fsierra-club-praises-stonewall-national-monument&data=02%7C01%7CSArcher%40mdot.maryland.gov%7C2b02af38f0d64a839fb108d772b5d6ff%7Cb38cd27c57ca4597be2822df43dd47f1%7C0%7C0%7C637103997627794110&sdata=IIBt%2BMjIujB9HCEJXF6q%2Bo7S91%2FV9mOAINxwHYvy5As%3D&reserved=0
https://gcc01.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fcontent.sierraclub.org%2Fpress-releases%2F2016%2F06%2Fsierra-club-praises-stonewall-national-monument&data=02%7C01%7CSArcher%40mdot.maryland.gov%7C2b02af38f0d64a839fb108d772b5d6ff%7Cb38cd27c57ca4597be2822df43dd47f1%7C0%7C0%7C637103997627794110&sdata=IIBt%2BMjIujB9HCEJXF6q%2Bo7S91%2FV9mOAINxwHYvy5As%3D&reserved=0
https://gcc01.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fwww.sierraclub.org%2Fpress-releases%2F2017%2F09%2Fsierra-club-applauds-new-national-monuments-commitments-increase-diversity&data=02%7C01%7CSArcher%40mdot.maryland.gov%7C2b02af38f0d64a839fb108d772b5d6ff%7Cb38cd27c57ca4597be2822df43dd47f1%7C0%7C0%7C637103997627804056&sdata=byfdcIYzsgVar65J8W1rCXj7mzdfJvqUHL3sVO%2BxPAw%3D&reserved=0
https://gcc01.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fwww.sierraclub.org%2Fpress-releases%2F2017%2F09%2Fsierra-club-applauds-new-national-monuments-commitments-increase-diversity&data=02%7C01%7CSArcher%40mdot.maryland.gov%7C2b02af38f0d64a839fb108d772b5d6ff%7Cb38cd27c57ca4597be2822df43dd47f1%7C0%7C0%7C637103997627804056&sdata=byfdcIYzsgVar65J8W1rCXj7mzdfJvqUHL3sVO%2BxPAw%3D&reserved=0
https://gcc01.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fwww.sierraclub.org%2Fpress-releases%2F2017%2F09%2Fsierra-club-applauds-new-national-monuments-commitments-increase-diversity&data=02%7C01%7CSArcher%40mdot.maryland.gov%7C2b02af38f0d64a839fb108d772b5d6ff%7Cb38cd27c57ca4597be2822df43dd47f1%7C0%7C0%7C637103997627804056&sdata=byfdcIYzsgVar65J8W1rCXj7mzdfJvqUHL3sVO%2BxPAw%3D&reserved=0
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https://gcc01.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fblogs.sierraclub.org%2Flayoftheland%2F2014%2F09%2Flabor-day-2014-preserving-labors-pullman-legacy.html%23more&data=02%7C01%7CSArcher%40mdot.maryland.gov%7C2b02af38f0d64a839fb108d772b5d6ff%7Cb38cd27c57ca4597be2822df43dd47f1%7C0%7C0%7C637103997627804056&sdata=JG0PHmXtVFugjhba%2BQzQCKoeNWaI9NG%2B4l0e51K8JUA%3D&reserved=0
https://gcc01.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fblogs.sierraclub.org%2Flayoftheland%2F2014%2F09%2Flabor-day-2014-preserving-labors-pullman-legacy.html%23more&data=02%7C01%7CSArcher%40mdot.maryland.gov%7C2b02af38f0d64a839fb108d772b5d6ff%7Cb38cd27c57ca4597be2822df43dd47f1%7C0%7C0%7C637103997627804056&sdata=JG0PHmXtVFugjhba%2BQzQCKoeNWaI9NG%2B4l0e51K8JUA%3D&reserved=0
https://gcc01.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fblogs.sierraclub.org%2Flayoftheland%2F2014%2F09%2Flabor-day-2014-preserving-labors-pullman-legacy.html%23more&data=02%7C01%7CSArcher%40mdot.maryland.gov%7C2b02af38f0d64a839fb108d772b5d6ff%7Cb38cd27c57ca4597be2822df43dd47f1%7C0%7C0%7C637103997627804056&sdata=JG0PHmXtVFugjhba%2BQzQCKoeNWaI9NG%2B4l0e51K8JUA%3D&reserved=0
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I-495 & I-270 Managed Lanes Study 

Section 106 Consulting Parties List 

 

1 

 

Federally Recognized Tribes 

• Absentee-Shawnee Tribe of Oklahoma 

• Delaware Nation 

• Delaware Tribe of Indians 

• Chickahominy Indian Tribe 

• Chickahominy Indians Eastern Division  

• Eastern Shawnee Tribe of Oklahoma 

• Monacan Indian Nation 

• Nansemond Indian Tribe 

• Oneida Indian Nation 

• Onondaga Nation 

• Pamunkey Indian Tribe 

• Rappahannock Tribe, Inc. 

• Saint Regis Mohawk Tribe 

• Seneca-Cayuga Nation 

• Shawnee Tribe 

• Tuscarora Nation 

• Upper Mattaponi Indian Tribe 

 

State Recognized and Other Tribes 

• Piscataway Conoy Tribe of Maryland (PCT) 

• PCT - Cedarville Band of Piscataway 

• PCT - Choptico Band of Piscataway 

• Piscataway Indian Nation 

 

Federal Agencies 

• Department of Defense 

• General Services Administration 

• Federal Railroad Administration 

• Federal Transit Administration 

• National Capital Planning Commission 

• National Institute of Standards and Technology 

• National Park Service 

• U.S. Army Corps of Engineers 

• U.S. Department of Agriculture 

• U.S. Postal Service  

 

State Agencies and Organizations 

• Maryland Commission on Indian Affairs 

• MDOT Maryland Transit Administration 

• MDOT Maryland Transportation Authority 

• Maryland Historical Trust 

• Preservation Maryland 

• Virginia Department of Historic Resources 

• Virginia Department of Transportation 

• Washington Metropolitan Area Transit Authority 
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Section 106 Consulting Parties List 
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County Agencies and Organizations 

• Maryland Milestones/Anacostia Trails Heritage Area, Inc.  

• Montgomery County Department of Correction and Rehabilitation  

• Montgomery County Department of General Services 

• Montgomery County Department of Transportation 

• Montgomery County Heritage Area, Heritage Tourism Alliance of Montgomery County 

• Maryland-National Capital Parks and Planning Commission – Montgomery County Planning – 

Historic Preservation 

• Maryland-National Capital Parks and Planning Commission – Montgomery Parks 

• Maryland-National Capital Parks and Planning Commission – Prince George's County Planning – 

Historic Preservation 

• Maryland-National Capital Parks and Planning Commission – Prince George’s County 

Department of Parks and Recreation 

• Montgomery Preservation, Inc. 

• Prince George's County Historic Preservation Commission 

• Prince George's County Historical and Cultural Trust 

• Prince George's Heritage, Inc. 

 

Municipal Agencies and Organizations 

• C&O Canal Association   

• C&O Canal Trust   

• Carderock Springs Citizens’ Association 

• City of College Park 

• City of Glenarden 

• City of Greenbelt 

• City of Rockville 

• Gibson Grove A.M.E. Zion Church 

• Peerless Rockville 

• Save Our Seminary at Forest Glen 

• Sierra Club Maryland Chapter 

• Village of North Chevy Chase 
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I-495 and I-270 Managed Lanes Study Conceptual Programmatic Agreement Discussion Outline 
June 17, 2019  
 

DRAFT – Pre-Decisional  
CONCEPTUAL DISCUSSION OUTLINE 

PROGRAMMATIC AGREEMENT 
Among the 

FEDERAL HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION, 
MARYLAND DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION STATE HIGHWAY 

ADMINISTRATION, 
MARYLAND STATE HISTORIC PRESERVATION OFFICER, 

VIRGINIA STATE HISTORIC PRESERVATION OFFICER, 
ADVISORY COUNCIL ON HISTORIC PRESERVATION 

 
Implementing Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act for the 

I-495 and I-270 Managed Lanes Study 
Montgomery and Prince Georges Counties, Maryland and Fairfax County, Virginia 

 
 
 

Recitals (Whereas Clauses) 

This section will define the background of the project (“Undertaking”), and the intention of this 
agreement, including (but not limited to): 

• Defining the Undertaking (the specific federal actions that may affect historic 
properties) 

• FHWA is the lead federal agency, as designated by other agencies; execution of this 
agreement fulfills 106 responsibilities for the other federal agencies, etc.   

• Involvement of Other Federal Agencies 
• Defining the Public-Private Partnership (P3), and that the concessionaire will advance 

design under approval by the state.   
• Review of completed steps in Section 106 process (consultation, APE, identification of 

properties, assessment of effect, etc.) 
• Stating that historic properties will be adversely affected by the undertaking, however 

all effects to historic properties cannot be fully determined 
• That the signatories, having involved consulting parties, have agreed that the PA and 

implementation of its terms of fulfill the requirements of Section 106 for the 
undertaking 

 

Stipulations 

1. Roles and Responsibilities 



 

I-495 and I-270 Managed Lanes Study Conceptual Programmatic Agreement Discussion Outline 
June 17, 2019  
 

a. FHWA (will describe that FHWA, as designated lead federal agency, is 
ultimately responsible for ensuring the terms of this agreement are carried out) 
 

b. MDOT SHA (Will describe that MDOT SHA will be responsible for 
implementation of stipulations of the agreement) 

i. Concessionaire (because the Concessionaire is not selected at this time, 
stipulation will describe what requirements MDOT SHA will place on 
concessionaire through the procurement process) 

ii. Will Retain qualified CR staff responsible for fulfilling their commitments 
c. Other Federal Agencies (to be determined related to level of involvement with 

adversely affected historic properties and mitigation implementation) 
d. SHPOs (will describe jurisdiction [Maryland, Virginia] and elements such as 

concurrence/comment decision points and anticipated review timelines) 
e. ACHP (will describe ACHP’s role as providing policy guidance and dispute 

resolution/comment)  
f. Concurring Parties/Public (consulting parties invited to concur in the 

agreement may have ongoing opportunities to provide input, participate in 
mitigation projects, etc.; will describe mechanisms for how the general public 
not identified as consulting parties may engage in the future and addition of 
consulting/concurring parties in the future)  

2. Professional Standards (will reference applicable Secretary of Interior qualifications, 
SHPO, National Register, ACHP and other applicable standards for evaluation and 
reporting for cultural resources studies) 

3. Project-wide Mitigation and Commitments (may describe mitigation that addresses 
multiple properties, or logical groupings of affected properties, general provisions for 
avoidance through design refinements, context-sensitive solutions, etc.) MDOT SHA is 
seeking consulting party input on these measures.   

4. Property-Specific Mitigation and Commitments  
MDOT SHA is seeking input on potential mitigation for the properties currently 
identified as experiencing an adverse effect.  This section will break out mitigation or 
other commitments specific to each property (see the preliminary list attached to this 
document)  

5. Archaeological Treatment Plan 
a. MDOT SHA will develop an archaeological treatment plan in consultation with 

relevant parties that identifies: 
i. Areas presently inaccessible for study to be evaluated 

ii. Treatment of determined/assumed eligible sites  
iii. Known sites requiring further evaluation for NRHP eligibility (Phase II) 



 

I-495 and I-270 Managed Lanes Study Conceptual Programmatic Agreement Discussion Outline 
June 17, 2019  
 

iv. Monitoring Requirements 
v. Treatment of Cemeteries 

vi. Standardized evaluation and treatment process for newly-identified 
project elements, process (including consultation with relevant parties) 
for updates and revisions to treatment plan.  

(MDOT SHA’s goal is to have a comprehensive but flexible archaeological 
treatment plan that addresses the current LOD but can be revised and updated 
in response to project advancement) 
 

6. Architectural Resources 
a. Will describe evaluation of inaccessible/unevaluated properties (MDOT SHA has 

to date not been granted access to the Martin-Marietta Headquarters, but 
anticipates evaluation of all other architectural resources identified in the Gap 
Analysis prior to PA completion) 

b. Will describe process for effects assessment to identified historic properties 
currently with “unknown” effects upon further design, or should design within 
the APE evolve to change effect determinations.  

7. Revisions to APE in response to Design Advancement 
a. Will describe the process to revise the APE for minor changes with no potential 

to change or cause new effects to historic properties 
b. Will describe the consultation process on substantial APE revisions where 

historic properties may be additionally or differently affected.   
c. Will describe the evaluation and treatment of additional architectural resources 

in response to APE expansion.   
8. Continued Consultation 

In addition to the above, there may be ongoing consultation required for 
properties where effects cannot yet be fully determined, design of certain 
elements in proximity to historic properties (such as elevated structures), where 
consultation may be requested to achieve context-sensitive design and minimize 
effects.   MDOT SHA is seeking input on those project elements where further 
consultation is requested and appropriate.   

9. Inadvertent Discovery (Including Human Remains) 
MDOT SHA has a standard procedure for all projects in the event of inadvertent 
discovery of human remains or archaeological resources, or inadvertent adverse 
effects to previously identified historic properties, that will be encapsulated 
here. 

10. Monitoring of Performance 
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This section will describe how the parties will understand progress on 
implementation of commitments and mitigation, through regularly issued 
summary reports (such as annual or quarterly) and/or regularly scheduled 
meetings for consulting parties.  MDOT SHA is seeking input on consulting party 
preferences for this stipulation.   

11. Amendment 
Will describe a standard process including consultation when amendments to 
the agreement are needed.   

12. Dispute Resolution 
Will describe a standard process for resolving objections and disputes among the 
parties, referencing the Amendment process if the agreement needs to be 
altered.   

13. Termination 
Will describe a standard process for termination of the agreement, and 
subsequent steps if termination occurs. Typically this involves a “waiting period” 
of consultation prior to termination, and a requirement to either negotiate a 
new agreement, follow the standard Section 106 process, and/or take Advisory 
Council comments into consideration prior to FHWA determining next steps.   

