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350MOCO – LISA JO FINSTROM 

 
 

Response to DEIS Comment #1 
NEPA’s CEQ regulations require every environmental impact statement to include a No Build Alternative for detailed 
assessment.  The No Build Alternative serves as a baseline alternative for comparison to all proposed action 
alternatives.  For the Study, the No Build Alternative does not include any improvements to I-495 and I-270 but does reflect 
all other multi-modal transportation initiatives and projects included in the regional Constrained Long Range Plan, 
“Visualize2045”, adopted by the Metropolitan Washington Council of Governments in October 2018.  Refer to DEIS, 
Chapter 2, Section 2.3.  Based on a comprehensive review of regional demographics and traffic data, the No Build 
Alternative would not address any of the significant operational issues under existing conditions and fails to accommodate 
any of the congestion relief metrics established for evaluating all Build Alternatives.  Refer to DEIS, Chapter 3 and 
DEIS Appendix C.  
 
Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.1 for a response on Purpose and Need. 
 
Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.2.A for a response on Screening of Preliminary Alternatives Process. 
 
Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.4 for a response on the NEPA approach, analysis, and impacts.  
 
Response to DEIS Comment #2 
Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.4.E for a response to impact analysis and mitigation of water resources, including wetlands, 
waterways, and stormwater management. 

Chapter 9, Section 3.4.F for a response to adverse impacts to air quality.  

Response to DEIS Comment #3 
Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.5 for a response to the P3 Program and Project Cost. 

Response to DEIS Comment #4 
Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.4.B for a response to traffic modeling and analysis. 

Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.1 for a response on Purpose and Need and effects of the Pandemic. 
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Duplicate comment, please see responses to these comments received via an email presented above. 
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Response to DEIS Comment #1 
NEPA’s CEQ regulations require every environmental impact statement to include a No Build Alternative for detailed 
assessment.  The No Build Alternative serves as a baseline alternative for comparison to all proposed action 
alternatives.  For the Study, the No Build Alternative does not include any improvements to I-495 and I-270 but does reflect 
all other multi-modal transportation initiatives and projects included in the regional Constrained Long Range Plan, 
“Visualize2045”, adopted by the Metropolitan Washington Council of Governments in October 2018.  Refer to DEIS, 
Chapter 2, Section 2.3.  Based on a comprehensive review of regional demographics and traffic data, the No Build 
Alternative would not address any of the significant operational issues under existing conditions and fails to accommodate 
any of the congestion relief metrics established for evaluating all Build Alternatives.  Refer to DEIS, Chapter 3 and 
DEIS Appendix C.  
 
Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.1 for a response on Purpose and Need. 
 
Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.2.A for a response on Screening of Preliminary Alternatives Process. 
 
Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.4 for a response on the NEPA approach, analysis, and impacts.   
 

Response to DEIS Comment #2 

Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.5 for a response to the P3 Program and Project Cost. 

Response to DEIS Comment #3 

MDOT has closely monitored changes in traffic patterns throughout the pandemic, and as of early 2022, daily traffic 
volumes have already recovered back to over 90 percent of pre-COVID levels.  Although there is still uncertainty 
surrounding traffic projections resulting from the COVID-19 pandemic, transportation experts have analyzed pandemic 
traffic conditions and future traffic demand inputs and note that traffic volumes have continued to recover since the 
rollout of the vaccines in early 2021. Traffic volumes are anticipated to return to pre-COVID levels before the time the 
HOT lanes are operational. Given the ultimate 2045 design year, the HOT lanes will be required to accommodate long-
term traffic. 

Given the uncertainty surrounding resolution of the pandemic and how travel patterns will adjust, and over what time 
period, no definitive traffic model exists to predict how the global pandemic will affect long-term mobility patterns. To 
adapt to the ongoing and potential long-term travel impacts associated with the pandemic, MDOT SHA developed a 
COVID-19 Travel Analysis and Monitoring Plan.  Refer to FEIS, Appendix C for a copy of the latest version of that plan and 
results.  The plan included three components: 

• Monitoring: tracking changes in roadway and transit demand during the pandemic, i.e., how travel varies in 
response to infection figures, vaccine distribution, unemployment rates, school closings, and policy changes; 

• Research: reviewing historical data and projections from the Transportation Research Board and the National 
Capital Region Transportation Planning Board; and 

• Sensitivity Analyses: evaluating “what if” scenarios, including potential changes in teleworking, eCommerce, and 
transit use on projected 2045 travel demand and operations. 

The monitoring effort included tracking changes in traffic volumes and transit usage throughout the pandemic, and the 
corresponding impact on speeds and congestion along I-495 and I-270.  The data shows a severe drop in traffic volumes 
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in April 2020 after stay-at-home orders were issued across Maryland, with daily traffic volumes on I-270 and I-495 reducing 
by more than 50 percent compared to April 2019. After the stay-at-home order was replaced with a “safer at home” 
advisory in May 2020, traffic volumes gradually increased throughout the summer, stabilizing at approximately 15 percent 
less than typical conditions during Fall 2020. As cases began to surge in November/December 2020, traffic volumes dipped 
again through the winter. With the rollout of vaccines in early 2021, the corresponding drop in COVID-19 cases, and the 
gradual reopening of schools and businesses, daily traffic volumes have continued to recover. Statewide, weekly traffic 
volumes were only down five (5) percent for the week of November 8, 2021 compared to the same week in 2019, per 
MDOT’s coronavirus tracking website, linked below. https://www.mdot.maryland.gov/tso/Pages/Index.aspx?PageId=141 . 
Transit use has been slower to recover, with use of Maryland Transit Administration (MTA) services statewide down over 
40 percent compared to pre-pandemic levels as of October 2021 (see link above). 

Based upon historic research of other similar dramatic societal effects on travel and the most recent data suggesting that 
traffic is rebounding close to pre-pandemic levels, the 2045 forecasts and results presented in FEIS, Section 4.3 using 
models that were developed and calibrated prior to the onset of the COVID-19 pandemic have been determined to be 
reasonable for use in evaluating projected 2045 conditions. However, MDOT SHA acknowledges that residual effects of 
some of the near-term changes in travel behavior could be carried forward into the future.  Therefore, a sensitivity analysis 
evaluating several “what if” scenarios related to future traffic demand due to potential long-term changes to teleworking, 
e-commerce, and transit use was also conducted. The first part of the sensitivity analysis involved modifying input 
parameters in the MWCOG regional forecasting model based on observed changes in travel behavior during the pandemic 
to evaluate a range of potential long-term scenarios.  The second part of the sensitivity analysis involved re-running the 
2045 No Build and 2045 Build VISSIM models that were used to generate the operational results presented Chapter 4, 
Section 4.3 of this FEIS, but with reduced demand volumes to account for potential sustained impacts from the pandemic.  
The results of the MWCOG and VISSIM sensitivity analyses confirm that the capacity improvements proposed under the 
Preferred Alternative would be needed and effective even if future demand changes from the pre-pandemic forecasts 
based on potential long-term impacts to teleworking, ecommerce, and transit use that are not formally accounted for in 
the current regional forecasting models.  Refer to FEIS, Appendix C. 

 

Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.1 for a response on Purpose and Need, effects of the Pandemic, and impact of 
teleworking/remote working.  
 
Response to DEIS Comment #4 
As described in the Supplemental DEIS, the Preferred Alternative was identified after coordination with resource 
agencies, the public, and stakeholders to respond directly to feedback received on the DEIS to avoid displacements and 
impacts to significant environmental resources, and to align the NEPA approval with the planned project phased delivery 
and permitting approach which focused on Phase 1 South only. The Preferred Alternative includes two new, high-
occupancy toll (HOT) managed lanes on I-495 in each direction from the George Washington Memorial Parkway to west 
of MD 187 and conversion of the one existing high-occupancy vehicle lane in each direction on I-270 to a HOT managed 
lane and adding one new HOT managed lane in each direction on I-270 from I-495 to north of I-370 and on the I-270 east 
and west spurs. The Preferred Alternative includes no action or no improvements at this time on I-495 east of the I-270 
spur to MD 5 in Prince George's County. Therefore the EJ populations in Prince George’s County are located outside the 
Preferred Alternative limits of build improvements, potential impacts have now been completely avoided.  Any future 
proposal for improvements to the remaining parts of I-495 within the study limits, outside of Phase 1 South, would 
advance separately and would be subject to additional environmental studies, analysis, and collaboration with the public, 
stakeholders, and agencies.  
 

Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.4.D for a response to Environmental Justice and equity concerns. 
 

https://www.mdot.maryland.gov/tso/Pages/Index.aspx?PageId=141
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ANACOSTIA WATERSHED SOCIETY – JIM FOSTER 

 

 
Response to DEIS Comment #1 
Thank you for your comment concerning impacts to the Anacostia Watershed. As described in the Supplemental DEIS, the 
Preferred Alternative was identified after coordination with resource agencies, the public, and stakeholders to respond 
directly to feedback received on the DEIS to avoid displacements and impacts to significant environmental resources, and 
to align the NEPA approval with the planned project phased delivery and permitting approach which focused on Phase 1 
South only. The Preferred Alternative includes two new, high-occupancy toll (HOT) managed lanes on I-495 in each 
direction from the George Washington Memorial Parkway to west of MD 187 and conversion of the one existing high-
occupancy vehicle lane in each direction on I-270 to a HOT managed lane and adding one new HOT managed lane in each 
direction on I-270 from I-495 to north of I-370 and on the I-270 east and west spurs. The Preferred Alternative includes no 
action or no improvements at this time on I-495 east of the I-270 spur to MD 5 in Prince George's County.  See Figure 1-1 
in the FEIS.  The potential impacts raised in your comment had been identified in the DEIS related to build alternatives that 
would have spanned the entire study area.  Because the Anacostia Watershed is located outside the Preferred Alternative 
limits of build improvements, those impacts have now been completely avoided.  Any future proposal for improvements 
to the remaining parts of I-495 within the study limits, outside of Phase 1 South, would advance separately and would be 
subject to additional environmental studies, analysis, and collaboration with the public, stakeholders, and agencies.  

 

Response to DEIS Comment #2 
Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.4.E for a response to impact analysis and mitigation of water resources, including wetlands, 
waterways, and stormwater management. 
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AUDUBON NATURALIST SOCIETY – LISA ALEXANDER 

 

Response to DEIS Comment #1 
NEPA’s CEQ regulations require every environmental impact statement to include a No Build Alternative for detailed 
assessment.  The No Build Alternative serves as a baseline alternative for comparison to all proposed action 
alternatives.  For the Study, the No Build Alternative does not include any improvements to I-495 and I-270 but does reflect 
all other multi-modal transportation initiatives and projects included in the regional Constrained Long Range Plan, 
“Visualize2045”, adopted by the Metropolitan Washington Council of Governments in October 2018.  Refer to DEIS, 
Chapter 2, Section 2.3.  Based on a comprehensive review of regional demographics and traffic data, the No Build 
Alternative would not address any of the significant operational issues under existing conditions and fails to accommodate 
any of the congestion relief metrics established for evaluating all Build Alternatives.  Refer to DEIS, Chapter 3 and 
DEIS Appendix C.  
 
Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.1 for a response on Purpose and Need. 
 
Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.2.A for a response on Screening of Preliminary Alternatives Process. 
 
Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.4 for a response on the NEPA approach, analysis, and impacts.   
 

Response to DEIS Comment #2 
Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.1 for a response on Purpose and Need and effects of the Pandemic. 

 

Response to DEIS Comment #3 
Thank you for your comment concerning impacts to the Woodend Sanctuary. As described in the Supplemental DEIS, the 
Preferred Alternative was identified after coordination with resource agencies, the public, and stakeholders to respond 
directly to feedback received on the DEIS to avoid displacements and impacts to significant environmental resources, and 
to align the NEPA approval with the planned project phased delivery and permitting approach which focused on Phase 1 
South only. The Preferred Alternative includes two new, high-occupancy toll (HOT) managed lanes on I-495 in each 
direction from the George Washington Memorial Parkway to west of MD 187 and conversion of the one existing high-
occupancy vehicle lane in each direction on I-270 to a HOT managed lane and adding one new HOT managed lane in each 
direction on I-270 from I-495 to north of I-370 and on the I-270 east and west spurs. The Preferred Alternative includes no 
action or no improvements at this time on I-495 east of the I-270 spur to MD 5 in Prince George's County.  See Figure 1-1 
in the FEIS.   The potential impacts raised in your comment had been identified in the DEIS related to build alternatives that 
would have spanned the entire study area.  Because the Woodend Sanctuary is located outside the Preferred Alternative 
limits of build improvements, those impacts have now been completely avoided.  Any future proposal for improvements 
to the remaining parts of I-495 within the study limits, outside of Phase 1 South, would advance separately and would be 
subject to additional environmental studies, analysis, and collaboration with the public, stakeholders, and agencies.  

 

Response to DEIS Comment #4 
Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.4.E for a response to impact analysis and mitigation of water resources, including wetlands, 
waterways, and stormwater management. 

Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.4.F for a response to adverse impacts to air quality. 
 
Response to DEIS Comment #5 
Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.2.B for a response to Alternatives Not Retained for Detailed Study. 
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AUDUBON NATURALIST SOCIETTY – ELIZA CAVA 

 
 

Response to DEIS Comment #1 
NEPA’s CEQ regulations require every environmental impact statement to include a No Build Alternative for detailed 
assessment.  The No Build Alternative serves as a baseline alternative for comparison to all proposed action 
alternatives.  For the Study, the No Build Alternative does not include any improvements to I-495 and I-270 but does reflect 
all other multi-modal transportation initiatives and projects included in the regional Constrained Long Range Plan, 
“Visualize2045”, adopted by the Metropolitan Washington Council of Governments in October 2018.  Refer to DEIS, 
Chapter 2, Section 2.3.  Based on a comprehensive review of regional demographics and traffic data, the No Build 
Alternative would not address any of the significant operational issues under existing conditions and fails to accommodate 
any of the congestion relief metrics established for evaluating all Build Alternatives.  Refer to DEIS, Chapter 3 and 
DEIS Appendix C. 
 
Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.1 for a response on Purpose and Need. 
 
Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.2.A for a response on Screening of Preliminary Alternatives Process. 
 
Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.4 for a response on the NEPA approach, analysis, and impacts.   
 