14. Duration 
Because of the anticipated duration of this project, and that there may be 
additional elements that continue, a 15 year duration may be appropriate, or 
until all terms of the agreement are fulfilled or the project becomes inactive; can 
include provisions for extension of the agreement.  
 

Signature Pages 
 
Signatory Parties: FHWA, MDOT SHA ACHP, MD SHPO, VA SHPO, Other Federal 
Agencies to Be Determined 
 
Concurring Parties: To Be Determined 



 

 

 

 

 

ACHP 

  









 

 

 

 

 

MHT and DHR 

  



















707 North Calvert St., Baltimore, MD  21202 | 410.545.0400 | 1.800.206.0070 | Maryland Relay TTY 800.735.2258 | roads.maryland.gov

October 19, 2018

Ms. Elizabeth Hughes
State Historic Preservation Officer
Maryland Historical Trust
100 Community Place
Crownsville MD 21032-2023

Dear Ms. Hughes:

This letter serves to inform the Maryland Historical Trust (MHT) of the completion the enclosed
Suburbanization Historic Context Addendum (1961-1980), Montgomery and Prince George’s 
Counties, Maryland (Context Addendum) and Batch 1 of the standing structures eligibility 
determinations associated with Study No. AW073A11, I-495 & I-270 Managed Lanes Study 
(MLS). The MLS is the first element of a broader I-495 & I-270 Public-Private Partnership (P3)
Program which considers improvements along the entire length of I-495 (Capital Beltway), as 
well as the entire length of I-270 (Dwight D. Eisenhower Memorial Highway) up to I-70 in 
Frederick County, Maryland. MDOT SHA provided MHT with the Gap Analysis and Area of 
Potential Effects (APE) associated with the study in a letter dated August 8, 2018.

The Context Addendum supplements the original 1999 Suburbanization Historic Context and 
Survey Methodology prepared by KCI Technologies, Inc., and describes historical trends, 
property types, and significance assessment considerations for properties dating from the 1960-
1980 period in Montgomery and Prince George’s counties.

Batch 1 of MDOT SHA’s historic architecture evaluations includes 15 resources within the MLS 
Study APE that were previously identified in the Maryland Inventory of Historic Properties.
These resources were evaluated using 11 Determination of Eligibility (DOE) forms and 4 MIHP 
Addendum forms. MDOT SHA has determined that none of the properties evaluated in Batch 1 
is eligible for eligible for the National Register of Historic Places (NRHP). 

DOE Forms
M: 26-10-56 Reiche Cottage Stone House
M: 26-52 626 Great Falls Road
M: 29-42 Stoneyhurst Quarries
M: 30-17 Montgomery Bean House 
M: 36-38 Forest Grove Neighborhood
M: 36-71 Montgomery Hills Baptist Church
PG:69-000 New Carrollton
PG:76A-31 John and Marie Darcey Houses



Ms. Elizabeth Hughes 
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PG:76A-30  Linda Holmes House 
PG:71A-54  Baltimore and Potomac RR, Washington City Branch District
PG:LAU-29  Baltimore and Ohio RR, Washington Branch District

MIHP Addendum Forms 
M: 30-24 WMAL Transmitter Property
PG:73-22 4509 Jefferson Street 
PG:73-23 8906 Ardwick-Ardmore Road
PG:73-24 4403 Jefferson Street 

The Batch 1 submittal includes printed forms for each resource and an archival DVD with digital 
photographs and PDF copies of the forms. MDOT SHA will provide an Access database with the 
final batch submittal, scheduled between March and June 2019, that includes all properties 
evaluated for the I-495 & I-270 MLS. 

Please examine the attached Context Addendum (Attachment 1), Batch 1 (Attachment 2), and 
Eligibility Table (Attachment 3). We request your comments by November 24, 2018, on MDOT 
SHA’s Context Addendum. We also request your concurrence with MDOT SHA’s Batch 1 
eligibility determinations. Please contact Matt Manning at 410-545-8560 (or via email at 
MManning@sha.state.md.us) with questions regarding standing structures for this project.  
Richard Ervin may be reached at 410-545-2878 (or via email at RErvin@sha.state.md.us) with 
concerns regarding archaeology. 

Sincerely, 

Julie M. Schablitsky 
Assistant Division Chief
Environmental Planning Division 

Attachments

cc: Ms. Jeanette Mar, FHWA
Ms. Lisa B. Choplin, Project Manager, I-495 & I-270 P3 Office, MDOT SHA
Mr. Steve Archer, MDOT SHA-EPLD
Mr. Richard Ervin, MDOT SHA-EPLD
Mr. Matt Manning, MDOT SHA-EPLD
Dr. Julie Schablitsky, MDOT SHA-EPLD
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Ms. Elizabeth Hughes 
State Historic Preservation Officer
Maryland Historical Trust
100 Community Place 
Crownsville MD  21032-2023 

Dear Ms. Hughes:

This letter serves to inform the Maryland Historical Trust (MHT) of the completion of Batch
of the standing structures eligibility determinations associated with Study No. AW073A11, I-495 
& I-270 Managed Lanes Study (MLS). The MLS is the first element of a broader I-495 & I-270 
Public-Private Partnership (P3) Program which considers improvements along the entire length 
of I-495 (Capital Beltway), as well as the entire length of I-270 (Dwight D. Eisenhower 
Memorial Highway) up to I-70 in Frederick County, Maryland. 

Please see Attachment 1 for a list of the properties included in this batch submittal and a 
summary of MDOT SHA’s eligibility findings. MDOT SHA has determined that of the
properties evaluated in this submittal eligible for the National Register of Historic Places
(NRHP).

This batch submittal includes printed forms for each resource and an archival disc with digital 
photographs and PDF copies of the forms. MDOT SHA will provide an Access database with the
final batch submittal, scheduled between March and June 2019, that includes all properties 
evaluated for the I-495 & I-270 MLS. 

Please examine the attached Eligibility Table (Attachment 1) and batch submittal (Attachment
2). We request your concurrence with MDOT SHA’s Batch  eligibility determinations
by . Please contact Matt Manning at 410-545-8560 (or via email at
MManning@sha.state.md.us) with questions regarding standing structures for this project.  
Richard Ervin may be reached at 410-545-2878 (or via email at RErvin@sha.state.md.us) with 
concerns regarding archaeology.

December 7, 2018
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 9

2 

16 
are

January 7, 2019
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Sincerely, 

Julie M. Schablitsky 
Assistant Division Chief
Environmental Planning Division 

Attachments

cc: Ms. Jeanette Mar, FHWA
Ms. Lisa B. Choplin, Project Manager, I-495 & I-270 P3 Office, MDOT SHA
Mr. Steve Archer, MDOT SHA-EPLD
Mr. Richard Ervin, MDOT SHA-EPLD
Mr. Matt Manning, MDOT SHA-EPLD
Dr. Julie Schablitsky, MDOT SHA-EPLD
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Steve Archer 
Adobe Acrobat 
version: 
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Eligibility Table 
 
Attachment #1 
 
Project Name: I-495 & I-270 MLS - Batch 2  December 7, 2018 
 

MIHP Resource Name Type SHA NR 
Det. 

SHPO 
Opinion 

Attach. Remarks 

M: 21-281  Londonderry Apartments and Towers  HD X Req. 1/2019 2 DOE 

M: 26-71 Woodley Gardens HD NR Req. 1/2019 2 DOE 

M: 26-72 70-S Industrial Park HD X Req. 1/2019 2 DOE 

M: 26-72-1 Ward Building S NR Req. 1/2019 2 DOE 

M: 29-59-1 Greenfield House S X Req. 1/2019 2 DOE 

M: 29-69 Olde Carderock HD X Req. 1/2019 2 DOE 

M: 30-38 Academy Woods HD NR Req. 1/2019 2 DOE 

M: 30-39 Grosvenor Park HD NR Req. 1/2019 2 DOE 

M: 30-40 Marriott International Corporate Headquarters** S NR Req. 1/2019 2 DOE 

M: 31-71 Washington, DC Temple (Church of Jesus Christ of Latter-Day Saints) S NR Req. 1/2019 2 DOE 

M: 35-193 The Promenade S X Req. 1/2019 2 DOE 

PG:LAU-29 Baltimore and Ohio (B&O) Railroad, Washington Branch S NR Req. 1/2019 2 DOE 

PG:70-101 Gould Building S X Req. 1/2019 2 DOE 

PG:71A-54 Baltimore & Potomac Railroad, Washington City Branch (Pennsylvania Railroad, 
Baltimore and Potomac Division) 

S NR Req. 1/2019 2 DOE 

PG:72-26 Town of Glenarden HD NR Req. 1/2019 2 DOE 

PG:73-26 Town of Glenarden HD NR Req. 1/2019 2 DOE 

PG:76A-60 National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration (NOAA) World Weather 
Building 

S X Req. 1/2019 2 DOE 

 
 
Codes: 

Resource Types:  S (Structure), A (Archeological Site), HD (Historic District), NHL (National Historic Landmark) 
NR Determination:  ND (Not Determined), X (Not Eligible), NR (Eligible), NRL (Listed), NHL (Landmark) 
SHPO Opinion: (B) designates opinion regarding boundary, Code following date signifies SHPO opinion 
Bold rows indicate review action requested 
**Although construction began in 1978, Marriott HQ was not opened until early 1979. For the purposes of evaluation, MDOT SHA considers this building to fall 
within the 40 year period identified in the Gap Analysis. 
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January 7, 2019

Ms. Elizabeth Hughes
State Historic Preservation Officer
Maryland Historical Trust
100 Community Place
Crownsville MD 21032-2023

Dear Ms. Hughes:

This letter serves to inform the Maryland Historical Trust (MHT) of the completion of Batch 3 of 
the standing structures eligibility determinations associated with Study No. AW073A11, I-495 & 
I-270 Managed Lanes Study (MLS). The MLS is the first element of a broader I-495 & I-270
Public-Private Partnership (P3) Program which considers improvements along the entire length 
of I-495 (Capital Beltway), as well as the entire length of I-270 (Dwight D. Eisenhower 
Memorial Highway) up to I-70 in Frederick County, Maryland.

Please see Attachment 1 for a list of the properties included in this batch submittal and a 
summary of MDOT SHA’s eligibility findings. MDOT SHA has determined that 4 of the 18
properties evaluated in this submittal are eligible for the National Register of Historic Places 
(NRHP).

This batch submittal includes printed forms for each resource and an archival disc with digital 
photographs and PDF copies of the forms. MDOT SHA will provide an Access database with the 
final batch submittal, scheduled between March and June 2019, that includes all properties 
evaluated for the I-495 & I-270 MLS.

Please examine the attached Eligibility Table (Attachment 1) and batch submittal (Attachment 
2). We request your concurrence with MDOT SHA’s Batch 3 eligibility determinations by 
February 7, 2019. Please contact Matt Manning at 410-545-8560 (or via email at 
MManning@sha.state.md.us) with questions regarding standing structures for this project.  
Richard Ervin may be reached at 410-545-2878 (or via email at RErvin@sha.state.md.us) with 
concerns regarding archaeology.



Ms. Elizabeth Hughes 
Page Two

Sincerely, 

Julie M. Schablitsky 
Assistant Division Chief
Environmental Planning Division 

Attachments

cc: Ms. Jeanette Mar, FHWA
Ms. Lisa B. Choplin, Project Manager, I-495 & I-270 P3 Office, MDOT SHA
Mr. Steve Archer, MDOT SHA-EPLD
Mr. Richard Ervin, MDOT SHA-EPLD
Mr. Matt Manning, MDOT SHA-EPLD
Dr. Julie Schablitsky, MDOT SHA-EPLD

 

Digitally signed by 
Steve Archer 
Adobe Acrobat 
version: 
2017.011.30110
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February 7, 2019 
 
 
 
Ms. Elizabeth Hughes 
State Historic Preservation Officer 
Maryland Historical Trust 
100 Community Place 
Crownsville MD  21032-2023 
 
Dear Ms. Hughes: 
 
This letter serves to inform the Maryland Historical Trust (MHT) of the completion of Batch 4 of 
the standing structures eligibility determinations associated with Study No. AW073A11, I-495 & 
I-270 Managed Lanes Study (MLS). The MLS is the first element of a broader I-495 & I-270 
Public-Private Partnership (P3) Program which considers improvements along the entire length 
of I-495 (Capital Beltway), as well as the entire length of I-270 (Dwight D. Eisenhower 
Memorial Highway) up to I-70 in Frederick County, Maryland. 
 
Please see Attachment 1 for a list of the properties included in this batch submittal and a 
summary of MDOT SHA’s eligibility findings. MDOT SHA has determined that one of the 28 
properties evaluated in this submittal is eligible for the National Register of Historic Places 
(NRHP). 
 
This batch submittal includes printed forms for each resource and an archival disc with digital 
photographs and PDF copies of the forms. MDOT SHA will provide an Access database with the 
final batch submittal, scheduled between March and June 2019, that includes all properties 
evaluated for the I-495 & I-270 MLS. 
 
Please examine the attached Eligibility Table (Attachment 1) and batch submittal (Attachment 
2). We request your concurrence with MDOT SHA’s Batch 4 eligibility determinations by 
March 7, 2019. Please contact Matt Manning at 410-545-8560 (or via email at 
MManning@sha.state.md.us) with questions regarding standing structures for this project.  
Richard Ervin may be reached at 410-545-2878 (or via email at RErvin@sha.state.md.us) with 
concerns regarding archaeology. 
 



Ms. Elizabeth Hughes
Page Two 
 
 
Sincerely,

Julie M. Schablitsky
Assistant Division Chief
Environmental Planning Division

Attachments

cc: Ms. Jeanette Mar, FHWA
Ms. Lisa B. Choplin, Project Manager, I-495 & I-270 P3 Office, MDOT SHA
Mr. Steve Archer, MDOT SHA-EPLD
Mr. Richard Ervin, MDOT SHA-EPLD
Mr. Matt Manning, MDOT SHA-EPLD
Dr. Julie Schablitsky, MDOT SHA-EPLD

 

Digitally signed by 
Steve Archer 
Adobe Acrobat 
version: 
2017.011.30113
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707 North Calvert St., Baltimore, MD  21202  |  410.545.0400  | 1.800.206.0070  |  Maryland Relay TTY 800.735.2258  |  roads.maryland.gov 

March 8, 2019 

Ms. Elizabeth Hughes 
State Historic Preservation Officer 
Maryland Historical Trust 
100 Community Place 
Crownsville MD  21032-2023 

Dear Ms. Hughes: 

This letter serves to inform the Maryland Historical Trust (MHT) of the completion of Batch 5 of 
the standing structures eligibility determinations associated with Study No. AW073A11, I-495 &
I-270 Managed Lanes Study (MLS). The MLS is the first element of a broader I-495 & I-270 
Public-Private Partnership (P3) Program which considers improvements along the entire length 
of I-495 (Capital Beltway), as well as the entire length of I-270 (Dwight D. Eisenhower 
Memorial Highway) up to I-70 in Frederick County, Maryland.

Please see Attachment 1 for a list of the properties included in this batch submittal and a 
summary of MDOT SHA’s eligibility findings. MDOT SHA has determined that none of the
properties evaluated in this submittal are eligible for the National Register of Historic Places
(NRHP). 

This batch submittal includes printed forms for each resource and an archival disc with digital 
photographs and PDF copies of the forms. MDOT SHA will provide an Access database with the 
final batch submittal, expected around June 2019, that includes all properties evaluated for the 
I-495 & I-270 MLS. 

Please examine the attached Eligibility Table (Attachment 1) and batch submittal (Attachment 2). 
We request your concurrence with MDOT SHA’s Batch 5 eligibility determinations by
April 9, 2019. Please contact Matt Manning at 410-545-8560 (or via email at
MManning@sha.state.md.us) with questions regarding standing structures for this project.
Richard Ervin may be reached at 410-545-2878 (or via email at RErvin@sha.state.md.us) with 
concerns regarding archaeology.



Ms. Elizabeth Hughes
Page Two 

Sincerely,

Julie M. Schablitsky
Assistant Division Chief
Environmental Planning Division

Attachments

cc: Ms. Jeanette Mar, FHWA
Ms. Lisa B. Choplin, Project Manager, I-495 & I-270 P3 Office, MDOT SHA
Mr. Steve Archer, MDOT SHA-EPLD
Mr. Richard Ervin, MDOT SHA-EPLD
Mr. Matt Manning, MDOT SHA-EPLD
Dr. Julie Schablitsky, MDOT SHA-EPLD

 

Digitally signed 
by Steve Archer 
Adobe Acrobat 
version: 
2017.011.30127
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707 North Calvert St., Baltimore, MD  21202 | 410.545.0400 | 1.800.206.0070 | Maryland Relay TTY 800.735.2258 | roads.maryland.gov

April 8, 2019

Ms. Elizabeth Hughes
State Historic Preservation Officer
Maryland Historical Trust
100 Community Place
Crownsville MD 21032-2023

Dear Ms. Hughes:

This letter serves to inform the Maryland Historical Trust (MHT) of the completion of Batch 6 of 
the standing structures eligibility determinations associated with Study No. AW073A11, I-495 & 
I-270 Managed Lanes Study (MLS). The MLS is the first element of a broader I-495 & I-270
Public-Private Partnership (P3) Program which considers improvements along the entire length 
of I-495 (Capital Beltway), as well as the entire length of I-270 (Dwight D. Eisenhower 
Memorial Highway) up to I-70 in Frederick County, Maryland.

Please see Attachment 1 for a list of the properties included in this batch submittal and a 
summary of MDOT SHA’s eligibility findings. MDOT SHA has determined that 1 of the 37
properties evaluated in this submittal is eligible for the National Register of Historic Places 
(NRHP).

This batch submittal includes printed forms for each resource and an archival disc with digital 
photographs and PDF copies of the forms. MDOT SHA will provide an Access database with the 
final batch submittal, scheduled for August 2019, that includes all properties evaluated for the I-
495 & I-270 MLS.

Please examine the attached Eligibility Table (Attachment 1) and batch submittal (Attachment 
2). We request your concurrence with MDOT SHA’s Batch 6 eligibility determinations by May
8, 2019. Please contact Matt Manning at 410-545-8560 (or via email at 
MManning@sha.state.md.us) with questions regarding standing structures for this project.  
Richard Ervin may be reached at 410-545-2878 (or via email at RErvin@sha.state.md.us) with 
concerns regarding archaeology.



Ms. Elizabeth Hughes 
Page Two

Sincerely, 

Julie M. Schablitsky 
Assistant Division Chief
Environmental Planning Division 

Attachments

cc: Ms. Jeanette Mar, FHWA
Ms. Lisa B. Choplin, Project Manager, I-495 & I-270 P3 Office, MDOT SHA
Mr. Steve Archer, MDOT SHA-EPLD
Mr. Richard Ervin, MDOT SHA-EPLD
Mr. Matt Manning, MDOT SHA-EPLD
Dr. Julie Schablitsky, MDOT SHA-EPLD

 

Digitally signed 
by Steve Archer 
Adobe Acrobat 
version: 
2017.011.30127
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707 North Calvert St., Baltimore, MD  21202 | 410.545.0400 | 1.800.206.0070 | Maryland Relay TTY 800.735.2258 | roads.maryland.gov

May 8, 2019

Ms. Elizabeth Hughes
State Historic Preservation Officer
Maryland Historical Trust
100 Community Place
Crownsville MD 21032-2023

Dear Ms. Hughes:

This letter serves to inform the Maryland Historical Trust (MHT) of the completion of Batch 7 of 
the standing structures eligibility determinations associated with Study No. AW073A11, I-495 & 
I-270 Managed Lanes Study (MLS). The MLS is the first element of a broader I-495 & I-270
Public-Private Partnership (P3) Program which considers improvements along the entire length 
of I-495 (Capital Beltway), as well as the entire length of I-270 (Dwight D. Eisenhower 
Memorial Highway) up to I-70 in Frederick County, Maryland.

Please see Attachment 1 for a list of the properties included in this batch submittal and a 
summary of MDOT SHA’s eligibility findings. MDOT SHA has determined that one of the 37
properties evaluated in this submittal is eligible for the National Register of Historic Places 
(NRHP).

This batch submittal includes printed forms for each resource and an archival disc with digital 
photographs and PDF copies of the forms. MDOT SHA will provide an Access database with the 
final batch submittal, scheduled for July 2019, that includes all properties evaluated for the I-495
& I-270 MLS.

Please examine the attached Eligibility Table (Attachment 1) and batch submittal (Attachment
2). We request your concurrence with MDOT SHA’s Batch 7 eligibility determinations by June 
7, 2019. Please contact Matt Manning at 410-545-8560 (or via email at 
MManning@sha.state.md.us) with questions regarding standing structures for this project.  
Richard Ervin may be reached at 410-545-2878 (or via email at RErvin@sha.state.md.us) with 
concerns regarding archaeology.



Ms. Elizabeth Hughes 
Page Two

Sincerely, 

Julie M. Schablitsky 
Assistant Division Chief
Environmental Planning Division 

Attachments

cc: Ms. Jeanette Mar, FHWA
Ms. Lisa B. Choplin, Project Manager, I-495 & I-270 P3 Office, MDOT SHA
Mr. Steve Archer, MDOT SHA-EPLD
Mr. Richard Ervin, MDOT SHA-EPLD
Mr. Matt Manning, MDOT SHA-EPLD
Dr. Julie Schablitsky, MDOT SHA-EPLD

 

Digitally signed by 
Steve Archer 
Adobe Acrobat 
version: 
2017.011.30140



 

 

Eligibility Table 
Attachment #1 (2 pages) 
Project Name: I-495 & I-270 MLS - Batch 7  May 7, 2019 
 

MIHP Resource Name Type SHA NR 
Det. 

SHPO 
Opinion 

Attach. Remarks 

M: 26-83 Montgomery County Fleet Management S X Req. 6/2019 2 DOE 

M: 31-77 Forest Glen Tract (West Section) HD X Req. 6/2019 2 DOE 

M: 31-78 Rock Creek Hills Section 2 HD X Req. 6/2019 2 DOE 

M: 31-79 Thomas W. Riley Estate Subdivision HD X Req. 6/2019 2 DOE 

M: 32-34 Indian Spring Club Estates and Indian Spring Country Club HD NR Req. 6/2019 2 DOE 

M: 35-205 Parkview HD X Req. 6/2019 2 DOE 

M: 35-206 Park View Estates HD X Req. 6/2019 2 DOE 

M: 35-207 Rolling Hills HD X Req. 6/2019 2 DOE 

M: 35-208 Spring Hill HD X Req. 6/2019 2 DOE 

PG:61-43 Powder Mill Estates HD X Req. 6/2019 2 DOE 

PG:61-85 Powder Mill Village HD X Req. 6/2019 2 DOE 

PG:65-56 White Oak Manor HD X Req. 6/2019 2 DOE 

PG:69-69 Carrollan Manor Apartments HD X Req. 6/2019 2 DOE 

PG:70-104 Addition to Lanham Acres HD X Req. 6/2019 2 DOE 

PG:70-105 Lanham Acres HD X Req. 6/2019 2 DOE 

M: 37-37/ 

PG:65-57 
The Chateau S X Req. 6/2019 2 DOE 

- 4705 Edgewood Road S X Req. 6/2019 2 Short 

- 4933 Whitfield Chapel Road S X Req. 6/2019 2 Short 

- 6010 Princess Garden Parkway S X Req. 6/2019 2 Short 

- 7101 Greenbelt Road S X Req. 6/2019 2 Short 

- 9116-9120 Levelle Drive S X Req. 6/2019 2 Short 

- 9808 47th Place S X Req. 6/2019 2 Short 

- 9907 51st Avenue S X Req. 6/2019 2 Short 

- Forestville Volunteer Fire Department S X Req. 6/2019 2 Short 

 
Codes: 

Resource Types:  S (Structure), A (Archeological Site), HD (Historic District), NHL (National Historic Landmark) 
NR Determination:  ND (Not Determined), X (Not Eligible), NR (Eligible), NRL (Listed), NHL (Landmark) 
SHPO Opinion: (B) designates opinion regarding boundary, Code following date signifies SHPO opinion 
Bold rows indicate review action requested 



 
 

MIHP Resource Name Type SHA NR 
Det. 

SHPO 
Opinion 

Attach. Remarks 

- Former Amoco Gas and Service Station (Suitland) S X Req. 6/2019 2 Short 

- Former Andrews Esso Gas and Service Station S X Req. 6/2019 2 Short 

- Former Holiday Inn (Suitland) S X Req. 6/2019 2 Short 

- Former Princess Garden Special Center S X Req. 6/2019 2 Short 

- Former Sheraton of Washington Northeast S X Req. 6/2019 2 Short 

- Indian Spring Terrace Park S X Req. 6/2019 2 Short 

- K-Mart Plaza (Landover Crossing) S X Req. 6/2019 2 Short 

- Marlo Furniture Warehouse and Showroom (Forestville) S X Req. 6/2019 2 Short 

- Maryland State Police Barrack L Forestville S X Req. 6/2019 2 Short 

- McDonald’s (Suitland) S X Req. 6/2019 2 Short 

- Sheehy Ford of Marlow Heights S X Req. 6/2019 2 Short 

- Strip Center, 4767-4773 Allentown Road S X Req. 6/2019 2 Short 

- Texaco-Shell Gas and Former Service Station (Suitland) S X Req. 6/2019 2 Short 

 
Codes: 

Resource Types:  S (Structure), A (Archeological Site), HD (Historic District), NHL (National Historic Landmark) 
NR Determination:  ND (Not Determined), X (Not Eligible), NR (Eligible), NRL (Listed), NHL (Landmark) 
SHPO Opinion: (B) designates opinion regarding boundary, Code following date signifies SHPO opinion 
Bold rows indicate review action requested 

































On Jun 18, 2019, at 3:38 PM, Beth Cole - MHT <beth.cole@maryland.gov> wrote: 

Mike, 

 

Thank you for your recent letter providing NPS's views regarding the National Register eligibility of 

Greenbelt Park.  Attached please find the MD SHPO's concurrence with NPS's findings that Greenbelt 

Park is potentially eligible for the NRHP under Criteria A and C.  We have assigned inventory number 

PG:67-69 to Greenbelt Park and it will now be added to our GIS and inventory records.  For purposes of 

Section 106, we will treat Greenbelt Park as an eligible historic property.  We look forward to further 

coordination with NPS in its further study and documentation of Greenbelt Park.  Let me know if you 

have questions or need further assistance.   

 

Have a good afternoon, 

 

Beth   

 

 

 

Beth Cole 

Administrator, Project Review and Compliance 

Maryland Historical Trust 
Maryland Department of Planning 
100 Community Place 

Crownsville, MD 21032 

beth.cole@maryland.gov / 410-697-9541 

MHT.Maryland.gov 

Please take our customer service survey 

Planning.Maryland.gov  /  Census.Maryland.gov 

   
 

 

 

On Wed, May 29, 2019 at 5:04 PM Commisso, Michael <michael_commisso@nps.gov> wrote: 

Good afternoon Beth, 
 

As we discussed, as part of the I-495 and I-270 Managed Lanes Study Section 106 Process, 
National Capital Parks-East (NACE), a unit of the National Park Service (NPS), is seeking your 
preliminary concurrence that Greenbelt Park is potentially eligible for listing on the National 
Register of Historic Places (see attachment). NACE recognizes that a Cultural Landscape 
Inventory will need to be prepared for the park in the near future in order to fulfill its Section 
110 obligations of the National Historic Preservation Act of 1966. 
 