Response to DEIS Comment #2 
A conceptual identification of stormwater management (SWM) needs was considered in the DEIS, refer to Chapter 2, 
Section 2.7.2. The conceptual stormwater analysis was updated based on the Preferred Alternative in the SDEIS and FEIS. 
Refer to SDEIS, Chapter 2, Section 2.3.2 and SDEIS, Appendix C Draft Compensatory Stormwater Management Plan and 
FEIS, Chapter 3, Section 3.1.6 and FEIS, Appendix D Final Compensatory Stormwater Management Plan for details. 
Maryland Stormwater Management Law is relatively strict with the goal of maintaining post development runoff as nearly 
as possible to pre-development runoff characteristics.  Water quantity is required to be managed onsite to match existing 
conditions for the 10-year storm.  Water quality is required to treat all new impervious area and 50% of reconstructed 
existing impervious area to match the runoff characteristics of woods in good condition.  

Coordination with VDOT on the 495  Express Lanes Northern Extension (495 NEXT) project is on-going and will continue 
through final design. Virginia Department of Environmental Quality (DEQ) requires the 2-year storm be managed for 
erosion control and requires the 10-year storm be managed to match existing conditions if there are documented 
downstream flooding concerns. For water quality treatment, DEQ requires that nutrient loading based on land cover be 
calculated and that a minimum of 75 percent of the difference between existing and proposed nutrient loads be treated 
on-site. The remaining 25 percent can be purchased from a Nutrient Credit Bank. A preliminary stormwater management 
evaluation was completed for the Virginia section of the Preferred Alternative.  Since the 495 NEXT project will be 
constructed first, the proposed conditions for the 495 NEXT project were used as the existing land cover for the Preferred 
Alternative.  The SWM evaluation resulted in a required reduction of approximately 20 pounds of phosphorus to meet 
water quality requirements.   

The redevelopment assumption of both shoulders and 25% of existing lanes is a conservative assumption since existing 
lanes only need to be reconstructed if the subbase is in poor condition.  All lanes will be milled and overlaid, however, this 
is considered a maintenance activity and certain exemptions may apply.   

This project will base stormwater runoff estimates on NOAA Atlas 14 historical rainfall averages, per MD requirements.   

Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.4.E for additional information related to impact analysis and mitigation of water resources, 
including wetlands, waterways, and stormwater management. 

 
Response to DEIS Comment #3 
Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.4.G for a response to climate change and greenhouse gas considerations. 
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See response to Comment #3 above. 
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AUDUBON NATURALIST SOCIETY – DENISSE GUITARRA 

 

Response to DEIS Comment #1  
NEPA’s CEQ regulations require every environmental impact statement to include a No Build Alternative for detailed 
assessment.  The No Build Alternative serves as a baseline alternative for comparison to all proposed action 
alternatives.  For the Study, the No Build Alternative does not include any improvements to I-495 and I-270 but does reflect 
all other multi-modal transportation initiatives and projects included in the regional Constrained Long Range Plan, 
“Visualize2045”, adopted by the Metropolitan Washington Council of Governments in October 2018.  Refer to DEIS, 
Chapter 2, Section 2.3.  Based on a comprehensive review of regional demographics and traffic data, the No Build 
Alternative would not address any of the significant operational issues under existing conditions and fails to accommodate 
any of the congestion relief metrics established for evaluating all Build Alternatives.  Refer to DEIS, Chapter 3 and 
DEIS Appendix C.  
 
Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.1 for a response on Purpose and Need. 
 
Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.2.A for a response on Screening of Preliminary Alternatives Process. 
 
Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.2.B for a response to Alternatives Not Retained for Detailed Study. 
 
Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.4 for a response on the NEPA approach, analysis, and impacts.   
 

Response to DEIS Comment #2 
Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.4.D for a response to Environmental Justice and equity concerns. 
 
Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.7 for a response to comments related to public involvement and engagement. 

 

Response to DEIS Comment #3 
The FEIS includes the final mitigation plan, including mitigation for historic properties, parklands, wetlands, waterways, 
forests, rare threteaned and endaganered species, and floodplains.  Refer to FEIS, Chatper 7 for the comprehenisve list of 
mitigation and commitments.  
 
Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.4.G for a response to climate change and greenhouse gas considerations. 
 

Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.4.E for a response to impact analysis and mitigation of water resources, including wetlands, 
waterways, and stormwater management. 
 
Response to DEIS Comment #4 
Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.4.L for a response to public health impacts. 
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 CABIN JOHN CITIZENS ASSOCIATION – SUSAN SHIPP (EMAIL) 

 

 
Thank you for your comment, responses are provided on the following pages. 
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Response to DEIS Comment #1 
Since the publication of the DEIS, additional and successful avoidance and minimization efforts also involved the Morningstar 
Tabernacle No. 88 Moses Hall and Cemetery. Through additional investigation and survey including ground penetrating radar (GPR), 
MDOT SHA identified potential unmarked graves within state-owned right-of-way adjacent to I-495. The Preferred Alternative 
incorporates design refinements that minimized the overall width of the improvements to completely avoid the cemetery property and 
the known area of state-owned right-of-way that has the potential for unmarked graves.   

Response to DEIS Comment #2 
Updated traffic analysis for the design year of 2045 indicates that the Preferred Alternative will provide operational benefits compared 
to the full No Build Alternative in six key metrics (system-wide delay, corridor travel time and speed, density and level of service, travel 
time index, vehicle throughput, and local network delay).  Refer to FEIS, Appendix A. The Preferred Alternative would significantly 
increase throughput across the ALB and on the southern section of I-270 while reducing congestion. The net impact of the project will 
be an overall reduction in delay on the surrounding arterials, despite some localized increases in arterial traffic near the managed lane 
access interchanges. Specific areas, such as MD 190/Cabin John, were evaluated in more detail as part of the FEIS, and mitigation is 
proposed where needed to maintain acceptable operations per FHWA Interstate Access Point Approval guidelines. Refer to FEIS, 
Appendix B, for MDOT SHA's Application for Interstate Access Point Approval.  

The traffic results showing delay increases on River Road and Clara Barton Parkway were preliminary and were based on draft designs.  
Now that the Preferred Alternative has been identified and the design has been updated, these results have been updated.  The results 
indicate that the net impact of the Preferred Alternative will be an overall reduction in delay on the surrounding arterials, including a 
4.8 percent reduction in daily delay on the arterials in Montgomery County, despite some localized increases in arterial traffic near the 
managed lane access interchanges.  The portions of the local road network with an anticipated increase in volumes were evaluated in 
more detail as part of this FEIS, and mitigation was proposed where needed to maintain acceptable operations and safety per FHWA 
Interstate Access Point Approval guidelines. Refer to FEIS Appendix B. Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.4.B for a response to traffic modeling 
and analysis. 

Response to DEIS Comment #3 
In addition to the significant work to avoid all direct impact to the Morningstar Tabernacle No.88 Moses Hall and Cemetery property, 
the SDEIS and FEIS describe reduction of impacts to the other resources that you have noted. Significant avoidance and minimization 
efforts also focused around the American Legion Bridge and adjacent National Park Service (NPS) properties. MDOT SHA and FHWA 
met with the NPS on December 8, 2020, to discuss the limits of disturbance (LOD) in the vicinity of the ALB that was presented in the 
DEIS. MDOT SHA convened an ‘ALB Strike Team’ composed of national and local experts on bridge design, natural resources, and 
cultural resources who were charged with the following mission:  To develop and evaluate alternatives for the replacement of the ALB 
to avoid impacts, to the greatest extent practicable, and reduce overall acreage impacts to the Chesapeake and Ohio Canal National 
Historic Park and George Washington Memorial Parkway units of the NPS. 

The ALB Strike Team considered bridge construction approaches to determine if any of them could limit the LOD further. The ALB 
Strike Team conducted detailed investigation on a top-down segmental construction approach; a top-down cable stayed approach; 
and a slide-in place bridge construction approach. In addition, after field analysis and review of additional information, MDOT SHA 
and the ALB Strike Team determined that access to the site at river level could be consolidated to the north side of the river along 
Clara Barton Parkway, eliminating the construction access from the other three quadrants around the bridge and significantly 
reducing impacts to NPS land. This would be achieved by constructing a temporary construction access road entrance off of the Clara 
Barton Parkway in the northwest quadrant and installing a temporary bridge over the Chesapeake and Ohio Canal and a temporary 
haul road paralleling the Chesapeake and Ohio Canal towpath. This effort resulted in a 7.8 acre reduction in impact to the George 
Washington Memorial Parkway and a 5.3 acre reduction at the Chesapeake & Ohio Canal National Historical Park.  Refer to SDEIS, 
Chapter 4, Section 4.12.4 for additional details on the ALB Strike Team’s efforts. 

Based on the current design and as presented in the FEIS, the Preferred Alternative would have an estimated permanent impact of 1.0 
acres to the Chesapeake and Ohio Canal National Historical Park, and an estimated temporary impact of 9.1 acres during construction. 

The Preferred Alternative would have an estimated permanent impact of 1.1 acres to Clara Barton Parkway, and an estimated 
temporary impact of 0.7 acres during construction. 

The Preferred Alternative would have an estimated permanent impact of 5.7 acres to Cabin John Regional Park, and an estimated 
temporary impact of 0.6 acres during construction. 

Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.4.C for a response to analyses of parklands and historic resources. 
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Response to DEIS Comment #4 
Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.1 for a response on Purpose and Need and the effects on the Pandemic. 

 
Response to DEIS Comment #5 
Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.4.B for a response to traffic modeling and analysis. 
 
Response to DEIS Comment #6 
It is anticipated that construction will last approximately five to six years. Details related to precisely when and where 
construction related activities will occur will be determined in final design, however, the project will likely require night 
work to occur when activities could not be completed safely during the day. Advanced notice of construction related 
activities would be provided and all reasonable efforts to minimize impacts to residential communities would be 
undertaken. Impacts associated with construction that will be further evaluated for the Selected Alternative in final design 
include traffic congestion associated with construction maintenance of traffic, utility disruptions, construction vibration, 
erosion and sediment and control, and construction related noise.  

The management of construction impacts is addressed in an agreement between MDOT SHA and the Developer.  Pursuant 
to that agreement, coordination with the neighboring communities will continue through final design and construction.   
The agreement includes requirements to minimize impacts to surrounding communities and the traveling public, while 
completing construction as soon as possible. Work hours and duration of construction will be identified to minimize impacts 
to traffic in an effort to reduce construction related congestion and in consideration of noise and vibration impacts to 
adjacent communities. Construction methods and materials will comply with contract, state and federal regulation, and 
environmental permits and mitigation requirements. Careful attention will be taken to assure that material placement will 
occur when weather conforms to industry standards and regulation. In addition to required governmental inspections, the 
Developer is required by contract to provide independent environmental, quality, and safety oversight of its contractor’s 
performance. Refer to Final Phase 1 P3 Agreement, https://oplanesmd.com/p3-information/phase-1-agreement/. Once 
the Developer has selected a Design-Build Contractor(s), the schedule and duration for Phase 1 South construction will be 
made available to the public. 

 

Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.4.I for a response to construction impacts. 

 

Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.5 for a response to the P3 Program and Project Cost. 
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Response to DEIS Comment #7 
An Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) may be supplemented at any time, in accordance with 23 CFR 771.130, when the 
Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) determines that changes to the proposed action or new information relevant to 
environmental concerns or impacts from the proposed action were not evaluated in the Draft EIS (DEIS).  A Supplemental 
Draft Environmental Impact Statement (SDEIS) was prepared to consider new information relative to the Preferred 
Alternative, Alternative 9 – Phase 1 South.  Building off the analysis in the existing DEIS, the SDEIS disclosed new information 
relevant to the Preferred Alternative focusing on new information while referencing the DEIS for information that remains 
valid. The SDEIS also described the background and context in which the Preferred Alternative, Alternative 9 – Phase 1 
South was identified. The SDEIS was available for the public to review and comment on the Preferred Alternative during a 
60-day comment period. 
 

Response to DEIS Comment #8 
MDOT understands the phenomenon of induced demand, and it is a consideration on all of our large roadway projects.  In 
this case, MDOT is recommending adding capacity via managed lanes (HOT lanes) instead of widening with additional 
general purpose lanes.  Managed lanes do a better job at regulating demand, including induced demand, due to dynamic 
pricing. 

Our study shows that there could be some induced demand as a result of this project, but the impact will be small (less 
than 1% increase in vehicle miles traveled (VMT) in the region) and those effects are fully accounted for in the regional 
traffic models COG and TPB use. Even with these effects, the proposed managed lanes would reduce regional congestion 
delays and significantly improve travel times along both freeway corridors and on local roads throughout the region.  MDOT 
SHA will coordinate with USACE to consider the impacts on MacArthur Boulevard. 

As noted in Section 3.3.6 of the DEIS, the net impact of the project will be an overall reduction in delay on the surrounding 
arterials, despite some localized increases in arterial traffic near the managed lane access interchanges.  Information in the 
DEIS was based on preliminary design that did not include direct access at Gude Drive or Wootton Parkway.  Since that 
time, MDOT SHA has coordinated with various stakeholders, including the City of Rockville, and has updated the design to 
include direct access connections to the managed lane system at these two interchanges.  The results presented in the 
SDEIS and FEIS account for these updates. The results indicate that the net impact of the Preferred Alternative will be an 
overall reduction in delay on the surrounding arterials, including a 4.8 percent reduction in daily delay on the arterials in 
Montgomery County, despite some localized increases in arterial traffic near the managed lane access interchanges.  The 
portions of the local road network with an anticipated increase in volumes were evaluated in more detail as part of this 
FEIS, and mitigation was proposed where needed to maintain acceptable operations and safety per FHWA Interstate Access 
Point Approval guidelines.  In addition, based on follow-up meetings between MDOT SHA and Rockville, additional 
improvements were considered and incorporated where feasible, including modifications to the right-turning movement 
from the I-270 off-ramp onto eastbound MD 189, and additional turn lanes at Wootton Pkwy at Seven Locks Rd, Gude Dr 
at Research Blvd, and MD 189 at Great Falls Road.  All these enhancements will help manage and/or improve the function 
of the local roadway network. 
Mitigation as presented in FEIS Appendix B-Interstate Access Point Approval has been coordinated with NPS and USACE, 
where appropriate. 
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Response to DEIS Comment #9 
See response to Comment #1 above. 
 