Let me know if you have any questions or concerns. 
 

Mike 
-------------------------------------------------------------------------------------- 
Please note, I am out of the office on detail to National Capital Parks-East. For National Mall and 
Memorial Parks related issues, please contact Catherine Dewey at (202) 245-4711. Thank you. 
 



Michael Commisso 
Acting Chief of Resource Management 
National Capital Parks-East 
1900 Anacostia Drive SE 
Washington, DC 20020 
202.690.5160 office 
202.494.6905 cell 

 

Cultural Resources Program Manager 
National Mall and Memorial Parks 
National Park Service 
900 Ohio Drive, SW  
Washington, DC 20024 

<GreenbeltPark MDSHPO 06-18-19.pdf> 

 







 

 

Eligibility Table 

Attachment #1 (2 pages) 

Project Name: I-495 & I-270 MLS - Batch 8  June 7, 2019 

 

MIHP Resource Name Type SHA NR 

Det. 

SHPO 

Opinion 

Attach. Remarks 

M: 26-84 Julius West Junior High School (Julius West Middle School) S X Req. 7/2019 2 DOE 

M: 26-85 Washington National Pike Industrial Park, Block A HD X Req. 7/2019 2 DOE 

M: 29-78 Cabin John Regional Park HD X Req. 7/2019 2 DOE 

M: 29-79 Congressional Country Club HD NR Req. 7/2019 2 DOE 

M: 32-37 Argyle Local Park HD X Req. 7/2019 2 DOE 

M: 35-38 In the Woods S - NR 10/2000 2 Rev. DOE 

PG:66-38 Hollywood Addition HD X Req. 7/2019 2 Rev. DOE 

PG:66-41 Sunnyside and Sunnyside Knolls HD X Req. 7/2019 2 Rev. DOE 

PG:66-69 Hollywood HD X Req. 7/2019 2 Rev. DOE 

PG:66-82 Edgewood Knolls HD X Req. 7/2019 2 DOE 

PG:66-83 Sunnyside B HD X Req. 7/2019 2 DOE 

PG:67-70 Goddard Space Village HD X Req. 7/2019 2 DOE 

PG:67-71 Good Luck Estates HD X Req. 7/2019 2 DOE 

PG:67-72 Greenbriar Condominiums HD X Req. 7/2019 2 DOE 

PG:67-73 Hunting Ridge HD X Req. 7/2019 2 DOE 

PG:67-74 Schrom Hills HD X Req. 7/2019 2 DOE 

PG:69-70 Carrollan HD X Req. 7/2019 2 DOE 

PG:69-71 Princess Springs HD X Req. 7/2019 2 DOE 

PG:72-78 Washington Suburban Sanitary Commission (WSSC) Central Avenue Water 

Pumping Station 

S X Req. 7/2019 2 DOE 

PG:76A-61 Andrews Village HD X Req. 7/2019 2 DOE 

PG:76A-62 Forest Village Apartments HD X Req. 7/2019 2 DOE 

PG:76B-76 Allentowne Apartments HD X Req. 7/2019 2 DOE 

PG:76B-77 Andrews Manor HD X Req. 7/2019 2 DOE 

PG:76B-78 Andrews Manor Apartments HD X Req. 7/2019 2 DOE 

 

Codes: 

Resource Types:  S (Structure), A (Archeological Site), HD (Historic District), NHL (National Historic Landmark) 

NR Determination:  ND (Not Determined), X (Not Eligible), NR (Eligible), NRL (Listed), NHL (Landmark) 

SHPO Opinion: (B) designates opinion regarding boundary, Code following date signifies SHPO opinion 

Bold rows indicate review action requested 



 

 

MIHP Resource Name Type SHA NR 

Det. 

SHPO 

Opinion 

Attach. Remarks 

PG:76B-79 Andrews Manor Shopping Center HD X Req. 7/2019 2 DOE 

- 4305 Forestville Road S X Req. 7/2019 2 Short 

- 5401 Florist Place S X Req. 7/2019 2 Short 

- Chevy Chase Recreation Association S X Req. 7/2019 2 Short 

- Ephesians New Testament Church S X Req. 7/2019 2 Short 

- Herc Rentals S X Req. 7/2019 2 Short 

- Holy Cross Lutheran Church S X Req. 7/2019 2 Short 

- Joint Base Andrews Water Tower S X Req. 7/2019 2 Short 

- Kingdom Square S X Req. 7/2019 2 Short 

- Morris Park S X Req. 7/2019 2 Short 

- North Chevy Chase Local Park S X Req. 7/2019 2 Short 

- Peterbilt S X Req. 7/2019 2 Short 

- Ryder Truck Rental & Leasing S X Req. 7/2019 2 Short 

- U-Haul Moving & Storage of Landover S X Req. 7/2019 2 Short 

- Warehouse, 5000-5060 Beech Place S X Req. 7/2019 2 Short 

- Warehouses, 8901-8961 D’Arcy Road S X Req. 7/2019 2 Short 

- Whitfield Chapel Park S X Req. 7/2019 2 Short 

M: 20-15  Gaither-Howes House S X Req. 7/2019 2 Addendum 

M: 20-24  Mills House S X Req. 7/2019 2 Addendum 

M: 26-6 Poor Farm, Site and Cemetery S X Req. 7/2019 2 Addendum 

M: 36-36  Louis C. & Charlotte E. Dismer Property S X Req. 7/2019 2 Addendum 

PG:76A-25 L and R Lawnmower S X Req. 7/2019 2 Addendum 

PG:76A-26 Helen Knox House S X Req. 7/2019 2 Addendum 

PG:77-60 Hazard Storage (AAFB Building #1990) S X Req. 7/2019 2 Addendum 

 

Codes: 

Resource Types:  S (Structure), A (Archeological Site), HD (Historic District), NHL (National Historic Landmark) 

NR Determination:  ND (Not Determined), X (Not Eligible), NR (Eligible), NRL (Listed), NHL (Landmark) 

SHPO Opinion: (B) designates opinion regarding boundary, Code following date signifies SHPO opinion 

Bold rows indicate review action requested 











 

 

Eligibility Table 

Attachment #1 (2 pages) 

Project Name: I-495 & I-270 MLS - Batch 9  July 8, 2019 

 

MIHP Resource Name Type SHA NR 

Det. 

SHPO 

Opinion 

Attach. Remarks 

M: 26-86 Potomac Valley Nursing Home (Potomac Valley Nursing and Wellness Center) S X Req. 8/2019 2 DOE 

M: 29-80 Cabin John Stream Valley Park  HD X Req. 8/2019 2 DOE 

M: 29-81 Montgomery Country Club (Bethesda Country Club) HD X Req. 8/2019 2 DOE 

M: 33-36 Hillandale Swim and Tennis Association S X Req. 8/2019 2 DOE 

M: 33-37 Xaverian College (National Labor College) HD X Req. 8/2019 2 DOE 

M: 35-162 Philip F. Gormley House/Gagarin Property S NR Req. 8/2019 2 DOE 

M: 35-209 Old Georgetown Club S X Req. 8/2019 2 DOE 

PG:61-86 Powder Mill Elementary School (Frances Fuchs Early Childhood Center) S X Req. 8/2019 2 DOE 

PG:72-26 

PG:73-26 

Glenarden Historic District HD NR Req. 8/2019 2 Rev. DOE 

PG:72-79 Centennial Village HD X Req. 8/2019 2 DOE 

PG:72-80 Hanson-Beltway Industrial Center HD X Req. 8/2019 2 DOE 

PG:73-36 Carsondale HD NR Req. 8/2019 2 DOE 

PG:73-37 Cranmore Knolls HD X Req. 8/2019 2 DOE 

PG:73-38 Rambling Hills HD X Req. 8/2019 2 DOE 

PG:75A-78 USPS Southern Maryland Processing and Distribution Center HD X Req. 8/2019 2 DOE 

PG:75A-79 Badini’s Addition to Ole Longfield HD X Req. 8/2019 2 DOE 

PG:76A-63 Andrews Park HD X Req. 8/2019 2 DOE 

PG:76A-64 Silver Valley HD X Req. 8/2019 2 DOE 

PG:76B-80 Old Branch Avenue Houses HD X Req. 8/2019 2 DOE 

PG:76B-81 Princeton HD X Req. 8/2019 2 DOE 

PG:76B-82 Temple Terrace HD X Req. 8/2019 2 DOE 

PG:76B-83 Woodlane HD X Req. 8/2019 2 DOE 

PG:76B-84 Yorkshire Village HD X Req. 8/2019 2 DOE 

Codes: 

Resource Types:  S (Structure), A (Archeological Site), HD (Historic District), NHL (National Historic Landmark) 

NR Determination:  ND (Not Determined), X (Not Eligible), NR (Eligible), NRL (Listed), NHL (Landmark) 

SHPO Opinion: (B) designates opinion regarding boundary, Code following date signifies SHPO opinion 

Bold rows indicate review action requested 

 

 



 

MIHP Resource Name Type SHA NR 

Det. 

SHPO 

Opinion 

Attach. Remarks 

 3220 Park View Road S X Req. 8/2019 2 Short 

 3231 Park View Road S X Req. 8/2019 2 Short 

 3724 Brightseat Road S X Req. 8/2019 2 Short 

 3900 Penn Belt Place S X Req. 8/2019 2 Short 

 4704 Medley Drive S X Req. 8/2019 2 Short 

 5612 Lanham Station Road S X Req. 8/2019 2 Short 

 8803 Ardwick Ardmore Road S X Req. 8/2019 2 Short 

 8808 Spring Avenue S X Req. 8/2019 2 Short 

 8819 Saunders Lane S X Req. 8/2019 2 Short 

 8820 Saunders Lane S X Req. 8/2019 2 Short 

 8904 Ardmore Road S X Req. 8/2019 2 Short 

 9017 Spring Hill Lane S X Req. 8/2019 2 Short 

 10020 Riggs Road S X Req. 8/2019 2 Short 

 The Classics S X Req. 8/2019 2 Short 

 Ebenezer United Methodist Church S X Req. 8/2019 2 Short 

 Episcopal Church of the Nativity S X Req. 8/2019 2 Short 

 Landover Center S X Req. 8/2019 2 Short 

 Lanham Sports Park S X Req. 8/2019 2 Short 

 McDonald Field S X Req. 8/2019 2 Short 

 Malcolm King Park S X Req. 8/2019 2 Short 

 Silver Cab of P.G. & Taxi Taxi Dispatch Center S X Req. 8/2019 2 Short 

 Snapbox Self-Storage S X Req. 8/2019 2 Short 

 Waste Management - Temple Hills S X Req. 8/2019 2 Short 

M: 29-59 Carderock Springs Historic District HD - 11/2008 

NRL 

2 Addendum 

M: 31-7 Capitol View Park Historic District  HD - 4/2001 NR 2 Addendum 

PG:76A-33 Warren Ammann House HD ND Req. 8/2019 2 Addendum 

M: 30-40 Marriott International Corporate Headquarters S ND Req. 8/2019 2 MIHP 

Codes: 

Resource Types:  S (Structure), A (Archeological Site), HD (Historic District), NHL (National Historic Landmark) 

NR Determination:  ND (Not Determined), X (Not Eligible), NR (Eligible), NRL (Listed), NHL (Landmark) 

SHPO Opinion: (B) designates opinion regarding boundary, Code following date signifies SHPO opinion 

Bold rows indicate review action requested 













 

 

Eligibility Table 
Attachment #2 (2 pages) 
Project Name: I-495 & I-270 MLS - Batch 10  November 26, 2019 
 

MIHP Resource Name Type SHA NR 
Det. 

SHPO 
Opinion 

Attach. Remarks 

M: 21-285 The Willows HD X Req. 12/2019 3 DOE 

M: 26-87 Fallsmead HD X Req. 12/2019 3 DOE 

M: 30-55 Martin Marietta Corporation Headquarters S X Req. 12/2019 3 DOE 

M: 31-80 Forest Grove Elementary School S X Req. 12/2019 3 DOE 

M: 32-38 Indian Spring Park HD X Req. 12/2019 3 DOE 

M: 35-210 Wyngate HD X Req. 12/2019 3 DOE 

M: 36-97 The Valley HD X Req. 12/2019 3 DOE 

M: 36-98 Woodside Forest HD X Req. 12/2019 3 DOE 

M: 36-99 Technical Service Park S X Req. 12/2019 3 DOE 

M: 37-15 Oakview (Batch 6 Addendum Revised to DOE) HD X Req. 12/2019 3 DOE 

PG:67-75 Lakecrest HD X Req. 12/2019 3 DOE 

PG:70-95 Capitol Car Distributors S NR Req. 12/2019 3 DOE 

PG:73-39 Spring Dale HD X Req. 12/2019 3 DOE 

PG:76B-85 Abbott Forest HD X Req. 12/2019 3 DOE 

PG:76B-86 Glenn-Hills HD X Req. 12/2019 3 DOE 

PG:76B-87 Manchester Estates HD X Req. 12/2019 3 DOE 

PG:78-39 Little Washington HD NR Req. 12/2019 3 DOE 

 223 University Boulevard S X Req. 12/2019 3 Short 

 1509 Forest Glen Road S X Req. 12/2019 3 Short 

 2410-26 Linden Lane S X Req. 12/2019 3 Short 

 5502 Old Branch Avenue S X Req. 12/2019 3 Short 

 6001 Auth Road S X Req. 12/2019 3 Short 

 6302 Princess Garden Parkway S X Req. 12/2019 3 Short 

 6314 Princess Garden Parkway S X Req. 12/2019 3 Short 

 6712 McKeldin Drive S X Req. 12/2019 3 Short 

 7100 Heatherhill Road S X Req. 12/2019 3 Short 

 7104 Heatherhill Road S X Req. 12/2019 3 Short 

Codes: 
Resource Types:  S (Structure), A (Archaeological Site), HD (Historic District), NHL (National Historic Landmark) 
NR Determination:  ND (Not Determined), X (Not Eligible), NR (Eligible), NRL (Listed), NHL (Landmark) 
SHPO Opinion: (B) designates opinion regarding boundary, Code following date signifies SHPO opinion 
Bold rows indicate review action requested 



 
MIHP Resource Name Type SHA NR 

Det. 
SHPO 

Opinion 
Attach. Remarks 

 7124 Greentree Road S X Req. 12/2019 3 Short 

 7601 Good Luck Road S X Req. 12/2019 3 Short 

 9001 Annapolis Road S X Req. 12/2019 3 Short 

 9001 Ardmore Road S X Req. 12/2019 3 Short 

 9011 Annapolis Road S X Req. 12/2019 3 Short 

 9075 Comprint Court S X Req. 12/2019 3 Short 

 Douglass E. Patterson Park S X Req. 12/2019 3 Short 

 Episcopal Church of Our Saviour S X Req. 12/2019 3 Short 

 Forestville Asphalt S X Req. 12/2019 3 Short 

 Grace Presbyterian Church S X Req. 12/2019 3 Short 

 James E. Duckworth School S X Req. 12/2019 3 Short 

 Knights of Columbus Prince George’s Council S X Req. 12/2019 3 Short 

 Morningside Shell Service Station S X Req. 12/2019 3 Short 

 Museum Warehouse, Building 178, Forest Glen Annex S X Req. 12/2019 3 Short 

 Shell Gas and Service Station (Gaithersburg) S X Req. 12/2019 3 Short 

 Shell Gas and Service Station (Rockville) S X Req. 12/2019 3 Short 

 Shell Service Station and Strip Center S X Req. 12/2019 3 Short 

 Sheraton Potomac Inn S X Req. 12/2019 3 Short 

 Steuart Ford S X Req. 12/2019 3 Short 

M: 29-59 Carderock Springs Historic District (8124 Stone Trail Drive) HD - 11/2008 NRL 3 Addendum 

       

       

       

       

       

       

       

Codes: 
Resource Types:  S (Structure), A (Archaeological Site), HD (Historic District), NHL (National Historic Landmark) 
NR Determination:  ND (Not Determined), X (Not Eligible), NR (Eligible), NRL (Listed), NHL (Landmark) 
SHPO Opinion: (B) designates opinion regarding boundary, Code following date signifies SHPO opinion 
Bold rows indicate review action requested 
 

























 

 

 

 

 

Tribes 

  



 
May 10, 2018 
 
 
Good afternoon, 

 

The Maryland Department of Transportation State Highway Administration (MDOT SHA) proposes 

improvements to I-495 (the Capital Beltway) and I-270 (Washington National Pike) in Montgomery and 

Prince George’s Counties, Maryland, and Fairfax County, Virginia.  The I-495 and I-270 Managed Lane 

Study (MLS) would add two lanes in each direction to both highways, and the study is being done as a 

Public-Private Partnership (P3). 

 

On behalf of the Federal Highway Administration, we invite you to participate in consultation with 

MDOT SHA under Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act.  A preliminary evaluation of the 

project corridor concluded that the project may impact significant historic properties, including 

archaeological sites and historic standing structures.  Phase I archaeology is planned for the summer of 

2018.  The evaluation indicates that Phase II evaluation may be required for at least one prehistoric site 

along Paint Branch, a tributary of the Anacostia and Potomac Rivers, and for the Montgomery County 

Poor Farm and Cemetery near Rockville, MD, if they are impacted by the project.   

 

Attached is our Section 106 Initiation Letter to the MD State Historic Preservation Officer (MD SHPO), 

along with the MDOT SHA Tribal Notification Form.  We welcome any comments you may have, look 

forward to further consultation if you are interested. 

 

Please feel free to contact me if you have questions about the project or the current status of planned 

field investigations. 

 

Best Regards, 

Rick 
 

Richard Ervin 

MDOT State Highway Administration 

Senior Archaeologist  
Cultural Resources Section 
Environmental Planning Division 
707 North Calvert Street, Mail Stop C-LL4 

Baltimore, MD  21202 
Telephone: (410) 545-2878 
Rervin@sha.state.md.us  

 

 

  





From: Kimberly Penrod <kpenrod@delawarenation.com>  

Sent: Thursday, May 31, 2018 11:12 AM 

To: Richard Ervin <RErvin@sha.state.md.us> 

Subject: RE: MDOT SHA I-495 and I-270 Managed Lane Study (MLS) Public-Private Partnership (P3) 

 

Richard, 

The protection of our tribal cultural resources and tribal trust resources will take all of us 

working together.  

We look forward to working with you and your agency. 

With the information you have submitted we can concur at present with this proposed plan. 

Our main concerns at the Delaware Nation on these types of projects are as follows: 

1. Keeping a 50-100 ft (at least) area of protection around known sites.  

2. Maintaining the buffer area and not allowing heavy equipment to impact these areas. 

Compression is an issue of concern for us. Be mindful of material staging/storage areas.  

3. Protection of indigenous plants and/or re-introduction of the indigenous plants to the area 

is important to the Delaware Nation. Many of these are considered Traditional Cultural 

Properties for our people.  

4. And if something is found, halting all work, contacting us within 48 hours and when 

work resumes discussion of a monitor if needed.  

 

As with any new project, we never know what may come to light until work begins. 

The Delaware Nation asks that you keep us up to date on the progress of this project and  

if any discoveries arise please contact us immediately. 

 

Our department is trying to go as paper free as possible. If it is at all feasible for your office to 

send email correspondence we would greatly appreciate. 

 

If you need anything additional from me please do not hesitate to contact me.  
 

Respectfully,  
 
Kim Penrod 
Delaware Nation 
Director, Cultural Resources/106 
Archives, Library and Museum 
31064 State Highway 281 
PO Box 825 
Anadarko, OK 73005 
(405)-247-2448 Ext. 1403 Office 
(405)-924-9485  Cell 
kpenrod@delawarenation.com 
 
Unless someone like you cares a whole awful lot, nothing is going to get 
better. It’s not.  ~Dr. Seuss 





From: Jesse Bergevin <jbergevin@oneida-nation.org>  

Sent: Thursday, May 31, 2018 12:36 PM 

To: Richard Ervin <RErvin@sha.state.md.us> 

Subject: RE: MDOT SHA I-495 and I-270 Managed Lane Study (MLS) Public-Private Partnership (P3) 

 

Dear Mr. Ervin, 

 

On May 10, 2018, Oneida Indian Nation (the “ Nation”) received and email and documentation from the 

Maryland Department of Transportation, State Highway Administration (MDOT), regarding the propose 

1-495 and 1-270 Improvements project (the “Project”) in Montgomery and Prince George’s Counties, 

Maryland.  The Nation asks to be apprised of the results of the archaeological studies for the Project. 

 

Please let me know if there are any questions. 

 

Thank you, 

 
Jesse Bergevin | Historic Resources Specialist 

Oneida Indian Nation | 2037 Dream Catcher Plaza, Oneida, NY 13421-0662 

jbergevin@oneida-nation.org | www.oneidaindiannation.com 

315.829.8463 Office | 315.829.8473 Fax 

































 

 

 

 

 

Additional Consulting Parties 





















From: Sarah Rogers <director@heritagemontgomery.org>  

Sent: Monday, September 24, 2018 3:21 PM 

To: Steve Archer <SArcher@sha.state.md.us> 

Subject: Re: MDOT SHA I-495/I-270 Managed Lanes Study Section 106 Update 

 

Replying to MDOT SHA Managed lanes study – keep us on the list. 

Sarah L. Rogers 

Heritage Montgomery 

 

  



From: David, Gail <Gail.David@montgomerycountymd.gov>  

Sent: Wednesday, November 7, 2018 2:31 PM 

To: Steve Archer <SArcher@sha.state.md.us> 

Cc: Jeanette Mar, FHWA <jeanette.mar@dot.gov>; David Clarke, FHWA <david.clarke@dot.gov>; Caryn 

Brookman <CBrookman@sha.state.md.us>; Beth Cole, MHT <beth.cole@maryland.gov>; Tim 

Tamburrino, MHT <tim.tamburrino@maryland.gov> 

Subject: Re: I 495/I-270 Managed Lanes Study Agenda and online/call-in information for Section 106 

Consulting Party Meeting Tuesday, November 13 

 

Hi Steve, 

I apologize but I will not be able to attend this meeting.  Please continue to keep me on the 

emails.  Thank you! 

 

Gail David 

Deputy Warden, Operations 

Department of Correction and Rehabilitation 

22880 Whelan Ln. 

Boyds, Maryland 20841 

240-773- 9928 (MCCF) 

240-773-9975 (fax #) 

240-777-9817 (MCDC) 

 

gail.david@montgomerycountymd.gov 

  



From: Jim Wasilak <jwasilak@rockvillemd.gov>  

Sent: Monday, November 19, 2018 4:50 PM 

To: Steve Archer <SArcher@sha.state.md.us> 

Cc: Sheila Bashiri <sbashiri@rockvillemd.gov>; Ricky Barker <rbarker@rockvillemd.gov> 

Subject: RE: I-495/I-270 MLS Section 106 Consultation: documents available and November 13 

Consulting Party Meeting 

 

Steve: The City of Rockville does not have comments on the Gap Analysis or Suburbanization Context 

Addendum at this time. However, the City does want to continue as a consulting party, so please keep 

Sheila Bashiri and myself on your list. I have let Matt Manning know that the City has development files 

on many of the properties listed in the Newly Identified Buildings and Districts chart within Rockville, 

and we will be forwarding that info to him over the coming weeks.  

 

Thanks, Jim 

------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------ 

R. James Wasilak, AICP 

Chief of Zoning 

Department of Community Planning and Development Services 

City of Rockville 

111 Maryland Avenue 

Rockville, Maryland  20850 

240-314-8211 (direct) 

240-314-8200 (CPDS main) 

jwasilak@rockvillemd.gov 
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November 19, 2018 

Steve Archer 
Cultural Resources Team Leader 
Environmental Planning  
MDOT State Highways Administration 
707 North Calvert Street  
Baltimore, MD  21202  

RE: I-495/I- 270 Managed Lanes Study, Section 106 Comments 

Dear Mr.  Archer: 

Thank you for providing the opportunity to review and comment on the latest Section 106 review 
materials as part of the I-495/I-270 Managed Lanes Study. These comments reflect the comprehensive 

comments from the Cultural Resources Sections of the M-NCPPC Montgomery County Parks and 

Planning Departments.  

Gap Analysis 

The Gap Analysis and Suburban Context Addendum documents add significantly to the original context 
for this project and will be a useful tool in assessing the architectural and planning aspects of the sites that 
may be affected by the proposed project.  While clearly a great deal of effort went into researching and 
writing it, we nonetheless find that it lacks certain crucial information, and the consultant did not tap 
certain sources, and local context is underrepresented, both in the sections on the built environment and 
archaeology.  The Gap Analysis and Addendum lack substantive information on the social and cultural 
aspects of the potentially affected neighborhoods (Criterion A).   While providing a thorough study of the 
transportation and mainstream developer-generated housing, the analysis to date also omits a discussion 
of those who lived in Montgomery County outside of majority-white neighborhoods. For instance, were 
any of the possibly affected neighborhoods associated with Montgomery County’s African American 
history, or the history of the large influx of Asian and Latino communities into the County?  Around 40% 
of Montgomery County’s population was enslaved in the first half of the 19th century. After the Civil 
War, freedmen and women settled across Montgomery County, many in areas that are in proximity to the 
proposed project.  These settlements were regularly omitted from the historical documents most 
commonly used by researchers and alternative methods for their identification are often required.  
Similarly, were any of the communities studied Jewish or representative of other excluded groups as a 
result of being shut out of communities due to restrictive covenants?  These important historical aspects 
are not taken into consideration in the document or as part of the survey strategy.   

Archaeological Context 

There are four known or potential cemetery locations within the APE for the project: Gibson Grove AME 
Church Cemetery; Ball Family Cemetery; St. John the Evangelist Catholic Church Cemetery (Forest Glen 
Cemetery); and The Poor Farm site and cemetery (18MO266). The Gap analysis lacks the Ball Family 
burial ground, which included at least two interments dating to 1855 and 1862. The stones were removed 
from the vicinity of I-270 and Montrose Road in the 1950s prior to the construction of the interstate 

MONTGOMERY  COUNTY  PLANNING  DEPARTMENT
THE MARYLAND-NATIONAL CAPITAL PARK AND PLANNING COMMISSION 



8787 Georgia Avenue, Silver Spring, Maryland 20910 | Historic Preservation | Tel: 301.563.3400 | Fax: 301.563.3412 

www.MongtomeryPlanning.org 

highway. The stones survive and are stored nearby. Montgomery County Cemetery Inventory files 
contain leads regarding the original burial site location within the project APE.  

The St. John the Evangelist Cemetery is referenced in the gap analysis indirectly as part of the Forest 
Glen historic district. The discussion in the gap analysis makes no mention of the cemetery, but focuses 
exclusively on late 19th-century suburban development. The cemetery comprises nearly half the physical 
area of the district, and the first interment (the mother of John Carroll, first catholic bishop in the United 
States) dates to 1796. There are several notable early 19th-century headstones made of Seneca Sandstone, 
the same striking red stone used to build the church. The cemetery boundary is very close to, and possibly 
within the corridor boundary. Approximately half the cemetery, including the original location of the 
1770s church, are within the architecture APE. 

Generally, the archaeological context appears to be largely derived from research conducted in 
environmental settings of the Coastal Plain, with little focus on the Piedmont, which comprises most of 
Montgomery County. This context should be corrected. 

Requested Next Steps 

We welcome the offer of MDOT/SHA to have locality/consulting party specific meetings. Montgomery 
County would like to host such a meeting, and would work with SHA to invite County-specific 
stakeholders to the discussion. At this meeting we could work with MDOT/SHA to introduce the team 
and consultants to our extensive research files.  This would also be an ideal opportunity to provide 
information from the Montgomery County Cemetery Inventory so that the potential effect to cemetery 
sites within the APE are adequately considered.  