 

Response to DEIS Comment #10 
As part of this project, a new barrier system is proposed along the inner loop of I-495 from MacArthur Boulevard to just 
south of Cabin John Parkway, with a break at Persimmon Tree Road.  The new barrier system will be constructed as close 
to the roadway as possible to minimize or avoid property impacts.  As described in the Supplemental DEIS (SDEIS) and the 
supporting Noise Analysis Technical Report Addendum the noise analysis is based on the current preferred alternative 
design and MDOT SHA’s Highway Noise Abatement Planning and Engineering Guidelines (“Noise Guidelines”), which detail 
implementation guidance, critical background information, rationale, and other comprehensive criteria associated with a 
highway noise study. The noise policy and guidelines are based upon the provisions contained in Title 23 of the Code of 
Federal Regulations Part 772 (23 CFR 772), Procedures for Abatement of Highway Traffic Noise and Construction Noise and 
the Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) report FHWA-HEP-10-025, Highway Traffic Noise: Analysis and Abatement 
Guidance and subsequent revisions. 

The DEIS, SDEIS and FEIS all include the “Statement of Likelihood” that is required by FHWA regulation 23 CFR 772.13(g)(3):   

“A statement of likelihood shall be included in the environmental document since feasibility and reasonableness 
determinations may change due to changes in project design after approval of the environmental document. The statement 
of likelihood shall include the preliminary location and physical description of noise abatement measures determined 
feasible and reasonable in the preliminary analysis. The statement of likelihood shall also indicate that final 
recommendations on the construction of an abatement measure(s) is determined during the completion of the project’s 
final design and the public involvement processes.” 

Because we are in the NEPA phase of this project, we do not yet have detailed engineering plans, including soil borings and 
field surveyed topography.  This level of detail is obtained during the final design phase of a project.  The design, appearance 
and final alignment of the sound barriers will also be finalized during final design.  The project must receive NEPA approval 
before final design is initiated, per 23 CFR 771.113(a).   

As shown in SDEIS Noise Analysis Technical Report Addendum figure, Land Uses and Receptors Build Condition, Page 4 of 
18, the ramp movements for the I-495 and MD 190 proposed interchange were accounted for in our noise analysis. At this 
time there is no sound barrier proposed along the flyover ramps at River Road, however this area will continue to be 
evaluated during final design.   

At this time, there is no mechanism for the state to provide noise abatement to your community outside of a roadway 
improvement project such as the Managed Lanes Study.  While MDOT SHA does participate in FHWA’s voluntary Type 2 
noise abatement program, there is currently no funding programmed for Type 2 noise abatement projects.   
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Response to DEIS Comment #11 
The Preferred Alternative does not include an elevated structure to implement the HOT managed lanes at Seven Locks Road. 
Between Persimmon Tree Road and Seven Locks Road, the Preferred Alternative includes four general purpose lanes and two 
high-occupancy toll managed lanes in each direction.  An acceleration lane will also be built along the outer loop for 
approximately 1000-feet east of Seven Locks Road.  No ramps are proposed in this area.  The proposed typical section serves to 
minimize the roadway footprint between the Carderock Springs Historic District and Gibson Grove Church along the outer loop 
and the Morningstar Tabernacle No. 88 Moses Hall & Cemetery along the inner loop.  The centerline of I-495 will be relocated 
such that it gradually shifts away from the Cemetery as it moves north from Persimmon Tree Road; at the Cemetery the proposed 
median barrier between inner loop and outer loop traffic will be approximately 25 feet further from the Cemetery than the 
existing median barrier.  Flyover ramps are no longer proposed in this area and thus will not create a visual impact.  A noise 
barrier in this area is anticipated to be located close to the existing right of way line.  Vegetation will need to be removed within 
the Limit of Disturbance to facilitate this construction.  

Since the DEIS, the Preferred Alternative eliminates of flyover ramps at MD 190/River Road by adjusting the location of the HOT 
lane direct access ramps between I-495 and MD 190. All HOT lanes direct access ramps within this interchange are now proposed 
to connect at a new intersection on the MD 190 bridge over I-495 without the use of flyover ramps.  

Between Seven Locks Road and MD 190/River Road, the general purpose lanes and managed lanes separate to allow space for 
highway ramps.  The existing Cabin John Parkway bridges will be replaced with new north-facing ramps to I-495 general purpose 
lanes, and I-495 managed lanes, and MD 190. New ramps connecting to Cabin John Parkway will be provided below existing I-
495 grades, avoiding additional visual impacts to adjacent communities.  The existing loop ramps at the MD 190 interchange will 
be replaced by diamond ramps.  This configuration typically allows ramps to be located further from adjacent houses than the 
SDEIS ramp configuration. 

 
Response to DEIS Comment #12 
See response to Comment #3 above. 

 

Response to DEIS Comment #13 
Impacts to receiving waters, including Cabin John Creek, will be addressed through the Maryland permitting process, which 
this project will be required to follow.  Maryland Stormwater Management Law is relatively strict with the goal of 
maintaining post development runoff as nearly as possible to pre-development runoff characteristics.  Water quantity is 
required to be managed onsite to match existing conditions for the 10-year storm.  Water quality is required to treat all 
new impervious area and 50% of reconstructed existing impervious area to match the runoff characteristics of woods in 
good condition. Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.4.E for additional information on impact analysis and mitigation of water 
resources, including wetlands, waterways, and stormwater management. 
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See response to Comment #13 above. 
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Response to DEIS Comment #1 
Sliver impacts to properties along I-495 within the Carderock Springs community are proposed for elements such as 
roadside grading, retaining wall construction, on-site drainage and stormwater management, and noise barrier 
replacement/construction. These partial property acquisitions are considered ones that do not cause a business or 
residential relocation and have been assumed where a principle building of a residence, business, or community facility is 
located more than 20 feet from the Preferred Alternative limits of disturbance. 

As part of this project, a new barrier system is proposed along the inner loop of I-495 from MacArthur Boulevard to just 
south of Cabin John Parkway, with a break at Persimmon Tree Road.  The new barrier system will be constructed as close 
to the roadway as possible to minimize or avoid property impacts.  As described in the Supplemental DEIS (SDEIS) and the 
supporting Noise Analysis Technical Report Addendum the noise analysis is based on the current preferred alternative 
design and MDOT SHA’s Highway Noise Abatement Planning and Engineering Guidelines (“Noise Guidelines”), which detail 
implementation guidance, critical background information, rationale, and other comprehensive criteria associated with a 
highway noise study. The noise policy and guidelines are based upon the provisions contained in Title 23 of the Code of 
Federal Regulations Part 772 (23 CFR 772), Procedures for Abatement of Highway Traffic Noise and Construction Noise and 
the Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) report FHWA-HEP-10-025, Highway Traffic Noise: Analysis and Abatement 
Guidance and subsequent revisions. 

Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.4.E for a response to impact analysis and mitigation of water resources, including wetlands, 
waterways, and stormwater management. 

 
Response to DEIS Comment #2 
Since the publication of the DEIS, additional and successful avoidance and minimization efforts also involved the 
Morningstar Tabernacle No. 88 Moses Hall and Cemetery. Through additional investigation and survey including ground 
penetrating radar (GPR), MDOT SHA identified potential unmarked graves within state-owned right-of-way adjacent to I-
495. The Preferred Alternative incorporates design refinements that minimized the overall width of the improvements to 
completely avoid the cemetery property and the known area of state-owned right-of-way that has the potential for 
unmarked graves.   
 
Response to DEIS Comment #3 
Since the DEIS, the Preferred Alternative eliminates of flyover ramps at MD 190/River Road by adjusting the location of 
the HOT lane direct access ramps between I-495 and MD 190. All HOT lanes direct access ramps within this interchange 
are now proposed to connect at a new intersection on the MD 190 bridge over I-495 without the use of flyover ramps.  

Between Seven Locks Road and MD 190/River Road, the general purpose lanes and managed lanes separate to allow 
space for highway ramps.  The existing Cabin John Parkway bridges will be replaced with new north-facing ramps to I-495 
general purpose lanes, and I-495 managed lanes, and MD 190. New ramps connecting to Cabin John Parkway will be 
provided below existing I-495 grades, avoiding additional visual impacts to adjacent communities.  The existing loop 
ramps at the MD 190 interchange will be replaced by diamond ramps.  This configuration typically allows ramps to be 
located further from adjacent houses than the SDEIS ramp configuration. 

Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.4.I for a response to construction impacts. 
 
Response to DEIS Comment #4 
Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.4.B for a response to traffic modeling and analysis. 
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Response to DEIS Comment #1 
Sliver impacts to properties along I-495 within the Carderock Springs community are proposed for elements such as roadside grading, 
retaining wall construction, on-site drainage and stormwater management, and noise barrier replacement/construction. These partial 
property acquisitions are considered ones that do not cause a business or residential relocation and have been assumed where a 
principle building of a residence, business, or community facility is located more than 20 feet from the Preferred Alternative limits of 
disturbance. The Preferred Alternative would not eliminate access or provide new access to properties, nor would it impede access 
between residences, community facilities, and businesses as no properties are accessed directly from I-495 or I-270. MDOT SHA will 
continue to make minimizing impacts a priority through design and construction and is committed to further coordination with 
neighboring communities and individual property owners. Based upon the overall project benefits and strong values of communities 
currently located near the Study, any projected decline or increase in property values related to the construction of the Project but not 
directly impacted is speculative.  Where MDOT SHA acquires property, property owners are compensated for decreases in value to the 
remainder of the property. 

Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.4.L for a response to public health impacts. 

Response to DEIS Comment #2 
The Preferred Alternative does not include an elevated structure to implement the HOT managed lanes at Seven Locks Road. 
Between Persimmon Tree Road and Seven Locks Road, the Preferred Alternative includes four general purpose lanes and two high-
occupancy toll managed lanes in each direction.  An acceleration lane will also be built along the outer loop for approximately 1000-
feet east of Seven Locks Road.  No ramps are proposed in this area.  The proposed typical section serves to minimize the roadway 
footprint between the Carderock Springs Historic District and Gibson Grove Church along the outer loop and the Morningstar 
Tabernacle No. 88 Moses Hall & Cemetery along the inner loop.  The centerline of I-495 will be relocated such that it gradually shifts 
away from the Cemetery as it moves north from Persimmon Tree Road; at the Cemetery the proposed median barrier between inner 
loop and outer loop traffic will be approximately 25 feet further from the Cemetery than the existing median barrier.  Flyover ramps 
are no longer proposed in this area and thus will not create a visual impact.  A noise barrier in this area is anticipated to be located 
close to the existing right of way line.  Vegetation will need to be removed within the Limit of Disturbance to facilitate this 
construction.  

Since the DEIS, the Preferred Alternative eliminates of flyover ramps at MD 190/River Road by adjusting the location of the HOT lane 
direct access ramps between I-495 and MD 190. All HOT lanes direct access ramps within this interchange are now proposed to 
connect at a new intersection on the MD 190 bridge over I-495 without the use of flyover ramps.  

Between Seven Locks Road and MD 190/River Road, the general purpose lanes and managed lanes separate to allow space for 
highway ramps.  The existing Cabin John Parkway bridges will be replaced with new north-facing ramps to I-495 general purpose 
lanes, and I-495 managed lanes, and MD 190. New ramps connecting to Cabin John Parkway will be provided below existing I-495 
grades, avoiding additional visual impacts to adjacent communities.  The existing loop ramps at the MD 190 interchange will be 
replaced by diamond ramps.  This configuration typically allows ramps to be located further from adjacent houses than the SDEIS 
ramp configuration. 

As part of this project, the existing sound barrier that crosses Seven Locks Road along the outer loop of I-495 will be replaced and 
extended along the outer loop of I-495 to Persimmon Tree Road.  A new barrier is proposed along the inner loop of I-495 from just 
south of Cabin John Parkway to Persimmon Tree Road.  The new barriers will be constructed as close to the roadway as possible to 
minimize or avoid property impacts.  As described in the FEIS and the supporting Final Noise Analysis Technical Report (FEIS, Appendix 
L) the noise analysis is based on the current preferred alternative design and MDOT SHA's Highway Noise Abatement Planning and 
Engineering Guidelines ("Noise Guidelines"), which detail implementation guidance, critical background information, rationale, and 
other comprehensive criteria associated with a highway noise study. The noise policy and guidelines are based upon the provisions 
contained in Title 23 of the Code of Federal Regulations Part 772 (23 CFR 772), Procedures for Abatement of Highway Traffic Noise and 
Construction Noise and the Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) report FHWA-HEP-10-025, Highway Traffic Noise: Analysis and 
Abatement Guidance and subsequent revisions. 

The DEIS, SDEIS and FEIS all include the "Statement of Likelihood" that is required by FHWA regulation 23 CFR 772.13(g)(3):   

"A statement of likelihood shall be included in the environmental document since feasibility and reasonableness determinations may 
change due to changes in project design after approval of the environmental document. The statement of likelihood shall include the 
preliminary location and physical description of noise abatement measures determined feasible and reasonable in the preliminary 
analysis. The statement of likelihood shall also indicate that final recommendations on the construction of an abatement measure(s) is 
determined during the completion of the project's final design and the public involvement processes." 
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Because we are in the NEPA phase of this project, we do not yet have detailed engineering plans, including soil borings and field 
surveyed topography.  This level of detail is obtained during the final design phase of a project.  The design, appearance and final 
alignment of the sound barriers will also be finalized during final design.  The project must receive NEPA approval before final design is 
initiated, per 23 CFR 771.113(a).  MDOT SHA is sensitive to the visual impact of a sound barrier when it is located directly adjacent to a 
residence.  Sound barriers are most effective when placed directly adjacent to either the noise source (the highway) or the receiver 
(the residence).  Ideally sound barriers are placed close to the highway, but in some cases, they must be located close to a residence in 
order to maximize the effectiveness.  Sound barriers have a height limitation of 40 feet, and any structure over 24 feet requires a 
significantly larger foundation (which leads to more ground disturbance and environmental impacts).  MDOT SHA will make every effort 
to keep the sound barriers as close to the highway as possible, but because of the varied topography of the Carderock Springs 
Community, it may be necessary to locate the walls at the top of the slope in order for them to effectively reduce the highway noise 
levels.   

Response to DEIS Comment #3 
Chapter 2 of the DEIS summarizes the process by which MDOT SHA considered and evaluated a full range of potential alternatives; 
greater detail is provided in Appendix B to the DEIS.  This alternatives analysis process included Alternative 5 which consisted 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.  Based on additional analysis, FHWA and MDOT SHA found that Alternative 5 would fail in certain aspects and in others would 
perform so poorly in addressing the Study’s Purpose and Need that it was not a reasonable or feasible alternative. During the 
alternatives screening process, Alternative 5 was rated “low” for system-wide delay, TTI in the GP lanes, density, LOS, and vehicle-
throughput.  In addition, Alternative 5 was determined to not be financially viable.   Consequently, it was determined that Alternative 
5 did not meet the Study’s Purpose and Need and would not be one of the ARDS. However, Alternative 5 was evaluated to the same 
level as other ARDS and was included in Chapters 3 and 4 of DEIS as a useful means of comparison to the Build and No Build Alternatives. 