We also request that as Determination of Eligibility forms (DOEs) are sent to MHT for review, that these 
forms be concurrently transmitted to M-NCPPC (both Montgomery Planning and Montgomery Parks) so 
that we may also review and provide comments. Handling the property-specific reviews in smaller 
batches will enable us to provide feedback and analysis on a rolling basis, instead of having to review the 
entire set of DOEs at once near the end of the documentation phase of the project.  

We also request that future Consulting Parties meetings provide initial assessments and analysis of 
impacts to Cultural Resources under 4F and NEPA. Some resources may have more stringent protection 
requirements under 4F and it would be helpful to understand and review any analysis that may have 
informed decisions on choosing a Preferred Alternative at the next and at all future meetings.  

We would also like to thank the MDOT/SHA project team for providing the requested archaeological 
survey information and GIS maps after the last Consulting Parties meeting on November 13th. Given that 
it is standard practice to allow 30-days of review of new information, M-NCPPC requests until COB 
Friday, December 14, 2018 to fully review this extensive material, including the archaeological survey 
areas that we have just received digitally. This is a large, complex project and, as such, requires adequate 
time to evaluate from the outset the framework for identifying and evaluating potential historic properties, 
as required under Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act. We also look forward to 
reviewing the final reports for the Phase I archaeological assessments currently underway. 

Thank you again for the opportunity to comment. If you have any questions or need to discuss this matter, 
please feel free to contact us at 301-563-3404; Rebeccah.Ballo@montgomeryplanning.org, or 301-563-
3414; Joey.Lampl@montgomeryparks.org.  

Sincerely, 

mailto:Rebeccah.Ballo@montgomeryplanning.org
mailto:Joey.Lampl@montgomeryparks.org




Post Office Box 4661 
Rockville, MD 20849-4661 
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 Montgomery Preservation Inc. 
Promoting the Preservation, Protection and Enjoyment of Montgomery County's Rich Architectural Heritage and Historic Landscapes 

 
November 19, 2018 

 
Steve Archer, Cultural Resources Team Leader 
Environmental Planning Division, State Highway Administration 
Via email  

Re: Section 106, 495/270 Managed Lanes Study 
Dear Steve, 
 

I write on behalf of Montgomery Preservation Inc. (MPI) to offer general comments about the 
referenced project.  We are impressed by the scope of the study and its identification of 
resources, districts, and parks from which to pare down historic places that may be affected.   
Please know that MPI has a strong interest in this wide-ranging project, and we pledge to work 
with all parties to facilitate the process.   

 
Of the 160 Montgomery County properties identified in all of the categories, many fall into the 

suburbanization context.  We are pleased that the date was extended to 1978, as important 
planned communities are now included along with individually notable structures.  Others pre-
date this late 19th to mid-20th century era.  Some are listed in the National Register and/or 
designated locally by Montgomery County or a municipality such as Rockville.   

 
MPI is just completing its Montgomery County Cemetery Inventory Revisited project which, 

as it updated efforts from a decade ago, utilized advanced technology and additional data to 
better document 323 known burial sites throughout the County.  Four sites (Ball Cemetery ID# 
279, Gibson Grove #105, MoCo Poor Farm #196, and St. John the Evangelist #131) are 
appropriately identified in your study. 

 
If the APE is enlarged at any point in this process, and you want to broaden the study to 

include farther north sites such as Comsat or Moneysworth farm (both in Clarksburg) and other 
burial sites (such as Scotland in Rockville), we will help to provide additional information. 

 
Lastly, MPI encourages you to meet in the near future with Montgomery County Historic 

Preservation and Parks staff, and include MPI, to more specifically discuss our County 
resources and to coordinate efforts.  There is no doubt that this highway project will have major 
effects on Montgomery County. 
 

  
Sincerely yours,  

  
          /s/ 
 

Eileen McGuckian, president 
Montgomery Preservation Inc.   
Consulting Party 

mailto:mpi@montgomerypreservation.org


NPS Comments (November 19, 2018) 

• General: The Gap Analysis only focuses on Maryland and does not look at Virginia, as it 

states: "Section 106 requirements for both archaeology and historic architecture in 

Virginia for this project are being addressed separately by the Virginia Department of 

Transportation for their ongoing project to extend the American Legion Memorial Bridge 

High Occupancy Toll (HOT) Lanes to the George Washington [Memorial] Parkway." 

Curious if this VDOT project covers the entirety of the MLS project area in Virginia. It 

would be helpful to see a graphic highlighting the two project areas to verify there will be 

complete coverage of the MLS project area within Virginia, as well as to ensure 

resources under the administration of the George Washington Memorial Parkway are 

properly identified (e.g., archeological sites). 

• General: The Gap Analysis does not discuss underwater archeology or the potential for 

submerged cultural resources to exist within the project area. Given that a portion of the 

project area crosses the Potomac River at the American Legion Bridge, the potential for 

such resources to exist must be assessed. This includes expanding the historic context to 

include early maritime activities that took place within and adjacent to the project area 

and examine the potential for submerged cultural resources to be present. 

• Section 1.1.1, p. 3: Please use the full, official name of the 'George Washington 

Memorial Parkway' in this report and subsequent project documentation (as opposed to 

the colloquial 'GW Parkway') - GLOBAL. 

• Section 2.1 Background Research: There are other documentary sources related to CHOH 

that would be of use for a desktop survey of archaeological resources including Berger's 

9-year study of the canal (Fiedel et al 2005). I realize that the survey did not include 

property within the MLS study area, but would provide a broader context. (Also applies 

to 4 Regional History). 

• Section 2.3.2 Criteria for Archaeological Potential-- How are they determining "previous 

disturbance" in determining if an area has archaeological potential? 

• Section 2.4.1 Previously Identified Historic Resources-- Text only references state data. 

Should include Federal (NPS) data from the parks. 

• Section 4.1.1, p. 17. Recommend correcting the date in the section header from '1100 BC' 

to '11,000 BC.' 

 

• Section 5.1.1 Previous Archaeological Surveys-- More survey needs to be done on the 

CHOH. Yes, agree. Fieldwork should be planned for the fall or winter when ground 

visibility is best. Nearby archaeological surveys have been unable to identify previously 

recorded sites due to vegetation (e.g. Kavanaugh 1981). Why did NPS deny survey 

applications for Diamanti et al. 2008? The reason should be stated. 

• Section 5.1.2.B, p. 47. Recommend removing the underscore from the first paragraph. 

• Section 6.2.1, p. 55. The text in the 'Significance' section for the Suitland Parkway 

appears gray, whereas the other text is black. Recommend correcting. 

• Section 7.5.2, p. 104. There appears to be a random page break in the middle of the page. 

• Section 7.6. I realize that the C&O Canal locks are mentioned several times and they 

appear in figures (e.g. Figure 19), but nowhere is there specific mention of Locks 12, 13, 

and 14, which are are directly under the ALB and within the APE and project corridor. 

• Section 7.6. Good, yes, survey is recommended at CHOH. 

• Section 8.1, p. 112. In the second paragraph, numbers less than ten are provided 

numerically and are also spelled out. 



NPS Comments (November 19, 2018) 

• Section 9.2. List the National Park units as well. In addition, C&O Canal is a historic 

district (NR listed) 

• Appendix D, Map 2. Survey area S-12 partially overlaps with site 18MO22 (Potter site), 

so it would therefore be beneficial for the survey team to do limited fieldwork at the site 

to determine if any portion of it remains undisturbed, especially since they will already be 

in the area (see Section 7.4, p. 93 for details/recommendations). 

• Page 51. Location: Change to "Cumberland, MD." 

• Page 51, Period of Significance: The 2015 update to the C&O Canal NHP Historic 

District National Register nomination included an extended period of significance. 

Prehistoric and historic resources begins and continues the period from 9000 BCE 

through the original 1828 to 1924 period of significance (when the canal was built and 

operated). After the canal ceased commercial operation in 1924, a noncontiguous period 

of significance takes in the New Deal-era years of 1938 to 1942 for the district’s 

association with Civilian Conservation Corps activity, and 1965 for the district’s 

association with the NPS Mission 66 program. 

• Page 51, NRHP: In 2015, the C&O Canal NHP Historic District National Register 

nomination was updated and the boundary was increased. 















From: Smith, Kathryn
To: Steve Archer
Subject: Re: [EXTERNAL] I-495/I-270 MLS Section 106 Determination of Eligibility forms, Batch 4 Posted, comments

requested by Feb. 28, and additional info
Date: Tuesday, February 26, 2019 6:25:37 PM

Steve,

The following are comments for your consideration as you prepare the documentation on
historic properties within the APE:

First, I noticed that some of the DOE forms say they are just documenting earlier
determinations done by MHT -- saying they are not eligible in 2000.  Should these properties
be re-evaluated in 2019 since nearly 20 years has passed? (examples: PG:73-24;  PG:73-22;
PG:73-23).

Also, I am wondering if the roadway and its alignment itself has been evaluated for NR
eligibility?  Records show that the Olmsted firm worked on the Beltway project, at least in the
area where it crosses Rock Creek Park in Montgomery County (near Connecticutt Ave.). 
Apparently the planners wanted it to be parkway-like in this segment and so they hired
Olmsted.  According to my colleague, there's a job- number and associated records in the
Olmsted records.  You can search the records
here: https://www.nps.gov/frla/olmstedarchives.htm#CP_JUMP_4037582 

Best,
Kathryn

Kathryn G. Smith
National Historic Landmarks & National Register Coordinator
National Capital Region, National Park Service

1100 Ohio Drive, SW
Washington, DC 20242
202.619.7180
202.401.0017 fax

kathryn_smith@nps.gov

NCR Website  https://www.nps.gov/RESSNCR

NHL Website http://www.nps.gov/nhl

Facebook National Historic Landmark Program - NPS  

Instagram NationalHistoricLandmarkNPS  #NationalHistoricLandmark #FindYourPark

On Thu, Feb 7, 2019 at 2:56 PM Steve Archer <SArcher@sha.state.md.us> wrote:

Greetings Consulting Parties,

 

mailto:kathryn_smith@nps.gov
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mailto:kathryn_smith@nps.gov
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https://na01.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Finstagram.com%2Fnationalhistoriclandmarknps&data=02%7C01%7CSArcher%40sha.state.md.us%7Cfc2cfdc993df4cf321a208d69c41b51d%7Cb38cd27c57ca4597be2822df43dd47f1%7C0%7C0%7C636868203361628019&sdata=KkgLuzPNXBt8NGDgCykrqE8cv%2FGw7%2FDdVU9PfHq1R6U%3D&reserved=0
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From: Eileen McGuckian <phileen3@verizon.net>  

Sent: Tuesday, March 26, 2019 3:35 PM 

To: Steve Archer <SArcher@sha.state.md.us> 

Subject: comments for I-495/I-270 MLS Section 106 Consultation: comments on Batch 5 

 

 
Hello Steve and all, 
 
Thank you for posting Batch 5 of the determination-of-eligibility (DOE) forms for this project.   
 
On behalf of Montgomery Preservation, I have a few comments. 
 
In batch 5, 11807 Dinwiddie Drive in Rockville is listed as the John Henry O'Neale house and is briefly 
mentioned in the DOE form for Montrose Woods M 30-48. 
However, although this individual property is in your batch list, there is no separate DOE form for it.   
Full disclosure:  This has been my home for 30+ years, and I did meet the surveyors when they visited 
one frosty day this winter, but have heard nothing further. 
I have conducted research on this house, which I describe as the O'Neale-Prichard-Cantelon/McGuckian 
house for its three owners 1865-present, and would be happy to provide it to you in an appropriate 
format. 
  
The other comment relates to the archaeological aspect of this consultation: 
Shouldn't the identified burial sites be included with each batch?   
Again, full disclosure:  Two grave markers from Ball Cemetery (ID#279 on the Montgomery County 
Cemetery Inventory) are on my property (address above).  They were moved from their original, nearby 
site by previous owner Ann Prichard in the late 1960s and are now safely indoors.   
Again, I have conducted research on this burial site, including oral histories of individuals who recall the 
cemetery.  And again, I would be happy to provide information to you in an appropriate format; best would 
be the Cemetery Inventory-Revisited survey form. 
 
Lastly, other burial sites within the APO should be identified in the DOE process:  Gibson Grove 
Cemetery ID#105, the Montgomery County Poor Farm Cemetery ID#196, and St. John the Evangelist 
Cemetery in Forest Glen ID#131.   
 
Please confirm that you have received this communication. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Eileen McGuckian, president 
Montgomery Preservation Inc. 
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March 28, 2019 
 
Steve Archer 
Cultural Resources Team Leader 
Environmental Planning  
MDOT State Highways Administration  
707 North Calvert Street  
Baltimore, MD  21202  
 
RE: I-495/I- 270 Managed Lanes Study, Section 106 Determination of Eligibility Forms, Batch 5 
Comments  
 
Dear Mr. Archer:     
 
Thank you for providing the opportunity to review and comment on the latest Section 106 Determination 
of Eligibility (DOE) forms as part of the I-495/I-270 Managed Lanes Study. Please see the below 
comment(s) on the following DOEs: 
 
1) Property Name: Holy Cross Hospital 

Address: 1500 Forest Glen Road, Silver Spring, 20910 
Batch: 5 
 
Holy Cross Hospital warrants a full DOE rather than a Short Form DOE for ineligible properties. 
The architecture firm of Faulkner, Kingsbury & Stenhouse, who specialized in modernist 
institutional buildings in the postwar era, designed the hospital. Architect Slocum Kingsbury, FAIA 
(1893-1987), graduated from Cornell University, served in World War I, and practiced architecture 
in New York City before moving to Washington, D.C. Kinsbury specialized in hospital design and 
the building received a Washington Board of Trade Award and AIA Potomac Valley Award in 
1964. 
 