Response to DEIS Comment #4 
MDOT SHA appreciates your comment regarding impacts to Carderock Springs Elementary School and the applicability of Section 4(f) 
protection to the school's recreational facilities. The Preferred Alternative would have an estimated 0.2 acres of impact to the Carderock 
Springs Elementary School property. There would be no impact to the recreational facilities present on the school campus. In 
accordance with the 2012 FHWA Section 4(f) Policy Paper (Policy Paper),  school playgrounds and other recreational facilities on school 
campuses are eligible for Section 4(f) protection. The Policy Paper state“: 
 "When a public school playground is open to the public and serves either organized or substantial walk-on recreational purposes that 
are determined to be significaI[...] it will be subject to the requirements of Section 4(f)". (Part II, #14) 
 
The Policy Paper includes this further clarification: 
"The term playground refers to the area of the school property developed and/or used for public park or recreation purposes such as 
baseball diamonds, soccer fields, tennis courts, track and field facilities, and other features such as jungle gyms or swing sets. This can 
also include open space or practice fields if those areas serve a park or recreation function. Section 4(f) would apply to the playground 
areas only and not the entire campus, unless the school and campus are also significant historic ”sites." (Part II, #14) 
Therefore, because the recreational facilities present on the Carderock Springs Elementary School campus would not be impacted by 
the Preferred Alternative, no Section 4(f) use would occur. 

Response to DEIS Comment #5 
NEPA’s CEQ regulations require every environmental impact statement to include a No Build Alternative for detailed assessment.  The 
No Build Alternative serves as a baseline alternative for comparison to all proposed action alternatives.  For the Study, the No Build 
Alternative does not include any improvements to I-495 and I-270 but does reflect all other multi-modal transportation initiatives and 
projects included in the regional Constrained Long Range Plan, “Visualize2045”, adopted by the Metropolitan Washington Council of 
Governments in October 2018.  Refer to DEIS, Chapter 2, Section 2.3.  Based on a comprehensive review of regional demographics 
and traffic data, the No Build Alternative would not address any of the significant operational issues under existing conditions and 
fails to accommodate any of the congestion relief metrics established for evaluating all Build Alternatives.  Refer to DEIS, Chapter 3 
and DEIS Appendix C. Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.1 for a response on Purpose and Need. 
Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.2.A for a response on Screening of Preliminary Alternatives Process. 
Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.4 for a response on the NEPA approach, analysis, and impacts.   
 MDOT SHA and FHWA appreciate your comment on the proposed action.  As a result of the NEPA process, including consideration of 
all public, stakeholder and agency comments concerning the project, MDOT SHA and FHWA have identified Alternative 9 Phase I 
South as the Preferred Alternative giving consideration to economic, environmental, technical, and other factors as detailed in the 
SDEIS and FEIS. 
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Response to DEIS Comment #1 
Due to extensive coordination and consultation with local, state, and federal resource agencies and stakeholders 
throughout the NEPA process, MDOT SHA was able to advance avoidance and minimization measures for regulated and 
sensitive resources and property displacements along I-495 and I-270.  This process resulted in an LOD that significantly 
avoided and minimized impacts associated with the DEIS Build Alternatives while appropriately addressing a wide range of 
water resources, parkland, and historic and/or cultural resources.  MDOT SHA accomplished this through a number of 
approaches, including the elimination or relocation of managed lane access points, shifting the centerline alignment, 
reducing lanes, changing interchange configurations and other design refinements.  Refer to DEIS, Appendix B, Alternatives 
Technical Report, SDEIS, Chapter 2 and FEIS, Chapter 3. Sliver impacts to properties along I-495 within the Carderock 
Springs community are proposed for elements such as roadside grading, retaining wall construction, on-site drainage and 
stormwater management, and noise barrier replacement/construction. These partial property acquisitions are considered 
ones that do not cause a business or residential relocation and have been assumed where a principle building of a 
residence, business, or community facility is located more than 20 feet from the Preferred Alternative limits of disturbance.  
 
Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.4.L for a response to public health impacts and see response to Comment #2 below regarding 
proximity impacts and noise mitigation.  
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Response to DEIS Comment #2 
The Preferred Alternative does not include an elevated structure to implement the HOT managed lanes.  Between 
Persimmon Tree Road and Seven Locks Road, the Preferred Alternative includes four general purpose lanes and two high-
occupancy toll managed lanes in each direction.  An acceleration lane will also be built along the outer loop for 
approximately 1000-feet east of Seven Locks Road.  No ramps are proposed in this area.  The proposed typical section 
serves to minimize the roadway footprint between the Carderock Springs Historic District and Gibson Grove Church along 
the outer loop and the Morningstar Tabernacle No. 88 Moses Hall & Cemetery along the inner loop.  The centerline of I-
495 will be relocated such that it gradually shifts away from the Cemetery as it moves north from Persimmon Tree Road; 
at the Cemetery the proposed median barrier between inner loop and outer loop traffic will be approximately 25 feet 
further from the Cemetery than the existing median barrier.  Flyover ramps are no longer proposed in this area and thus 
will not create a visual impact.  A noise barrier in this area is anticipated to be located close to the existing right of way line.  
Vegetation will need to be removed within the Limit of Disturbance to facilitate this construction.  

Between Seven Locks Road and MD 190/River Road, the general purpose lanes and price managed lanes separate to allow 
space for highway ramps.  The existing Cabin John Parkway bridges will be replaced with new north-facing ramps to I-495 
general purpose lanes, and I-495 managed lanes, and MD 190.  Third-level flyover bridges above the existing beltway grades 
will be avoided by providing median ramps from the price managed lanes to MD 190 which connect into the center of the 
MD 190 bridge over I-495.  New ramps connecting to Cabin John Parkway will be provided below existing I-495 grades, 
avoiding additional visual impacts to adjacent communities.  The existing loop ramps at the MD 190 interchange will be 
replaced by diamond ramps.  This configuration typically allows ramps to be located further from adjacent houses than the 
SDEIS ramp configuration. 

As part of this project, the existing sound barrier that crosses Seven Locks Road along the outer loop of I-495 will be 
replaced and extended along the outer loop of I-495 to Persimmon Tree Road.  A new barrier is proposed along the inner 
loop of I-495 from just south of Cabin John Parkway to Persimmon Tree Road.  The new barriers will be constructed as close 
to the roadway as possible to minimize or avoid property impacts.  As described in the FEIS and the supporting Final Noise 
Analysis Technical Report (FEIS, Appendix L) the noise analysis is based on the current preferred alternative design and 
MDOT SHA's Highway Noise Abatement Planning and Engineering Guidelines ("Noise Guidelines"), which detail 
implementation guidance, critical background information, rationale, and other comprehensive criteria associated with a 
highway noise study. The noise policy and guidelines are based upon the provisions contained in Title 23 of the Code of 
Federal Regulations Part 772 (23 CFR 772), Procedures for Abatement of Highway Traffic Noise and Construction Noise and 
the Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) report FHWA-HEP-10-025, Highway Traffic Noise: Analysis and Abatement 
Guidance and subsequent revisions. 

The DEIS, SDEIS and FEIS all include the "Statement of Likelihood" that is required by FHWA regulation 23 CFR 772.13(g)(3):   

"A statement of likelihood shall be included in the environmental document since feasibility and reasonableness 
determinations may change due to changes in project design after approval of the environmental document. The statement 
of likelihood shall include the preliminary location and physical description of noise abatement measures determined 
feasible and reasonable in the preliminary analysis. The statement of likelihood shall also indicate that final 
recommendations on the construction of an abatement measure(s) is determined during the completion of the project's 
final design and the public involvement processes." 

Because we are in the NEPA phase of this project, we do not yet have detailed engineering plans, including soil borings and 
field surveyed topography.  This level of detail is obtained during the final design phase of a project.  The design, appearance 
and final alignment of the sound barriers will also be finalized during final design.  The project must receive NEPA approval 
before final design is initiated, per 23 CFR 771.113(a).  MDOT SHA is sensitive to the visual impact of a sound barrier when 
it is located directly adjacent to a residence.  Sound barriers are most effective when placed directly adjacent to either the 
noise source (the highway) or the receiver (the residence).  Ideally sound barriers are placed close to the highway, but in 
some cases, they must be located close to a residence in order to maximize the effectiveness.   
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 This page is intentionally left blank. Sound barriers have a height limitation of 40 feet, and any structure over 24 feet requires a significantly larger foundation 
(which leads to more ground disturbance and environmental impacts). MDOT SHA will make every effort to keep the sound 
barriers as close to the highway as possible, but because of the varied topography of the Carderock Springs Community, it 
may be necessary to locate the walls at the top of the slope in order for them to effectively reduce the highway noise levels.   

Response to DEIS Comment #3 

Chapter 2 of the DEIS summarizes the process by which MDOT SHA considered and evaluated a full range of potential 
alternatives; greater detail is provided in Appendix B to the DEIS.  This alternatives analysis process included Alternative 5 
which consisted 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.  Based on additional analysis, FHWA and MDOT SHA found that Alternative 
5 would fail in certain aspects and in others would perform so poorly in addressing the Study’s Purpose and Need that it 
was not a reasonable or feasible alternative. During the alternatives screening process, Alternative 5 was rated “low” for 
system-wide delay, Travel Time Index (TTI) in the general purpose lanes, density, Level of Service (LOS), and vehicle-
throughput.  In addition, Alternative 5 was determined to not be financially viable.   Consequently, it was determined that 
Alternative 5 did not meet the Study’s Purpose and Need and would not be one of the ARDS. However, Alternative 5 was 
evaluated to the same level as other ARDS and was included in Chapters 3 and 4 of DEIS as a useful means of comparison 
to the Build and No Build Alternatives. 

Response to DEIS Comment #4 
MDOT SHA employed a conservative approach to defining the LOD for all the DEIS Build Alternatives and Preferred 
Alternative. The LOD represent the proposed boundary within which all construction, mainline widening, managed lane 
access, intersection improvements, construction access, staging, materials storage, grading, clearing, erosion and sediment 
control, landscaping, drainage, stormwater management, noise barrier replacement/construction, stream stabilization, 
and related activities to the proposed roadway and interchange improvements. Property impacts associated with the LOD 
were broken into permanent (long-term) and temporary (short-term) areas. This conservative approach to defining the 
LOD fairly captured the full scope of potential impacts.  Moreover, the methodology used to assess impacts to a number 
of key resources appropriately considered a broader geographic area than the LOD immediately surrounding the 
anticipated construction and related activity boundaries.  When the project advances to final design, it is anticipated that 
the design will closely adhere to the LOD defined in the FEIS, as the LOD was established to include a reasonable area to 
construct the Preferred Alternative.  For complete graphic descriptions of the Preferred Alternative LOD across the entire 
span of study limits, refer to the FEIS, Appendix E- Environmental Resource Mapping.  Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.4.A for 
a response on Limits of Disturbance. 

Specifically at Stoney Trail Drive and Hamilton Spring Road, the LOD is set to account for the noise barrier and construction 
of the noise barrier. The LOD is set with a design assumption of 10 feet behind the noise barrier for construction.  Refer to 
FEIS, Appendix E- Environmental Resource Mapping, Map 7.  As presented in the DEIS, SDEIS, and FEIS, preliminary 
determination of horizontal and vertical alignment for the noise barriers was made based on the latest design concept; 
however, final determination of noise barrier feasibility, reasonableness, dimensions and locations will be made in final 
design. Engineering changes reflected in final design could alter the conclusions reached in this analysis, leading to 
recommendations to add or omit noise barrier locations. A Final Design Noise Analysis will be performed for this Study 
based on detailed engineering information during the final design phase. Refer to FEIS, Chapter 5, Section 5.9 and FEIS, 
Appendix L for more details. 



   FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT 
 

 APPENDIX T – DEIS COMMENTS – COMMUNITY ORGANIZATIONS CO-28 

 

 

 

 

 

 

#4 
Cont 

 

 

 

 

 

#5 

 

 

 
See response to Comment #4 above. 

 

Response to DEIS Comment #5 
MDOT SHA appreciates your comment regarding impacts to Carderock Springs Elementary School and the applicability of 
Section 4(f) protection to the school's recreational facilities. The Preferred Alternative would have an estimated 0.2 acres 
of impact to the Carderock Springs Elementary School property. There would be no impact to the recreational or parking 
facilities present on the school campus. In accordance with the 2012 FHWA Section 4(f) Policy Paper (Policy Paper),  school 
playgrounds and other recreational facilities on school campuses are eligible for Section 4(f) protection. The Policy Paper 
states: 
  
"When a public school playground is open to the public and serves either organized or substantial walk-on recreational 
purposes that are determined to be significant [...] it will be subject to the requirements of Section 4(f)". (Part II, #14) 
 
The Policy Paper includes this further clarification: 
 
"The term playground refers to the area of the school property developed and/or used for public park or recreation 
purposes such as baseball diamonds, soccer fields, tennis courts, track and field facilities, and other features such as jungle 
gyms or swing sets. This can also include open space or practice fields if those areas serve a park or recreation function. 
Section 4(f) would apply to the playground areas only and not the entire campus, unless the school and campus are also 
significant historic sites." (Part II, #14) 
 
Therefore, because the recreational facilities present on the Carderock Springs Elementary School campus would not be 
impacted by the Preferred Alternative, no Section 4(f) use would occur. 
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Response to DEIS Comment #1 
The Preferred Alternative does not include an elevated structure to implement the HOT managed lanes.  Between 
Persimmon Tree Road and Seven Locks Road, the Preferred Alternative includes four general purpose lanes and two high-
occupancy toll managed lanes in each direction.  An acceleration lane will also be built along the outer loop for 
approximately 1000-feet east of Seven Locks Road.  No ramps are proposed in this area.  The proposed typical section 
serves to minimize the roadway footprint between the Carderock Springs Historic District and Gibson Grove Church along 
the outer loop and the Morningstar Tabernacle No. 88 Moses Hall & Cemetery along the inner loop.  The centerline of I-
495 will be relocated such that it gradually shifts away from the Cemetery as it moves north from Persimmon Tree Road; 
at the Cemetery the proposed median barrier between inner loop and outer loop traffic will be approximately 25 feet 
further from the Cemetery than the existing median barrier.  Flyover ramps are no longer proposed in this area and thus 
will not create a visual impact.  A noise barrier in this area is anticipated to be located close to the existing right of way line.  
Vegetation will need to be removed within the Limit of Disturbance to facilitate this construction.  

Between Seven Locks Road and MD 190/River Road, the general purpose lanes and price managed lanes separate to allow 
space for highway ramps.  The existing Cabin John Parkway bridges will be replaced with new north-facing ramps to I-495 
general purpose lanes, and I-495 managed lanes, and MD 190.  Third-level flyover bridges above the existing beltway grades 
will be avoided by providing median ramps from the price managed lanes to MD 190 which connect into the center of the 
MD 190 bridge over I-495.  New ramps connecting to Cabin John Parkway will be provided below existing I-495 grades, 
avoiding additional visual impacts to adjacent communities.  The existing loop ramps at the MD 190 interchange will be 
replaced by diamond ramps.  This configuration typically allows ramps to be located further from adjacent houses than the 
SDEIS ramp configuration. 

As part of this project, the existing sound barrier that crosses Seven Locks Road along the outer loop of I-495 will be 
replaced and extended along the outer loop of I-495 to Persimmon Tree Road.  A new barrier is proposed along the inner 
loop of I-495 from just south of Cabin John Parkway to Persimmon Tree Road.  The new barriers will be constructed as close 
to the roadway as possible to minimize or avoid property impacts.  As described in the FEIS and the supporting Final Noise 
Analysis Technical Report (FEIS, Appendix L) the noise analysis is based on the current preferred alternative design and 
MDOT SHA's Highway Noise Abatement Planning and Engineering Guidelines ("Noise Guidelines"), which detail 
implementation guidance, critical background information, rationale, and other comprehensive criteria associated with a 
highway noise study. The noise policy and guidelines are based upon the provisions contained in Title 23 of the Code of 
Federal Regulations Part 772 (23 CFR 772), Procedures for Abatement of Highway Traffic Noise and Construction Noise and 
the Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) report FHWA-HEP-10-025, Highway Traffic Noise: Analysis and Abatement 
Guidance and subsequent revisions. 

The DEIS, SDEIS and FEIS all include the "Statement of Likelihood" that is required by FHWA regulation 23 CFR 772.13(g)(3):   

"A statement of likelihood shall be included in the environmental document since feasibility and reasonableness 
determinations may change due to changes in project design after approval of the environmental document. The statement 
of likelihood shall include the preliminary location and physical description of noise abatement measures determined 
feasible and reasonable in the preliminary analysis. The statement of likelihood shall also indicate that final 
recommendations on the construction of an abatement measure(s) is determined during the completion of the project's 
final design and the public involvement processes." 

Because we are in the NEPA phase of this project, we do not yet have detailed engineering plans, including soil borings and 
field surveyed topography.  This level of detail is obtained during the final design phase of a project.  The design, appearance 
and final alignment of the sound barriers will also be finalized during final design.  The project must receive NEPA approval 
before final design is initiated, per 23 CFR 771.113(a).  MDOT SHA is sensitive to the visual impact of a sound barrier when 
it is located directly adjacent to a residence.  Sound barriers are most effective when placed directly adjacent to either the 
noise source (the highway) or the receiver (the residence).  Ideally sound barriers are placed close to the highway, but in 
some cases, they must be located close to a residence in order to maximize the effectiveness.  Sound barriers have a height 
limitation of 40 feet, and any structure over 24 feet requires a significantly larger foundation (which leads to more ground 
disturbance and environmental impacts).  MDOT SHA will make every effort to keep the sound barriers as close to the 
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highway as possible, but because of the varied topography of the Carderock Springs Community, it may be necessary to 
locate the walls at the top of the slope in order for them to effectively reduce the highway noise levels.   

Response to DEIS Comment #2 
Chapter 2 of the DEIS summarizes the process by which MDOT SHA considered and evaluated a full range of potential 
alternatives; greater detail is provided in Appendix B to the DEIS.  This alternatives analysis process included Alternative 5 
which consisted 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.  Based on additional analysis, FHWA and MDOT SHA found that Alternative 
5 would fail in certain aspects and in others would perform so poorly in addressing the Study’s Purpose and Need that it 
was not a reasonable or feasible alternative. During the alternatives screening process, Alternative 5 was rated “low” for 
system-wide delay, TTI in the GP lanes, density, LOS, and vehicle-throughput.  In addition, Alternative 5 was determined to 
not be financially viable.   Consequently, it was determined that Alternative 5 did not meet the Study’s Purpose and Need 
and would not be one of the ARDS. However, Alternative 5 was evaluated to the same level as other ARDS and was included 
in Chapters 3 and 4 of DEIS as a useful means of comparison to the Build and No Build Alternatives. 

Response to DEIS Comment #3 
Due to extensive coordination and consultation with local, state, and federal resource agencies and stakeholders 
throughout the NEPA process, MDOT SHA was able to advance avoidance and minimization measures for regulated and 
sensitive resources and property displacements along I-495 and I-270.  This process resulted in an LOD that significantly 
avoided and minimized impacts associated with the DEIS Build Alternatives while appropriately addressing a wide range of 
water resources, parkland, and historic and/or cultural resources.  MDOT SHA accomplished this through a number of 
approaches, including the elimination or relocation of managed lane access points, shifting the centerline alignment, 
reducing lanes, changing interchange configurations and other design refinements.  Refer to DEIS, Appendix B, 
Alternatives Technical Report, SDEIS, Chapter 2 and FEIS, Chapter 3. Sliver impacts to properties along I-495 within the 
Carderock Springs community are proposed for elements such as roadside grading, retaining wall construction, on-site 
drainage and stormwater management, and noise barrier replacement/construction. These partial property acquisitions 
are considered ones that do not cause a business or residential relocation and have been assumed where a principle 
building of a residence, business, or community facility is located more than 20 feet from the Preferred Alternative limits 
of disturbance. 

MDOT SHA appreciates your comment regarding impacts to Carderock Springs Elementary School and the applicability of 
Section 4(f) protection to the school's recreational facilities. The Preferred Alternative would have an estimated 0.2 acres 
of impact to the Carderock Springs Elementary School property. There would be no impact to the recreational or parking 
facilities present on the school campus. In accordance with the 2012 FHWA Section 4(f) Policy Paper (Policy Paper),  school 
playgrounds and other recreational facilities on school campuses are eligible for Section 4(f) protection. The Policy Paper 
states: 
 "When a public school playground is open to the public and serves either organized or substantial walk-on recreational 
purposes that are determined to be significant [...] it will be subject to the requirements of Section 4(f)". (Part II, #14) 

The Policy Paper includes this further clarification: 
"The term playground refers to the area of the school property developed and/or used for public park or recreation 
purposes such as baseball diamonds, soccer fields, tennis courts, track and field facilities, and other features such as jungle 
gyms or swing sets. This can also include open space or practice fields if those areas serve a park or recreation function. 
Section 4(f) would apply to the playground areas only and not the entire campus, unless the school and campus are also 
significant historic sites." (Part II, #14) 

Therefore, because the recreational facilities present on the Carderock Springs Elementary School campus would not be 
impacted by the Preferred Alternative, no Section 4(f) use would occur. 
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Thank you for your comments.  Responses to the 9 issues highlighted in your letter are addressed on the following 
pages. 
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Response to DEIS Comment #1 
An Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) may be supplemented at any time, in accordance with 23 CFR 771.130, when the 
Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) determines that changes to the proposed action or new information relevant to 
environmental concerns or impacts from the proposed action were not evaluated in the Draft EIS (DEIS).  A Supplemental 
Draft Environmental Impact Statement (SDEIS) was prepared to consider new information relative to the Preferred 
Alternative, Alternative 9 - Phase 1 South.  Building off the analysis in the existing DEIS, the SDEIS disclosed new information 
relevant to the Preferred Alternative focusing on new information while referencing the DEIS for information that remains 
valid. The SDEIS also described the background and context in which the Preferred Alternative, Alternative 9 - Phase 1 
South was identified. The SDEIS was available for the public to review and comment on the Preferred Alternative during a 
60-day comment period.  

New information related to MDOT SHA’s monitoring of COVID-19 related traffic impacts was included in the SDEIS and has 
been updated in this FEIS. MDOT has closely monitored changes in traffic patterns throughout the pandemic, and as of 
early 2022, daily traffic volumes have already recovered back to over 90 percent of pre-COVID levels.  Although there is 
still uncertainty surrounding traffic projections resulting from the COVID-19 pandemic, transportation experts have 
analyzed pandemic traffic conditions and future traffic demand inputs and note that traffic volumes have continued to 
recover since the rollout of the vaccines in early 2021. Traffic volumes are anticipated to return to pre-COVID levels before 
the time the HOT lanes are operational. Given the ultimate 2045 design year, the HOT lanes will be required to 
accommodate long-term traffic. 

Given the uncertainty surrounding resolution of the pandemic and how travel patterns will adjust, and over what time 
period, no definitive traffic model exists to predict how the global pandemic will affect long-term mobility patterns. To 
adapt to the ongoing and potential long-term travel impacts associated with the pandemic, MDOT SHA developed a COVID-
19 Travel Analysis and Monitoring Plan.  Refer to FEIS, Appendix C for a copy of the latest version of that plan and results. 
 

Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.1 for a response on Purpose and Need, effects of the Pandemic, and impact of 
teleworking/remote working.  
 

Response to DEIS Comment #2 
Chapter 2 of the DEIS summarizes the process by which MDOT SHA considered and evaluated a full range of potential 
alternatives; greater detail is provided in Appendix B to the DEIS.  This alternatives analysis process included Alternative 5 
which consisted 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.  Based on additional analysis, FHWA and MDOT SHA found that Alternative 
5 would fail in certain aspects and in others would perform so poorly in addressing the Study’s Purpose and Need that it 
was not a reasonable or feasible alternative. During the alternatives screening process, Alternative 5 was rated “low” for 
system-wide delay, Travel Time Index (TTI) in the general purpose lanes, density, Level of service (LOS), and vehicle-
throughput.  In addition, Alternative 5 was determined to not be financially viable.   Consequently, it was determined that 
Alternative 5 did not meet the Study’s Purpose and Need and would not be one of the ARDS. However, Alternative 5 was 
evaluated to the same level as other ARDS and was included in Chapters 3 and 4 of DEIS as a useful means of comparison 
to the Build and No Build Alternatives. 
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Response to DEIS Comment #3 
As part of this project, the existing sound barrier that crosses Seven Locks Road along the outer loop of I-495 will be 
replaced and extended along the outer loop of I-495 to Persimmon Tree Road.  A new barrier is proposed along the inner 
loop of I-495 from just south of Cabin John Parkway to Persimmon Tree Road.  The new barriers will be constructed as close 
to the roadway as possible to minimize or avoid property impacts.  As described in the Supplemental DEIS (SDEIS) and the 
supporting Noise Analysis Technical Report Addendum the noise analysis is based on the current preferred alternative 
design and MDOT SHA's Highway Noise Abatement Planning and Engineering Guidelines ("Noise Guidelines"), which detail 
implementation guidance, critical background information, rationale, and other comprehensive criteria associated with a 
highway noise study. The noise policy and guidelines are based upon the provisions contained in Title 23 of the Code of 
Federal Regulations Part 772 (23 CFR 772), Procedures for Abatement of Highway Traffic Noise and Construction Noise and 
the Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) report FHWA-HEP-10-025, Highway Traffic Noise: Analysis and Abatement 
Guidance and subsequent revisions. 

The DEIS, SDEIS and FEIS all include the "Statement of Likelihood" that is required by FHWA regulation 23 CFR 772.13(g)(3):   

"A statement of likelihood shall be included in the environmental document since feasibility and reasonableness 
determinations may change due to changes in project design after approval of the environmental document. The statement 
of likelihood shall include the preliminary location and physical description of noise abatement measures determined 
feasible and reasonable in the preliminary analysis. The statement of likelihood shall also indicate that final 
recommendations on the construction of an abatement measure(s) is determined during the completion of the project's 
final design and the public involvement processes." 

Because we are in the NEPA phase of this project, we do not yet have detailed engineering plans, including soil borings and 
field surveyed topography.  This level of detail is obtained during the final design phase of a project.  The design, appearance 
and final alignment of the sound barriers will also be finalized during final design.  The project must receive NEPA approval 
before final design is initiated, per 23 CFR 771.113(a).  MDOT SHA is sensitive to the visual impact of a sound barrier when 
it is located directly adjacent to a residence.  Sound barriers are most effective when placed directly adjacent to either the 
noise source (the highway) or the receiver (the residence).  Ideally sound barriers are placed close to the highway, but in 
some cases, they must be located close to a residence in order to maximize the effectiveness.  Sound barriers have a height 
limitation of 40 feet, and any structure over 24 feet requires a significantly larger foundation (which leads to more ground 
disturbance and environmental impacts).  MDOT SHA will make every effort to keep the sound barriers as close to the 
highway as possible, but because of the varied topography of the Carderock Springs Community, it may be necessary to 
locate the walls at the top of the slope in order for them to effectively reduce the highway noise levels.   

As shown in SDEIS Noise Analysis Technical Report Addendum figure, Land Uses and Receptors Build Condition, Page 4 of 
18, the ramp movements for the I-495 and MD 190 proposed interchange were accounted for in our noise analysis. At this 
time there is no sound barrier proposed along the flyover ramps at River Road, however this area will continue to be 
evaluated during final design.  The noise levels that were shown in the DEIS, as well as the 66 dBA contour line, were 
developed assuming the existing sound barrier was not there.  This was done in order to get a baseline worst case future 
noise level for design of the replacement sound barrier.  As shown in the above referenced mapping and described in the 
SDEIS, the receptors along Seven Locks Road north of I-495 are not impacted by noise under future build conditions.   

Future No-Build noise levels are included in the FEIS.  Existing noise levels are not modeled for each receptor, because they 
are not required to determine reasonableness in this location.  Per the MDOT SHA Noise Guidelines, cost reasonableness 
is assessed using a square footage per benefited residence (sfpr) metric rather than cost.  This is because materials costs 
fluctuate based upon market and supply chain conditions, and MDOT SHA believes that all communities should be 
evaluated equally regardless of the materials costs at the time of the noise analysis.  The Carderock Springs communities 
along the inner and outer loop of I-495 both qualify for the highest square footage threshold allowable in the MDOT SHA 
Noise Guidelines: 2,700 square feet per benefited residence.   
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MDOT SHA has modeled existing noise levels at locations that do not qualify for the maximum square footage threshold to 
determine whether there is a 3 dBA increase that would allow for a higher square footage threshold.   