While Holy Cross Hospital has had alterations/additions to the main building and though the 
determination may remain static, the complex should be re-evaluated within a full historic context. 
Please refer to the following book for more information: Clare Lise Kelly, Montgomery Modern 
(Silver Spring, MD: M-NCPPC, 2015). 

 
Thank you again for the opportunity to comment. If you have any questions or need to discuss this matter, 
please feel free to contact me at 301-563-3405 or John.Liebertz@montgomeryplanning.org.  
 
Sincerely,  

 
John Liebertz 
Historic Preservation Specialist, Montgomery County Planning 
 
cc:   Rebeccah Ballo, M-NCPPC, Planning HP Supervisor 

MONTGOMERY  COUNTY  PLANNING  DEPARTMENT 
THE MARYLAND-NATIONAL CAPITAL PARK AND PLANNING COMMISSION 

  

mailto:John.Liebertz@montgomeryplanning.org
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Joey Lampl, M-NCPPC, Parks Cultural Resources Stewardship Manager 
 Julie Mueller, M-NCPPC, Parks Cultural Resources Stewardship Planner Coordinator 

Cassandra Michaud, M-NCPPC, Parks Cultural Resources Archaeologist 
Brian Crane, M-NCPPC, Planning Archaeologist 

 Jeannette Mar, FHWA 
 Tim Tamborino, MHT   
 Jason Shellenhammmer, RKK     
 Beth Cole, MHT 

Eileen McGuckian, President, Montgomery Preservation, Inc. 
Nancy Pickard, Executive Director, Peerless Rockville 



















From: Ballo, Rebeccah <rebeccah.ballo@montgomeryplanning.org>  

Sent: Wednesday, July 3, 2019 3:47 PM 

To: Steve Archer <SArcher@mdot.maryland.gov> 

Cc: Jeanette Mar, FHWA <jeanette.mar@dot.gov>; Beth Cole, MHT <beth.cole@maryland.gov>; Tim 

Tamburrino, MHT <tim.tamburrino@maryland.gov>; Caryn Brookman 

<CBrookman@mdot.maryland.gov>; Matt Manning <MManning@mdot.maryland.gov>; Lampl, Joey 

<joey.lampl@montgomeryparks.org>; Rubin, Carol <carol.rubin@montgomeryplanning.org>; Crane, 

Brian <Brian.Crane@montgomeryplanning.org>; Liebertz, John 

<John.Liebertz@montgomeryplanning.org> 

Subject: RE: I-495/I-270 MLS Section 106 DOE forms, Batch 8, Consulting Party Meeting reminder 6/17 

1pm 

 

Good afternoon Steve,  

 

The following are the compiled comments from Montgomery County Park & Planning on the Batch 8 

DOEs. We have also included preliminary comments on other items.  

 

• The Batch 8 Determinations of Eligibility included reference to Maryland Historical Trust Site M: 

26-6, The Poor Farm, site and Cemetery. The corresponding mapped location for this resource in 

the Maryland Historical Trust archaeological site files (Site 18MO33) and in the Montgomery 

County Burial Sites Inventory is on the opposite side of I 270, on the north side of Wootton 

Parkway nearly half a mile away from the location investigated for Batch 8. Archaeological 

investigations for the Managed Lanes project must include the location and surroundings of Site 

18MO33. 

 

• Montgomery Parks concurs that Cabin John Regional Park is not eligible for the National Register 

of Historic Places based on the current Determination of Eligibility (DOE) form. Montgomery 

Parks concurs that Argyle Local Park is not eligible for the National Register of Historic Places 

based on the current DOE form. Montgomery Parks concurs that North Chevy Chase Local Park is 

not eligible for the National Register of Historic Places based on the current DOE form. 

 

We do want to note that in the absence of any thorough archaeological information and technical 

reports, these concurring statements are premature and preclude us from making a truly informed 

decision on these DOEs or the project as a whole. Should archaeological features or sites be found in any 

of the above sites or in those released in previous batches, our response would change. 

 

We continue to await technical reports, an expanded Area of Potential Effect (APE) map for Alternative 

10, and the Determination of Effect (DOE) forms that would result. 

 

Our response to the items distributed for review at the June 17, 2019 Section 106 Consulting Parties 

meeting (e.g., the List of Adverse Effects, the Draft Programmatic Agreement) and to other big-picture 

questions or discussion items are predicated on receiving the forthcoming technical reports and above 

items and to be given the time and tools to appropriately review a significant amount of new 

information. In addition, we point out that SHA’s objection to supplying the M-NCPPC with GIS shape 

files for the project seriously undermines our ability to accurately correlate and respond to the impact of 

the project. 

 



We look forward in the future to putting forth a formal recommendation that seeks an evaluation of the 

M-NCPPC’s stream valley park system as a whole starting with formation and up to its mature years 

(before the M-NCPPC ventured into the establishment of regional parks). Montgomery County Parks and 

Planning recommend taking a holistic approach to determining the eligibility of the stream valley parks 

under Criterion A across both Montgomery and Prince George's Counties instead of reviewing the 

individual stream valley parks (or sections of the parks) as distinct entities. We believe that under 

Criterion A, there should be a way to take an integrated look at the regional and environmental planning 

import of this stream valley park system across the entirety of the M-NCPPC. Should we put forth this 

recommendation formally, and should it lead to a National Register Determination of Eligibility under 

Criterion A, the Department of Parks for both Montgomery and Prince George’s Counties will require a 

signed Programmatic Agreement among the M-NCPPC, NCPC, and MHT to allow the land-owning 

Agencies to be able to continue to operate the stream valley park system as we do now, for the benefit 

of the residents of both counties, and without any undue regulatory hardship. 

 

Lastly, at our June 17th meeting your team had offered to work with us to hold separate coordination 

meetings in addition to the larger CP meetings. We will work within our agency to identify some dates 

and communicate those with you soon. Thank you for the opportunity to comment.  

 

Sincerely, 

 

 
 

Rebeccah Ballo 

Historic Preservation Program Supervisor | Montgomery County Planning Department 

8787 Georgia Avenue | Silver Spring, Maryland 20910 

Tel:  301-563-3404; Email: Rebeccah.Ballo@montgomeryplanning.org 

 

 

 
 

Ms. Joey Lampl 

Cultural Resources Manager 

The Maryland-National Capital Park and Planning Commission 

9500 Brunett Avenue 

Silver Spring, MD  20901 

301-563-3414 



 

From: Lampl, Joey <joey.lampl@montgomeryparks.org>  

Sent: Thursday, August 1, 2019 4:18 PM 

To: Steve Archer <SArcher@mdot.maryland.gov> 

Cc: Ballo, Rebeccah <rebeccah.ballo@montgomeryplanning.org>; Mueller, Julie 

<julie.mueller@montgomeryparks.org>; Michaud, Cassandra 

<cassandra.michaud@montgomeryparks.org>; Rubin, Carol <carol.rubin@montgomeryplanning.org>; 

Harper, Matthew <Matthew.Harper@montgomeryparks.org>; Stephens, Douglas 

<Douglas.Stephens@montgomeryparks.org>; Cole, Jai <jai.cole@montgomeryparks.org> 

Subject: Batch 9 Comments ML Study M-NCPPC, Montgomery Parks 

 

Hello Steve, 

 

Here is the response from M-NCPPC, Montgomery Parks on Batch 9 of the Managed Lane Study: 

 

M-NCPPC, Montgomery Parks does not concur with the DOE finding that Cabin John SVP is ineligible for 

the National Register. Parks believes Cabin John SVP is eligible under Criterion A as a natural stream 

valley park within the broader park system that also includes Rock Creek Park and Sligo, which have 

been found eligible. All are part of the same cultural landscape system that M-NCPPC created to 

preserve the watersheds of the Anacostia and the Potomac. Even though Cabin John SVP was 

implemented later than Rock Creek or Sligo, its implementation in the early 1960s would simply mean 

that a period of significance might range from ca. 1929 to the early 1960s.  

 

As I have mentioned in the past, these comments do not include anything we might add on the impact 

to archaeological resources as we would need to review the full archaeological technical report. 

 

In addition, as you have asked for the identification of additional consulting parties, please remind me if 

the National Capital Planning Commission is a consulting party. As you know, many of the units in M-

NCPPC’s stream valley park system were purchased with Capper-Crampton funds that tie our history 

and ongoing park use to NCPC involvement. 

 

Sincerely, 

Joey 

 

Ms. Joey Lampl 

Cultural Resources Manager 

The Maryland-National Capital Park and Planning Commission 

9500 Brunett Avenue 

Silver Spring, MD  20901 

301-563-3414 

  



From: Stabler, Jennifer <Jennifer.Stabler@ppd.mncppc.org>  

Sent: Friday, August 2, 2019 2:40 PM 

To: Steve Archer <SArcher@mdot.maryland.gov> 

Subject: RE: I-495/I-270 MLS Section 106 DOE forms, Batch 9  

 

Hi Steve, 

The Prince George’s County Historic Preservation Section has reviewed the Batch 9 DOE forms and we 

concur with the eligibility evaluations recommendations provided. 

Please let me know if you have any questions or need any additional information. 

Thanks, 

 

Jennifer 

 

Jennifer Stabler, Ph.D. 
Archeology Planner Coordinator 
Historic Preservation Section 
The Maryland-National Capital Park & Planning Commission 
14741 Governor Oden Bowie Drive 
Upper Marlboro, MD 20772 
301-952-5595 (Voice) 
301-952-3799 (Fax) 
  



CARDEROCK SPRINGS 
National Register of Historic Places 

Lisa B. Choplin 
Maryland State Highway Administration 
707 North Calvert Street 
Baltimore, Maryland 21202-36-01 

October 9, 2019 

Subject: Carderock point-of-contact for the Section 106 process, Draft EIS 

Dear Mrs. Choplin, 

Thank you for your response of July 10, 2019 to our June 12, 2019 comment letter regarding the 
proposed Beltway widening project. There were some points raised in your letter that I wanted to 
respond to. 

Our historic community as well as the children that attend the Carderock Springs Elementary School 
face significant community integrity, quality of life and learning impacts from the Beltway 
expansion. As our comment letter stated, adding 2 lanes in each direction would reduce the distance 
between the lanes of the Beltway where vehicles will travel and school and residences, resulting in 
an increased noise and dangerous air pollution. This approach wouldn't be compatible with our 
designation as a National Historic District and with a learning environment for the children in our 
community and elementary school that includes students with autism. 

Given our National Historic Designation, our community looks forward to participating and 
providing its input during the Section 106 process. John Tiernan (jtier@verizon.net) will be 
representing Carderock in this process. Konstantin Gartvig (kgartvig@yahoo.com) and Elena 
Kazakova ( elenawiz@gmail.com) will be alternates. 

Our community is strongly interested in SHA' s evaluation of noise mitigation through sound barriers 
construction and how these can address our concerns on sound and air quality impacts. Once this 
analysis is completed, we would like to invite SHA representatives to come to our community to 
discuss the findings. 

Also, if public reviews of the Draft EIS are still planned for December 2019, our community would 
like to participate in the public hearings on the Draft EIS. Please alert us when these are to take a 
place so we can organize a community meeting to discuss these findings directly with our residents. 
We hope that our community concerns will be heard and addressed in the Draft EIS. 

**L&B 812610lvll09999.0357 



Lisa B. Choplin 
October 9, 2019 
Page 2 

Thank you for your attention to this matter. 

President, Carderock Springs Citizens Association 

cc: The Honorable Andrew Friedson, Councilmember, Montgomery County Council 
The Honorable Marc Korman, Maryland House of Delegates 
The Honorable Susan C. Lee, Senate of Maryland 
The Honorable Sara Love, Maryland House of Delegates 
Mr. Jack R. Smith, Superintendent, Montgomery County Public Schools 
Mr. Jeffrey T. Folden, P.E., DBIA, Deputy Director, I-495 and I-270 P3 Office, SHA 
Mr. Gregory Slater, Administrator, MDOT SHA 
John Tierman 
Konstantin Gmivig 
Elena Kazakova 

Carderock Springs Citizens' Association 
P.O. Box 237, Cabin John, MD 208 18-0237 

www. ca rde rocks p ring s .net 

**L&B 812610lvl/09999.0357 



From: Josh Tulkin <josh.tulkin@mdsierra.org>  
Sent: Friday, October 25, 2019 5:37 PM 
To: Steve Archer <SArcher@mdot.maryland.gov> 
Subject: Response to request for consulting party status 
 
Oct 25, 2019 

 

To Steve Archer 

Cultural Resources Team Leader 

Maryland Department of Transportation State Highway Administration 

Environmental Planning Division 

707 North Calvert Street 
Baltimore, MD 21202 

Phone 410-545-8508 

sarcher@mdot.maryland.gov 

 

Re: Request for consulting party status on section 106 review of RCSVP Units #2,3 

 

Dear Mr. Archer, 
 

The Sierra Club is deeply concerned about proposed impact of the proposed expansion of 
highways 495 and 270 in Maryland, also known as the “Manager Lanes Project” and 

its potential effects on historic properties.  
 

We understand that consultation has been initiated under Section 106 of the National Historic 
Preservation Act (NHPA) for the Manager Lanes Project, and that compliance with Section 4(f) 
of the Department of Transportation Act will/may also be required. Sierra Club would like to 
participate actively in the review process, both as a “consulting party” under Section 106 of the 
NHPA, pursuant to 36 C.F.R. § 800.2(c)(5), and by receiving and commenting on any 
documents prepared pursuant to Section 4(f). 
 

Sierra Club’s membership mission is to enjoy, explore, and protect the planet. Our outdoor 
programs bring people to hikes and outings across the country, from local parks, to areas of 
environmental and cultural significance. The Sierra Club has routinely over the years sought to 
protect areas for both their natural resource values and their cultural values.  
 