To address your comment about the square footage per benefited residence being too low, the DEIS listed the outer loop 
barrier system as 2,578 sfpr and the inner loop barrier system as 2,211 sfpr; the SDEIS listed the outer loop barrier system 
as 2,026 sfpr and the inner loop barrier system as 2,380 sfpr.  The sfpr value is used only in determining whether the barrier 
is reasonable to construct and is influenced by the density of residences as much as by the size of the barrier.  This value 
will be further refined during the final design process as the barrier panel heights are optimized.  Having a sfpr value below 
the threshold allows the design-builder the flexibility to increase panel heights if necessary (for example, by locating the 
barrier closer to the roadway rather than upslope to avoid tree impacts).  If the sfpr is very close to the threshold, there is 
not much flexibility allowed for shifting the alignment to avoid other resources.  Also note that the sfpr is not calculated 
for replacement sound barriers because MDOT SHA has committed to replacing all impacted sound barriers regardless of 
whether they are cost effective.   

R1-03-02 is no longer a valid receptor and is not included in the SDEIS or FEIS. This receptor location was evaluated in the 
2005 analysis, prior to the major renovation of Carderock Elementary School in 2010. For the DEIS, MDOT SHA added 
additional receptor locations but did not remove any from the 2005 analysis. When preparing the SDEIS, MDOT SHA noted 
the conflicting location of R1-03-02 in regard to the current school building and opted to remove this receptor location 
from the analysis.   

Regarding your comment about Tables D-1, 4-9 and 4-10, aside from R1-03-02, the missing information has been included 
in the SDEIS. Tables 4-6 and 4-8 in the SDEIS Noise Analysis Technical Report Addendum list equivalent residences for each 
modeled receptor.  Regarding your comment about discrepancies between Tables D-1, 4-8 and 4-10 for NSAs 1-03 and 2-
01, these tables have been updated in the SDEIS and FEIS and the data matches. 
 

Response to DEIS Comment #4 
See Response to Comment #3. 
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Response to DEIS Comment #5 
MDOT SHA employed a conservative approach to defining the LOD for all the DEIS Build Alternatives and Preferred 
Alternative. The LOD represent the proposed boundary within which all construction, mainline widening, managed lane 
access, intersection improvements, construction access, staging, materials storage, grading, clearing, erosion and sediment 
control, landscaping, drainage, stormwater management, noise barrier replacement/construction, stream stabilization, 
and related activities to the proposed roadway and interchange improvements. Property impacts associated with the LOD 
were broken into permanent (long-term) and temporary (short-term) areas. This conservative approach to defining the 
LOD fairly captured the full scope of potential impacts.  Moreover, the methodology used to assess impacts to a number 
of key resources appropriately considered a broader geographic area than the LOD immediately surrounding the 
anticipated construction and related activity boundaries.  When the project advances to final design, it is anticipated that 
the design will closely adhere to the LOD defined in the FEIS, as the LOD was established to include a reasonable area to 
construct the Preferred Alternative.  For complete graphic descriptions of the Preferred Alternative LOD across the entire 
span of study limits, Refer to the FEIS, Appendix E- Environmental Resource Mapping.  The Preferred Alternative limits of 
disturbance results in sliver impacts to properties along I-495 on Thornley Court within the Carderock Springs community. 
Sliver impacts are proposed for elements such as roadside grading, retaining wall and bridge construction, on-site drainage 
and stormwater management, and noise barrier replacement/construction. These partial property acquisitions are 
considered ones that do not cause a residential relocation and have been assumed where a principle building of a residence 
is located more than 20 feet from the Preferred Alternative limits of disturbance.  

Specifically at Stoney Trail Drive and Hamilton Spring Road, the LOD is set to account for the noise barrier and construction 
of the noise barrier. The LOD is set with a design assumption of 10 feet behind the noise barrier for construction.  Refer to 
FEIS, Appendix E- Environmental Resource Mapping, Map 7.  As presented in the DEIS, SDEIS, and FEIS, preliminary 
determination of horizontal and vertical alignment for the noise barriers was made based on the latest design concept; 
however, final determination of noise barrier feasibility, reasonableness, dimensions and locations will be made in final 
design. Engineering changes reflected in final design could alter the conclusions reached in this analysis, leading to 
recommendations to add or omit noise barrier locations. A Final Design Noise Analysis will be performed for this Study 
based on detailed engineering information during the final design phase. Refer to FEIS, Chapter 5, Section 5.9 and FEIS, 
Appendix L for more details. 

 

Response to DEIS Comment #6 
Project activities within the Carderock Springs Historic District are unchanged since the publication of the DEIS, but design 
advancement and further analysis of the limits of disturbance have resulted in a finding of no adverse effect for the 
property, with concurrence from the Maryland Historical Trust. The Preferred Alternative would result in impacts of less 
than 0.1 acre of the historic district, including permanent and temporary impacts. These actions will not disturb the original 
topography and natural vegetation within the District itself, and the proposed noise wall will further screen the district 
from visual and audible effects already present along I-495. No diminishment of location, design, materials, association, 
and workmanship will occur, and setting and feeling will remain consistent with the existing highway facility.  See response 
to Comment #3 regarding noise analysis and mitigation. Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.4.C for a response to analyses of 
parklands and historic resources. 
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Response to DEIS Comment #7 
See response to Comment #5 regarding no adverse effect to the Carderock Springs Historic District.  
 
MDOT SHA appreciates your comment regarding impacts to Carderock Springs Elementary School and the applicability of 
Section 4(f) protection to the school's recreational facilities. The Preferred Alternative would have an estimated 0.2 acres 
of impact to the Carderock Springs Elementary School property. There would be no impact to the recreational or parking 
facilities present on the school campus. In accordance with the 2012 FHWA Section 4(f) Policy Paper (Policy Paper),  school 
playgrounds and other recreational facilities on school campuses are eligible for Section 4(f) protection. The Policy Paper 
states: 
 
 "When a public school playground is open to the public and serves either organized or substantial walk-on recreational 
purposes that are determined to be significant [...] it will be subject to the requirements of Section 4(f)". (Part II, #14) 
 
The Policy Paper includes this further clarification: 

"The term playground refers to the area of the school property developed and/or used for public park or recreation 
purposes such as baseball diamonds, soccer fields, tennis courts, track and field facilities, and other features such as jungle 
gyms or swing sets. This can also include open space or practice fields if those areas serve a park or recreation function. 
Section 4(f) would apply to the playground areas only and not the entire campus, unless the school and campus are also 
significant historic sites." (Part II, #14) 
 
Therefore, because the recreational facilities present on the Carderock Springs Elementary School campus would not be 
impacted by the Preferred Alternative, no Section 4(f) use would occur. 
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Response to DEIS Comment #8 
Impacts during construction are a key consideration for the overall project.  As the design is finalized, constructability 
reviews will be completed, and a Transportation Management Plan will be developed to assess operations during 
construction and lay out a set of strategies that will be implemented to manage work zone impacts. 

It is anticipated that construction will last approximately five to six years. Details related to precisely when and where 
construction related activities will occur will be determined in final design, however, the project will likely require night 
work to occur when activities could not be completed safely during the day. Advanced notice of construction related 
activities would be provided and all reasonable efforts to minimize impacts to residential communities would be 
undertaken. Impacts associated with construction that will be further evaluated for the Selected Alternative in final design 
include traffic congestion associated with construction maintenance of traffic, utility disruptions, construction vibration, 
erosion and sediment and control, and construction related noise.  

The management of construction impacts is addressed in an agreement between MDOT SHA and the Developer.  Pursuant 
to that agreement, coordination with the neighboring communities will continue through final design and construction.   
The agreement includes requirements to minimize impacts to surrounding communities and the traveling public, while 
completing construction as soon as possible. Work hours and duration of construction will be identified to minimize impacts 
to traffic in an effort to reduce construction related congestion and in consideration of noise and vibration impacts to 
adjacent communities. Construction methods and materials will comply with contract, state and federal regulation, and 
environmental permits and mitigation requirements. Careful attention will be taken to assure that material placement will 
occur when weather conforms to industry standards and regulation. In addition to required governmental inspections, the 
Developer is required by contract to provide independent environmental, quality, and safety oversight of its contractor’s 
performance. Refer to Final Phase 1 P3 Agreement, https://oplanesmd.com/p3-information/phase-1-agreement/. Once 
the Developer has selected a Design-Build Contractor(s), the schedule and duration for Phase 1 South construction will be 
made available to the public. 
 
The results showing delay increases on River Road and Clara Barton Parkway were preliminary and were based on draft 
designs.  Now that the Preferred Alternative has been identified and the design has been updated, these results have been 
updated.  The results indicate that the net impact of the Preferred Alternative will be an overall reduction in delay on the 
surrounding arterials, including a 4.8 percent reduction in daily delay on the arterials in Montgomery County, despite some 
localized increases in arterial traffic near the managed lane access interchanges.  The portions of the local road network 
with an anticipated increase in volumes were evaluated in more detail as part of this FEIS, and mitigation was proposed 
where needed to maintain acceptable operations and safety per FHWA Interstate Access Point Approval guidelines. Refer 
to FEIS Appendix B.  In addition, based on follow-up meetings between MDOT SHA and Rockville, additional improvements 
were considered and incorporated where feasible, including modifications to the right-turning movement from the I-270 
off-ramp onto eastbound MD 189, and additional turn lanes at Wootton Pkwy at Seven Locks Rd, Gude Dr at Research Blvd, 
and MD 189 at Great Falls Road.  All these enhancements will help manage and/or improve the function of the local 
roadway network. 

 
 

https://oplanesmd.com/p3-information/phase-1-agreement/
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Response to DEIS Comment #9 
The Preferred Alternative does not include an elevated structure to implement the HOT managed lanes.  Between 
Persimmon Tree Road and Seven Locks Road, the Preferred Alternative includes four general purpose lanes and two high-
occupancy toll managed lanes in each direction.  An acceleration lane will also be built along the outer loop for 
approximately 1000-feet east of Seven Locks Road.  No ramps are proposed in this area.  The proposed typical section 
serves to minimize the roadway footprint between the Carderock Springs Historic District and Gibson Grove Church along 
the outer loop and the Morningstar Tabernacle No. 88 Moses Hall & Cemetery along the inner loop.  The centerline of I-
495 will be relocated such that it gradually shifts away from the Cemetery as it moves north from Persimmon Tree Road; 
at the Cemetery the proposed median barrier between inner loop and outer loop traffic will be approximately 25 feet 
further from the Cemetery than the existing median barrier.  Flyover ramps are no longer proposed in this area and thus 
will not create a visual impact.  A noise barrier in this area is anticipated to be located close to the existing right of way line.  
Vegetation will need to be removed within the Limit of Disturbance to facilitate this construction.  

Since the DEIS, the Preferred Alternative eliminates of flyover ramps at MD 190/River Road by adjusting the location of 
the HOT lane direct access ramps between I-495 and MD 190. All HOT lanes direct access ramps within this interchange 
are now proposed to connect at a new intersection on the MD 190 bridge over I-495 without the use of flyover ramps.  

Between Seven Locks Road and MD 190/River Road, the general purpose lanes and managed lanes separate to allow 
space for highway ramps.  The existing Cabin John Parkway bridges will be replaced with new north-facing ramps to I-495 
general purpose lanes, and I-495 managed lanes, and MD 190. New ramps connecting to Cabin John Parkway will be 
provided below existing I-495 grades, avoiding additional visual impacts to adjacent communities.  The existing loop 
ramps at the MD 190 interchange will be replaced by diamond ramps.  This configuration typically allows ramps to be 
located further from adjacent houses than the SDEIS ramp configuration. 
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CARDEROCK SPRINGS CITIZENS ASSOCIATION – JACK ORRICK (ORAL TESTIMONY) 

 

Response to DEIS Comment #1 
As part of this project, the existing sound barrier that crosses Seven Locks Road along the outer loop of I-495 will be 
replaced and extended along the outer loop of I-495 to Persimmon Tree Road.  A new barrier is proposed along the inner 
loop of I-495 from just south of Cabin John Parkway to Persimmon Tree Road.  The new barriers will be constructed as 
close to the roadway as possible to minimize or avoid property impacts.  As described in the Supplemental DEIS (SDEIS) 
and the supporting Noise Analysis Technical Report Addendum the noise analysis is based on the current preferred 
alternative design and MDOT SHA's Highway Noise Abatement Planning and Engineering Guidelines ("Noise Guidelines"), 
which detail implementation guidance, critical background information, rationale, and other comprehensive criteria 
associated with a highway noise study. The noise policy and guidelines are based upon the provisions contained in Title 
23 of the Code of Federal Regulations Part 772 (23 CFR 772), Procedures for Abatement of Highway Traffic Noise and 
Construction Noise and the Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) report FHWA-HEP-10-025, Highway Traffic Noise: 
Analysis and Abatement Guidance and subsequent revisions. 

The DEIS, SDEIS and FEIS all include the "Statement of Likelihood" that is required by FHWA regulation 23 CFR 
772.13(g)(3):   

"A statement of likelihood shall be included in the environmental document since feasibility and reasonableness 
determinations may change due to changes in project design after approval of the environmental document. The 
statement of likelihood shall include the preliminary location and physical description of noise abatement measures 
determined feasible and reasonable in the preliminary analysis. The statement of likelihood shall also indicate that final 
recommendations on the construction of an abatement measure(s) is determined during the completion of the project's 
final design and the public involvement processes." 

Because we are in the NEPA phase of this project, we do not yet have detailed engineering plans, including soil borings 
and field surveyed topography.  This level of detail is obtained during the final design phase of a project.  The design, 
appearance and final alignment of the sound barriers will also be finalized during final design.  The project must receive 
NEPA approval before final design is initiated, per 23 CFR 771.113(a).  MDOT SHA is sensitive to the visual impact of a 
sound barrier when it is located directly adjacent to a residence.  Sound barriers are most effective when placed directly 
adjacent to either the noise source (the highway) or the receiver (the residence).  Ideally sound barriers are placed close 
to the highway, but in some cases, they must be located close to a residence in order to maximize the effectiveness.  
Sound barriers have a height limitation of 40 feet, and any structure over 24 feet requires a significantly larger foundation 
(which leads to more ground disturbance and environmental impacts).  MDOT SHA will make every effort to keep the 
sound barriers as close to the highway as possible, but because of the varied topography of the Carderock Springs 
Community, it may be necessary to locate the walls at the top of the slope in order for them to effectively reduce the 
highway noise levels.   