For example, we recently supported national monument status for Stonewall Inn and the Ceasar 
Chavez homestead. We just commissioned a study of the history of the John Muir Trail and its 
construction. Links to our press releases on several of these issues is below. Locally Sierra 
Club was a vocal advocate for the creation of the Harriet Tubman Underground Railroad 
National Historic Park and Trail.   
 

Locally, Sierra Club has thousands of members who live around the proposed route, and our 
members utilize the Rock Creek Stream Valley Park and other local parks that would be 
impacted by the project.  We are concerned about the potential impact on Rock Creek Stream 
Valley Park for both its ecological resources and cultural value. The creation and preservation of 
Rock Creek Stream Valley park was a key factor in the establishment of new institutions, such 
as the Maryland-National Capital Parks and Planning Commission, the establishment of the 
park marks a critical milestone in the land preservation movement of the time. 
 

mailto:josh.tulkin@mdsierra.org
mailto:josh.tulkin@mdsierra.org
mailto:SArcher@mdot.maryland.gov
mailto:SArcher@mdot.maryland.gov
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Because of Sierra Club’s knowledge and concern about historic properties potentially affected 
by the project, we believe we can provide important information and a valuable perspective as a 
consulting party under Section 106 and in the review process under Section 4(f).  
 

Please include Sierra Club in your distribution list for public notices of any meetings, and for the 
circulation of documents for comment. 
 

We look forward to participating as the review and consultation process moves forward for the 
Manager Lanes process. 
 

Sincerely, 
Joshua Tulkin 

Maryland Chapter Director 

 

Links: 
• Statement  on creation of Stonewall National Monument 

https://content.sierraclub.org/press-releases/2016/06/sierra-club-praises-stonewall-
national-monument 

• Statement  on creation of Birmingham Civil Rights National 
Monuments:  https://www.sierraclub.org/press-releases/2017/09/sierra-club-applauds-
new-national-monuments-commitments-increase-diversity   

• Blog on Pullman Historic Site: https://blogs.sierraclub.org/layoftheland/2014/09/labor-
day-2014-preserving-labors-pullman-legacy.html#more 

• Statement on César E. Chávez National Monument.: 
https://blogs.sierraclub.org/layoftheland/2012/10/monument-to-a-national-treasure.html 

 

https://gcc01.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fcontent.sierraclub.org%2Fpress-releases%2F2016%2F06%2Fsierra-club-praises-stonewall-national-monument&data=02%7C01%7CSArcher%40mdot.maryland.gov%7C2b02af38f0d64a839fb108d772b5d6ff%7Cb38cd27c57ca4597be2822df43dd47f1%7C0%7C0%7C637103997627794110&sdata=IIBt%2BMjIujB9HCEJXF6q%2Bo7S91%2FV9mOAINxwHYvy5As%3D&reserved=0
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https://gcc01.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fwww.sierraclub.org%2Fpress-releases%2F2017%2F09%2Fsierra-club-applauds-new-national-monuments-commitments-increase-diversity&data=02%7C01%7CSArcher%40mdot.maryland.gov%7C2b02af38f0d64a839fb108d772b5d6ff%7Cb38cd27c57ca4597be2822df43dd47f1%7C0%7C0%7C637103997627804056&sdata=byfdcIYzsgVar65J8W1rCXj7mzdfJvqUHL3sVO%2BxPAw%3D&reserved=0
https://gcc01.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fwww.sierraclub.org%2Fpress-releases%2F2017%2F09%2Fsierra-club-applauds-new-national-monuments-commitments-increase-diversity&data=02%7C01%7CSArcher%40mdot.maryland.gov%7C2b02af38f0d64a839fb108d772b5d6ff%7Cb38cd27c57ca4597be2822df43dd47f1%7C0%7C0%7C637103997627804056&sdata=byfdcIYzsgVar65J8W1rCXj7mzdfJvqUHL3sVO%2BxPAw%3D&reserved=0
https://gcc01.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fblogs.sierraclub.org%2Flayoftheland%2F2014%2F09%2Flabor-day-2014-preserving-labors-pullman-legacy.html%23more&data=02%7C01%7CSArcher%40mdot.maryland.gov%7C2b02af38f0d64a839fb108d772b5d6ff%7Cb38cd27c57ca4597be2822df43dd47f1%7C0%7C0%7C637103997627804056&sdata=JG0PHmXtVFugjhba%2BQzQCKoeNWaI9NG%2B4l0e51K8JUA%3D&reserved=0
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Federally Recognized Tribes 

• Absentee-Shawnee Tribe of Oklahoma 

• Delaware Nation 

• Delaware Tribe of Indians 

• Chickahominy Indian Tribe 

• Chickahominy Indians Eastern Division  

• Eastern Shawnee Tribe of Oklahoma 

• Monacan Indian Nation 

• Nansemond Indian Tribe 

• Oneida Indian Nation 

• Onondaga Nation 

• Pamunkey Indian Tribe 

• Rappahannock Tribe, Inc. 

• Saint Regis Mohawk Tribe 

• Seneca-Cayuga Nation 

• Shawnee Tribe 

• Tuscarora Nation 

• Upper Mattaponi Indian Tribe 

 

State Recognized and Other Tribes 

• Piscataway Conoy Tribe of Maryland (PCT) 

• PCT - Cedarville Band of Piscataway 

• PCT - Choptico Band of Piscataway 

• Piscataway Indian Nation 

 

Federal Agencies 

• Department of Defense 

• General Services Administration 

• Federal Railroad Administration 

• Federal Transit Administration 

• National Capital Planning Commission 

• National Institute of Standards and Technology 

• National Park Service 

• U.S. Army Corps of Engineers 

• U.S. Department of Agriculture 

• U.S. Postal Service  

 

State Agencies and Organizations 

• Maryland Commission on Indian Affairs 

• MDOT Maryland Transit Administration 

• MDOT Maryland Transportation Authority 

• Maryland Historical Trust 

• Preservation Maryland 

• Virginia Department of Historic Resources 

• Virginia Department of Transportation 

• Washington Metropolitan Area Transit Authority 
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County Agencies and Organizations 

• Maryland Milestones/Anacostia Trails Heritage Area, Inc.  

• Montgomery County Department of Correction and Rehabilitation  

• Montgomery County Department of General Services 

• Montgomery County Department of Transportation 

• Montgomery County Heritage Area, Heritage Tourism Alliance of Montgomery County 

• Maryland-National Capital Parks and Planning Commission – Montgomery County Planning – 

Historic Preservation 

• Maryland-National Capital Parks and Planning Commission – Montgomery Parks 

• Maryland-National Capital Parks and Planning Commission – Prince George's County Planning – 

Historic Preservation 

• Maryland-National Capital Parks and Planning Commission – Prince George’s County 

Department of Parks and Recreation 

• Montgomery Preservation, Inc. 

• Prince George's County Historic Preservation Commission 

• Prince George's County Historical and Cultural Trust 

• Prince George's Heritage, Inc. 

 

Municipal Agencies and Organizations 

• C&O Canal Association   

• C&O Canal Trust   

• Carderock Springs Citizens’ Association 

• City of College Park 

• City of Glenarden 

• City of Greenbelt 

• City of Rockville 

• Gibson Grove A.M.E. Zion Church 

• Peerless Rockville 

• Save Our Seminary at Forest Glen 

• Sierra Club Maryland Chapter 

• Village of North Chevy Chase 
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DRAFT – Pre-Decisional  
CONCEPTUAL DISCUSSION OUTLINE 

PROGRAMMATIC AGREEMENT 
Among the 

FEDERAL HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION, 
MARYLAND DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION STATE HIGHWAY 

ADMINISTRATION, 
MARYLAND STATE HISTORIC PRESERVATION OFFICER, 

VIRGINIA STATE HISTORIC PRESERVATION OFFICER, 
ADVISORY COUNCIL ON HISTORIC PRESERVATION 

 
Implementing Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act for the 

I-495 and I-270 Managed Lanes Study 
Montgomery and Prince Georges Counties, Maryland and Fairfax County, Virginia 

 
 
 

Recitals (Whereas Clauses) 

This section will define the background of the project (“Undertaking”), and the intention of this 
agreement, including (but not limited to): 

• Defining the Undertaking (the specific federal actions that may affect historic 
properties) 

• FHWA is the lead federal agency, as designated by other agencies; execution of this 
agreement fulfills 106 responsibilities for the other federal agencies, etc.   

• Involvement of Other Federal Agencies 
• Defining the Public-Private Partnership (P3), and that the concessionaire will advance 

design under approval by the state.   
• Review of completed steps in Section 106 process (consultation, APE, identification of 

properties, assessment of effect, etc.) 
• Stating that historic properties will be adversely affected by the undertaking, however 

all effects to historic properties cannot be fully determined 
• That the signatories, having involved consulting parties, have agreed that the PA and 

implementation of its terms of fulfill the requirements of Section 106 for the 
undertaking 

 

Stipulations 

1. Roles and Responsibilities 
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a. FHWA (will describe that FHWA, as designated lead federal agency, is 
ultimately responsible for ensuring the terms of this agreement are carried out) 
 

b. MDOT SHA (Will describe that MDOT SHA will be responsible for 
implementation of stipulations of the agreement) 

i. Concessionaire (because the Concessionaire is not selected at this time, 
stipulation will describe what requirements MDOT SHA will place on 
concessionaire through the procurement process) 

ii. Will Retain qualified CR staff responsible for fulfilling their commitments 
c. Other Federal Agencies (to be determined related to level of involvement with 

adversely affected historic properties and mitigation implementation) 
d. SHPOs (will describe jurisdiction [Maryland, Virginia] and elements such as 

concurrence/comment decision points and anticipated review timelines) 
e. ACHP (will describe ACHP’s role as providing policy guidance and dispute 

resolution/comment)  
f. Concurring Parties/Public (consulting parties invited to concur in the 

agreement may have ongoing opportunities to provide input, participate in 
mitigation projects, etc.; will describe mechanisms for how the general public 
not identified as consulting parties may engage in the future and addition of 
consulting/concurring parties in the future)  

2. Professional Standards (will reference applicable Secretary of Interior qualifications, 
SHPO, National Register, ACHP and other applicable standards for evaluation and 
reporting for cultural resources studies) 

3. Project-wide Mitigation and Commitments (may describe mitigation that addresses 
multiple properties, or logical groupings of affected properties, general provisions for 
avoidance through design refinements, context-sensitive solutions, etc.) MDOT SHA is 
seeking consulting party input on these measures.   

4. Property-Specific Mitigation and Commitments  
MDOT SHA is seeking input on potential mitigation for the properties currently 
identified as experiencing an adverse effect.  This section will break out mitigation or 
other commitments specific to each property (see the preliminary list attached to this 
document)  

5. Archaeological Treatment Plan 
a. MDOT SHA will develop an archaeological treatment plan in consultation with 

relevant parties that identifies: 
i. Areas presently inaccessible for study to be evaluated 

ii. Treatment of determined/assumed eligible sites  
iii. Known sites requiring further evaluation for NRHP eligibility (Phase II) 
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iv. Monitoring Requirements 
v. Treatment of Cemeteries 

vi. Standardized evaluation and treatment process for newly-identified 
project elements, process (including consultation with relevant parties) 
for updates and revisions to treatment plan.  

(MDOT SHA’s goal is to have a comprehensive but flexible archaeological 
treatment plan that addresses the current LOD but can be revised and updated 
in response to project advancement) 
 

6. Architectural Resources 
a. Will describe evaluation of inaccessible/unevaluated properties (MDOT SHA has 

to date not been granted access to the Martin-Marietta Headquarters, but 
anticipates evaluation of all other architectural resources identified in the Gap 
Analysis prior to PA completion) 

b. Will describe process for effects assessment to identified historic properties 
currently with “unknown” effects upon further design, or should design within 
the APE evolve to change effect determinations.  

7. Revisions to APE in response to Design Advancement 
a. Will describe the process to revise the APE for minor changes with no potential 

to change or cause new effects to historic properties 
b. Will describe the consultation process on substantial APE revisions where 

historic properties may be additionally or differently affected.   
c. Will describe the evaluation and treatment of additional architectural resources 

in response to APE expansion.   
8. Continued Consultation 

In addition to the above, there may be ongoing consultation required for 
properties where effects cannot yet be fully determined, design of certain 
elements in proximity to historic properties (such as elevated structures), where 
consultation may be requested to achieve context-sensitive design and minimize 
effects.   MDOT SHA is seeking input on those project elements where further 
consultation is requested and appropriate.   

9. Inadvertent Discovery (Including Human Remains) 
MDOT SHA has a standard procedure for all projects in the event of inadvertent 
discovery of human remains or archaeological resources, or inadvertent adverse 
effects to previously identified historic properties, that will be encapsulated 
here. 

10. Monitoring of Performance 
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This section will describe how the parties will understand progress on 
implementation of commitments and mitigation, through regularly issued 
summary reports (such as annual or quarterly) and/or regularly scheduled 
meetings for consulting parties.  MDOT SHA is seeking input on consulting party 
preferences for this stipulation.   

11. Amendment 
Will describe a standard process including consultation when amendments to 
the agreement are needed.   

12. Dispute Resolution 
Will describe a standard process for resolving objections and disputes among the 
parties, referencing the Amendment process if the agreement needs to be 
altered.   

13. Termination 
Will describe a standard process for termination of the agreement, and 
subsequent steps if termination occurs. Typically this involves a “waiting period” 
of consultation prior to termination, and a requirement to either negotiate a 
new agreement, follow the standard Section 106 process, and/or take Advisory 
Council comments into consideration prior to FHWA determining next steps.   

14. Duration 
Because of the anticipated duration of this project, and that there may be 
additional elements that continue, a 15 year duration may be appropriate, or 
until all terms of the agreement are fulfilled or the project becomes inactive; can 
include provisions for extension of the agreement.  
 

Signature Pages 
 
Signatory Parties: FHWA, MDOT SHA ACHP, MD SHPO, VA SHPO, Other Federal 
Agencies to Be Determined 
 
Concurring Parties: To Be Determined 