As shown in SDEIS Noise Analysis Technical Report Addendum figure, Land Uses and Receptors Build Condition, Page 4 of 
18, the ramp movements for the I-495 and MD 190 proposed interchange were accounted for in our noise analysis. At 
this time there is no sound barrier proposed along the flyover ramps at River Road, however this area will continue to be 
evaluated during final design.  The noise levels that were shown in the DEIS, as well as the 66 dBA contour line, were 
developed assuming the existing sound barrier was not there.  This was done in order to get a baseline worst case future 
noise level for design of the replacement sound barrier.  As shown in the above referenced mapping and described in the 
SDEIS, the receptors along Seven Locks Road north of I-495 are not impacted by noise under future build conditions.   

Future No-Build noise levels are included in the FEIS.  Existing noise levels are not modeled for each receptor, because they 
are not required to determine reasonableness in this location.  Per the MDOT SHA Noise Guidelines, cost reasonableness 
is assessed using a square footage per benefited residence (sfpr) metric rather than cost.  This is because materials costs 
fluctuate based upon market and supply chain conditions, and MDOT SHA believes that all communities should be 
evaluated equally regardless of the materials costs at the time of the noise analysis.  The Carderock Springs communities 
along the inner and outer loop of I-495 both qualify for the highest square footage threshold allowable in the MDOT SHA 
Noise Guidelines: 2,700 square feet per benefited residence.  MDOT SHA has modeled existing noise levels at locations that  
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 This page is intentionally left blank. do not qualify for the maximum square footage threshold to determine whether there is a 3 dBA increase that would allow 
for a higher square footage threshold.   

To address your comment about the square footage per benefited residence being too low, the DEIS listed the outer loop 
barrier system as 2,578 sfpr and the inner loop barrier system as 2,211 sfpr; the SDEIS listed the outer loop barrier system 
as 2,026 sfpr and the inner loop barrier system as 2,380 sfpr.  The sfpr value is used only in determining whether the barrier 
is reasonable to construct and is influenced by the density of residences as much as by the size of the barrier.  This value 
will be further refined during the final design process as the barrier panel heights are optimized.  Having a sfpr value below 
the threshold allows the design-builder the flexibility to increase panel heights if necessary (for example, by locating the 
barrier closer to the roadway rather than upslope to avoid tree impacts).  If the sfpr is very close to the threshold, there is 
not much flexibility allowed for shifting the alignment to avoid other resources.  Also note that the sfpr is not calculated 
for replacement sound barriers because MDOT SHA has committed to replacing all impacted sound barriers regardless of 
whether they are cost effective.   

R1-03-02 is no longer a valid receptor and is not included in the SDEIS or FEIS. This receptor location was evaluated in the 
2005 analysis, prior to the major renovation of Carderock Elementary School in 2010. For the DEIS, MDOT SHA added 
additional receptor locations but did not remove any from the 2005 analysis. When preparing the SDEIS, MDOT SHA noted 
the conflicting location of R1-03-02 in regard to the current school building and opted to remove this receptor location 
from the analysis.   

Regarding your comment about Tables D-1, 4-9 and 4-10, aside from R1-03-02, the missing information has been included 
in the SDEIS. Tables 4-6 and 4-8 in the SDEIS Noise Analysis Technical Report Addendum list equivalent residences for each 
modeled receptor.  Regarding your comment about discrepancies between Tables D-1, 4-8 and 4-10 for NSAs 1-03 and 2-
01, these tables have been updated in the SDEIS and FEIS and the data matches. 
 
Response to DEIS Comment #2 
Project activities within the Carderock Springs Historic District are unchanged since the publication of the DEIS, but design 
advancement and further analysis of the limits of disturbance have resulted in a finding of no adverse effect for the 
property, with concurrence from the Maryland Historical Trust. The Preferred Alternative would result in impacts of less 
than 0.1 acre of the historic district, including permanent and temporary impacts. These actions will not disturb the original 
topography and natural vegetation within the district itself, and the proposed noise wall will further screen the district 
from visual and audible effects already present along I-495. No diminishment of location, design, materials, association, 
and workmanship will occur, and setting and feeling will remain consistent with the existing highway facility.  See response 
to Comment #1 regarding noise analysis and mitigation. 
 
Sliver impacts to properties along I-495 within the Carderock Springs community are proposed for elements such as 
roadside grading, retaining wall construction, on-site drainage and stormwater management, and noise barrier 
replacement/construction. These partial property acquisitions are considered ones that do not cause a business or 
residential relocation and have been assumed where a principle building of a residence, business, or community facility is 
located more than 20 feet from the Preferred Alternative limits of disturbance. 

Response to DEIS Comment #3 
MDOT SHA appreciates your comment regarding impacts to Carderock Springs Elementary School and the applicability of 
Section 4(f) protection to the school's recreational facilities. The Preferred Alternative would have an estimated 0.2 acres 
of impact to the Carderock Springs Elementary School property. There would be no impact to the recreational facilities 
present on the school campus. In accordance with the 2012 FHWA Section 4(f) Policy Paper (Policy Paper),  school 
playgrounds and other recreational facilities on school campuses are eligible for Section 4(f) protection. The Policy Paper 
states: 
  
"When a public school playground is open to the public and serves either organized or substantial walk-on recreational 
purposes that are determined to be significant [...] it will be subject to the requirements of Section 4(f)". (Part II, #14) 
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"The term playground refers to the area of the school property developed and/or used for public park or recreation 
purposes such as baseball diamonds, soccer fields, tennis courts, track and field facilities, and other features such as jungle 
gyms or swing sets. This can also include open space or practice fields if those areas serve a park or recreation function. 
Section 4(f) would apply to the playground areas only and not the entire campus, unless the school and campus are also 
significant historic sites." (Part II, #14) 

Therefore, because the recreational facilities present on the Carderock Springs Elementary School campus would not be 
impacted by the Preferred Alternative, no Section 4(f) use would occur. 

Response to DEIS Comment #4 
Impacts during construction are a key consideration for the overall project.  As the design is finalized, constructability 
reviews will be completed and a Transportation Management Plan will be developed to assess operations during 
construction and lay out a set of strategies that will be implemented to manage work zone impacts. 

It is anticipated that construction will last approximately five to six years. Details related to precisely when and where 
construction related activities will occur will be determined in final design, however, the project will likely require night 
work to occur when activities could not be completed safely during the day. Advanced notice of construction related 
activities would be provided and all reasonable efforts to minimize impacts to residential communities would be 
undertaken. Impacts associated with construction that will be further evaluated for the Selected Alternative in final design 
include traffic congestion associated with construction maintenance of traffic, utility disruptions, construction vibration, 
erosion and sediment and control, and construction related noise.  

The management of construction impacts is addressed in an agreement between MDOT SHA and the Developer.  Pursuant 
to that agreement, coordination with the neighboring communities will continue through final design and construction.   
The agreement includes requirements to minimize impacts to surrounding communities and the traveling public, while 
completing construction as soon as possible. Work hours and duration of construction will be identified to minimize impacts 
to traffic in an effort to reduce construction related congestion and in consideration of noise and vibration impacts to 
adjacent communities. Construction methods and materials will comply with contract, state and federal regulation, and 
environmental permits and mitigation requirements. Careful attention will be taken to assure that material placement will 
occur when weather conforms to industry standards and regulation. In addition to required governmental inspections, the 
Developer is required by contract to provide independent environmental, quality, and safety oversight of its contractor’s 
performance. Refer to Final Phase 1 P3 Agreement, https://oplanesmd.com/p3-information/phase-1-agreement/. Once 
the Developer has selected a Design-Build Contractor(s), the schedule and duration for Phase 1 South construction will be 
made available to the public. 
 
The results showing delay increases on River Road and Clara Barton Parkway were preliminary and were based on draft 
designs.  Now that the Preferred Alternative has been identified and the design has been updated, these results have been 
updated.  The results indicate that the net impact of the Preferred Alternative will be an overall reduction in delay on the 
surrounding arterials, including a 4.8 percent reduction in daily delay on the arterials in Montgomery County, despite some 
localized increases in arterial traffic near the managed lane access interchanges.  The portions of the local road network 
with an anticipated increase in volumes were evaluated in more detail as part of this FEIS, and mitigation was proposed 
where needed to maintain acceptable operations and safety per FHWA Interstate Access Point Approval guidelines. Refer 
to FEIS Appendix B.  In addition, based on follow-up meetings between MDOT SHA and Rockville, additional improvements 
were considered and incorporated where feasible, including modifications to the right-turning movement from the I-270 
off-ramp onto eastbound MD 189, and additional turn lanes at Wootton Pkwy at Seven Locks Rd, Gude Dr at Research Blvd, 
and MD 189 at Great Falls Road.  All these enhancements will help manage and/or improve the function of the local 
roadway network. 

https://oplanesmd.com/p3-information/phase-1-agreement/
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CARDEROCK SPRINGS CITIZENS ASSOCIATION – JENNIFER SPREITZER  

 

Response to DEIS Comment #1 
As part of this project, the existing sound barrier that crosses Seven Locks Road along the outer loop of I-495 will be 
replaced and extended along the outer loop of I-495 to Persimmon Tree Road.  A new barrier is proposed along the inner 
loop of I-495 from just south of Cabin John Parkway to Persimmon Tree Road.  The new barriers will be constructed as close 
to the roadway as possible to minimize or avoid property impacts.  As described in the Supplemental DEIS (SDEIS) and the 
supporting Noise Analysis Technical Report Addendum the noise analysis is based on the current preferred alternative 
design and MDOT SHA's Highway Noise Abatement Planning and Engineering Guidelines ("Noise Guidelines"), which detail 
implementation guidance, critical background information, rationale, and other comprehensive criteria associated with a 
highway noise study. The noise policy and guidelines are based upon the provisions contained in Title 23 of the Code of 
Federal Regulations Part 772 (23 CFR 772), Procedures for Abatement of Highway Traffic Noise and Construction Noise and 
the Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) report FHWA-HEP-10-025, Highway Traffic Noise: Analysis and Abatement 
Guidance and subsequent revisions. 

The DEIS, SDEIS and FEIS all include the "Statement of Likelihood" that is required by FHWA regulation 23 CFR 772.13(g)(3):   

"A statement of likelihood shall be included in the environmental document since feasibility and reasonableness 
determinations may change due to changes in project design after approval of the environmental document. The statement 
of likelihood shall include the preliminary location and physical description of noise abatement measures determined 
feasible and reasonable in the preliminary analysis. The statement of likelihood shall also indicate that final 
recommendations on the construction of an abatement measure(s) is determined during the completion of the project's 
final design and the public involvement processes." 

Because we are in the NEPA phase of this project, we do not yet have detailed engineering plans, including soil borings and 
field surveyed topography.  This level of detail is obtained during the final design phase of a project.  The design, appearance 
and final alignment of the sound barriers will also be finalized during final design.  The project must receive NEPA approval 
before final design is initiated, per 23 CFR 771.113(a).  MDOT SHA is sensitive to the visual impact of a sound barrier when 
it is located directly adjacent to a residence.  Sound barriers are most effective when placed directly adjacent to either the 
noise source (the highway) or the receiver (the residence).  Ideally sound barriers are placed close to the highway, but in 
some cases, they must be located close to a residence in order to maximize the effectiveness.  Sound barriers have a height 
limitation of 40 feet, and any structure over 24 feet requires a significantly larger foundation (which leads to more ground 
disturbance and environmental impacts). MDOT SHA will make every effort to keep the sound barriers as close to the 
highway as possible, but because of the varied topography of the Carderock Springs Community, it may be necessary to 
locate the walls at the top of the slope in order for them to effectively reduce the highway noise levels.   
 

Response to DEIS Comment #2 
The Preferred Alternative does not include an elevated structure to implement the HOT managed lanes.  Between 
Persimmon Tree Road and Seven Locks Road, the Preferred Alternative includes four general purpose lanes and two high-
occupancy toll managed lanes in each direction.  An acceleration lane will also be built along the outer loop for 
approximately 1000-feet east of Seven Locks Road.  No ramps are proposed in this area.  The proposed typical section 
serves to minimize the roadway footprint between the Carderock Springs Historic District and Gibson Grove Church along 
the outer loop and the Morningstar Tabernacle No. 88 Moses Hall & Cemetery along the inner loop.  The centerline of I-
495 will be relocated such that it gradually shifts away from the Cemetery as it moves north from Persimmon Tree Road; 
at the Cemetery the proposed median barrier between inner loop and outer loop traffic will be approximately 25 feet 
further from the Cemetery than the existing median barrier.  Flyover ramps are no longer proposed in this area and thus 
will not create a visual impact.  A noise barrier in this area is anticipated to be located close to the existing right of way line.  
Vegetation will need to be removed within the Limit of Disturbance to facilitate this construction.  
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the HOT lane direct access ramps between I-495 and MD 190. All HOT lanes direct access ramps within this interchange 
are now proposed to connect at a new intersection on the MD 190 bridge over I-495 without the use of flyover ramps.  

Between Seven Locks Road and MD 190/River Road, the general purpose lanes and managed lanes separate to allow 
space for highway ramps.  The existing Cabin John Parkway bridges will be replaced with new north-facing ramps to I-495 
general purpose lanes, and I-495 managed lanes, and MD 190. New ramps connecting to Cabin John Parkway will be 
provided below existing I-495 grades, avoiding additional visual impacts to adjacent communities.  The existing loop 
ramps at the MD 190 interchange will be replaced by diamond ramps.  This configuration typically allows ramps to be 
located further from adjacent houses than the SDEIS ramp configuration. 

Impacts during construction are a key consideration for the overall project.  As the design is finalized, constructability 
reviews will be completed and a Transportation Management Plan will be developed to assess operations during 
construction and lay out a set of strategies that will be implemented to manage work zone impacts. 

It is anticipated that construction will last approximately five to six years. Details related to precisely when and where 
construction related activities will occur will be determined in final design, however, the project will likely require night 
work to occur when activities could not be completed safely during the day. Advanced notice of construction related 
activities would be provided and all reasonable efforts to minimize impacts to residential communities would be 
undertaken. Impacts associated with construction that will be further evaluated for the Selected Alternative in final design 
include traffic congestion associated with construction maintenance of traffic, utility disruptions, construction vibration, 
erosion and sediment and control, and construction related noise.  

The management of construction impacts is addressed in an agreement between MDOT SHA and the Developer.  Pursuant 
to that agreement, coordination with the neighboring communities will continue through final design and construction.   
The agreement includes requirements to minimize impacts to surrounding communities and the traveling public, while 
completing construction as soon as possible. Work hours and duration of construction will be identified to minimize impacts 
to traffic in an effort to reduce construction related congestion and in consideration of noise and vibration impacts to 
adjacent communities. Construction methods and materials will comply with contract, state and federal regulation, and 
environmental permits and mitigation requirements. Careful attention will be taken to assure that material placement will 
occur when weather conforms to industry standards and regulation. In addition to required governmental inspections, the 
Developer is required by contract to provide independent environmental, quality, and safety oversight of its contractor’s 
performance. Refer to Final Phase 1 P3 Agreement, https://oplanesmd.com/p3-information/phase-1-agreement/. Once 
the Developer has selected a Design-Build Contractor(s), the schedule and duration for Phase 1 South construction will be 
made available to the public. 
 

Response to DEIS Comment #3 
The results showing delay increases on River Road and Clara Barton Parkway were preliminary and were based on draft 
designs.  Now that the Preferred Alternative has been identified and the design has been updated, these results have been 
updated.  The results indicate that the net impact of the Preferred Alternative will be an overall reduction in delay on the 
surrounding arterials, including a 4.8 percent reduction in daily delay on the arterials in Montgomery County, despite some 
localized increases in arterial traffic near the managed lane access interchanges.  The portions of the local road network 
with an anticipated increase in volumes were evaluated in more detail as part of this FEIS, and mitigation was proposed 
where needed to maintain acceptable operations and safety per FHWA Interstate Access Point Approval guidelines. Refer 
to FEIS Appendix B.  In addition, based on follow-up meetings between MDOT SHA and Rockville, additional improvements 
were considered and incorporated where feasible, including modifications to the right-turning movement from the I-270 
off-ramp onto eastbound MD 189, and additional turn lanes at Wootton Pkwy at Seven Locks Rd, Gude Dr at Research Blvd, 
and MD 189 at Great Falls Road.  All these enhancements will help manage and/or improve the function of the local 
roadway network. 

https://oplanesmd.com/p3-information/phase-1-agreement/


   FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT 
 

 APPENDIX T – DEIS COMMENTS – COMMUNITY ORGANIZATIONS CO-46 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

#1 

 

 

 

 

 

 

#2 

CARDEROCK SPRINGS ELEMENTARY SCHOOL EDUCATIONAL FOUNDATION – PAMELA LIPTAK 

 
 

 

Response to DEIS Comment #1 
As part of this project, the existing sound barrier that crosses Seven Locks Road along the outer loop of I-495 will be 
replaced and extended along the outer loop of I-495 to Persimmon Tree Road.  A new barrier is proposed along the inner 
loop of I-495 from just south of Cabin John Parkway to Persimmon Tree Road.  The new barriers will be constructed as close 
to the roadway as possible to minimize or avoid property impacts.  As described in the Supplemental DEIS (SDEIS) and the 
supporting Noise Analysis Technical Report Addendum the noise analysis is based on the current preferred alternative 
design and MDOT SHA's Highway Noise Abatement Planning and Engineering Guidelines ("Noise Guidelines"), which detail 
implementation guidance, critical background information, rationale, and other comprehensive criteria associated with a 
highway noise study. The noise policy and guidelines are based upon the provisions contained in Title 23 of the Code of 
Federal Regulations Part 772 (23 CFR 772), Procedures for Abatement of Highway Traffic Noise and Construction Noise and 
the Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) report FHWA-HEP-10-025, Highway Traffic Noise: Analysis and Abatement 
Guidance and subsequent revisions. 

The DEIS, SDEIS and FEIS all include the "Statement of Likelihood" that is required by FHWA regulation 23 CFR 772.13(g)(3):   

"A statement of likelihood shall be included in the environmental document since feasibility and reasonableness 
determinations may change due to changes in project design after approval of the environmental document. The statement 
of likelihood shall include the preliminary location and physical description of noise abatement measures determined 
feasible and reasonable in the preliminary analysis. The statement of likelihood shall also indicate that final 
recommendations on the construction of an abatement measure(s) is determined during the completion of the project's 
final design and the public involvement processes." 

Because we are in the NEPA phase of this project, we do not yet have detailed engineering plans, including soil borings and 
field surveyed topography.  This level of detail is obtained during the final design phase of a project.  The design, appearance 
and final alignment of the sound barriers will also be finalized during final design.  The project must receive NEPA approval 
before final design is initiated, per 23 CFR 771.113(a).  MDOT SHA is sensitive to the visual impact of a sound barrier when 
it is located directly adjacent to a residence.  Sound barriers are most effective when placed directly adjacent to either the 
noise source (the highway) or the receiver (the residence).  Ideally sound barriers are placed close to the highway, but in 
some cases, they must be located close to a residence in order to maximize the effectiveness.  Sound barriers have a height 
limitation of 40 feet, and any structure over 24 feet requires a significantly larger foundation (which leads to more ground 
disturbance and environmental impacts). MDOT SHA will make every effort to keep the sound barriers as close to the 
highway as possible, but because of the varied topography of the Carderock Springs Community, it may be necessary to 
locate the walls at the top of the slope in order for them to effectively reduce the highway noise levels.   
 

Response to DEIS Comment #2 
MDOT SHA appreciates your comment regarding impacts to Carderock Springs Elementary School and the applicability of 
Section 4(f) protection to the school's recreational facilities. The Preferred Alternative would have an estimated 0.2 acres 
of impact to the Carderock Springs Elementary School property. There would be no impact to the recreational facilities 
present on the school campus. In accordance with the 2012 FHWA Section 4(f) Policy Paper (Policy Paper),  school 
playgrounds and other recreational facilities on school campuses are eligible for Section 4(f) protection. The Policy Paper 
states: 

"When a public school playground is open to the public and serves either organized or substantial walk-on recreational 
purposes that are determined to be significant [...] it will be subject to the requirements of Section 4(f)". (Part II, #14) 
 
The Policy Paper includes this further clarification: 

"The term playground refers to the area of the school property developed and/or used for public park or recreation 
purposes such as baseball diamonds, soccer fields, tennis courts, track and field facilities, and other features such as jungle 
gyms or swing sets. This can also include open space or practice fields if those areas serve a park or recreation function.  
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significant historic sites." (Part II, #14) 
 
Therefore, because the recreational facilities present on the Carderock Springs Elementary School campus would not be 
impacted by the Preferred Alternative, no Section 4(f) use would occur. 
 
Sliver impacts to properties along I-495 within the Carderock Springs community are proposed for elements such as 
roadside grading, retaining wall construction, on-site drainage and stormwater management, and noise barrier 
replacement/construction. These partial property acquisitions are considered ones that do not cause a business or 
residential relocation and have been assumed where a principle building of a residence, business, or community facility is 
located more than 20 feet from the Preferred Alternative limits of disturbance. 
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#1 

CHESAPEAKE BAY FOUNDATION – LEE EPSTEIN 

 
 

 
 
Response to DEIS Comment #1 
Recognizing the importance of providing access to the DEIS and supporting documents in a time with COVID-19 restrictions, 
MDOT SHA provided the opportunity for persons without electronic access to view the DEIS in hard copy at multiple 
locations across the study area.  The agency employed innovative approaches to identify locations that were convenient 
to affected communities, despite widespread closures of many public facilities as a result of the pandemic.  The DEIS was 
available for viewing at 21 public locations. Temporary facilities to house the DEIS for public review were provided and 
staffed at eight public library parking lot locations along the study corridors, as well as one location in Washington, DC.  
Lobbies at six centrally located post offices in Montgomery and Prince George’s Counties were also used for DEIS viewing 
locations.  Locations were available during the week and weekend days, with day and evening hours to provide adequate 
options for the public to view the documents.  Lastly, six select MDOT SHA, Maryland Transportation Authority (MDTA), 
and Virginia Department of Transportation (VDOT) offices within or near the study area were also open to the public for 
viewing the DEIS and Technical Reports. Each DEIS viewing location was compliant with the Americans with Disabilities Act 
(ADA), provided hard copy documents and computers for electronic viewing, and were equipped with required Personal 
Protective Equipment (PPE), including masks, hand sanitizers, and antibacterial cleaning solution. A strict safety protocol, 
in compliance with the State-mandated COVID-19 guidelines, was followed to ensure the safety of the public and study 
staff. DEIS comments were accepted through the following ways: 

• Oral testimony at one of the public hearings in the main hearing room 

• Oral testimony to a verbatim recorder at a private room at the public hearing 

• Written comments on a comment form at the public hearing 

• Letters to the P3 Program Office 

• Online comment forms 

• Emails to the P3 Program Office 

• Voicemail 

The DEIS was also made available on the I-495 & I-270 P3 Program webpage (https://495-270-p3.com/deis/) and on the US 
Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) EIS Database webpage.  The DEIS comment period was 123-days, from July 10, 
2020 to November 9, 2020. With the extended formal comment period and a continuous series of wide-ranging informal 
efforts to ensure a variety of safe opportunities to participate in the NEPA process, sufficient time was allowed for public 
consideration of and comment on the DEIS and SDEIS. 

Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.7 for a response to comments related to public involvement and engagement. 

 
 

 

https://495-270-p3.com/deis/
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#6 

CHESAPEAKE CLIMATE ACTION NETWORK – MYLES COOPER (EMAIL) 

 
 

 

Response to DEIS Comment #1 
Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.4.G for a response to adverse impacts to air quality and greenhouse gases. 

Response to DEIS Comment #2 
The I-495 & I-270 Managed Lanes Study fulfills the requirement to review potential impacts and allowed the agency 
decision-makers and the public to understand the various advantages and disadvantages of a range of reasonable 
alternatives.  As required by the CEQ NEPA regulations, the DEIS summarized the reasonably foreseeable social, cultural, 
and natural environmental effects of the alternatives retained for detailed study to a comparable level of detail and the 
DEIS and SDEIS summarized the environmental effects of the Preferred Alternative.  These analyses directly contributed to 
MDOT SHA’s evaluation of the alternatives and to recommendations for a full suite of potential measures to avoid and 
minimize impacts, as well as comprehensive mitigation proposals where impacts could not be avoided 

Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.4 for a response on the NEPA approach, analysis, and impacts.   

Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.5 for a response to the P3 Program and Project Cost. 

Response to DEIS Comment #3 
Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.4.D for a response to Environmental Justice and equity concerns. 

Response to DEIS Comment #4 
Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.4.E for a response to impact analysis and mitigation of water resources, including wetlands, 
waterways, and stormwater management. 

Response to DEIS Comment #5 
Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.4.G for a response to adverse impacts to air quality and greenhouse gases.  

Response to DEIS Comment #6 
Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.1 for a response for Purpose and Need, effects of the Pandemic, and impacts of teleworking/ 
remote working. 
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Response to DEIS Comment #7 
Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.7 for a response to comments related to public involvement and engagement.  
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#2 

CHESAPEAKE CLIMATE ACTION NETWORK – MYLES COOPER (ORAL TESTIMONY) 

 

Response to DEIS Comment #1 
NEPA’s CEQ regulations require every environmental impact statement to include a No Build Alternative for detailed 
assessment.  The No Build Alternative serves as a baseline alternative for comparison to all proposed action 
alternatives.  For the Study, the No Build Alternative does not include any improvements to I-495 and I-270 but does 
reflect all other multimodal transportation initiatives and projects included in the “Visualize2045” plan adopted by the 
Metropolitan Washington Council of Governments (2018).  See DEIS, Chapter 2, Section 2.3.  Based on a comprehensive 
review of regional demographics and traffic data, the No-Build Alternative would not address any of the significant 
operational issues under existing conditions and fails to accommodate any of the congestion relief metrics established for 
evaluating all Build Alternatives.  See DEIS, Chapter 3 and DEIS Appendix C.  
 
Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.1 for a response on Purpose and Need. 
 
Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.2.A for a response on Screening of Preliminary Alternatives Process. 
 
Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.4 for a response on the NEPA approach, analysis, and impacts.   
 
 
The I-495 & I-270 Managed Lanes Study fulfills the requirement to review potential impacts and allowed the agency 
decision-makers and the public to understand the various advantages and disadvantages of a range of reasonable 
alternatives.  As required by the CEQ NEPA regulations, the DEIS and SDEIS summarized the reasonably foreseeable 
social, cultural, and natural environmental effects of the alternatives retained for detailed study to a comparable level of 
detail and the SDEIS summarized the environmental effects of the Preferred Alternative.  These analyses directly 
contributed to MDOT SHA’s evaluation of the alternatives and to recommendations for a full suite of potential measures 
to avoid and minimize impacts, as well as comprehensive mitigation proposals where impacts could not be avoided. 
 
Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.2.B for a response to Alternatives Not Retained for Detailed Study 

Response to DEIS Comment #2 
Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.4.G for a response to adverse impacts to air quality and greenhouse gases.  
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#4 

CHEVY CHASE RECREATION ASSOCIATION – BILL SANDMEYER (ORAL TESTIMONY) 

 

Response to DEIS Comment #1 
Thank you for your comment concerning impacts to the Chevy Chase Recreation Association property and community.  As 
described in the Supplemental DEIS, the Preferred Alternative was identified after coordination with resource agencies, 
the public, and stakeholders to respond directly to feedback received on the DEIS to avoid displacements and impacts to 
significant environmental resources, and to align the NEPA approval with the planned project phased delivery and 
permitting approach which focused on Phase 1 South only. The Preferred Alternative includes two new, high-occupancy 
toll (HOT) managed lanes on I-495 in each direction from the George Washington Memorial Parkway to west of MD 187 
and conversion of the one existing high-occupancy vehicle lane in each direction on I-270 to a HOT managed lane and 
adding one new HOT managed lane in each direction on I-270 from I-495 to north of I-370 and on the I-270 east and west 
spurs. The Preferred Alternative includes no action or no improvements at this time on I-495 east of the I-270 spur to MD 
5 in Prince George's County.  See Figure 1-1 in the FEIS.  The potential impacts raised in your comment had been identified 
in the DEIS related to build alternatives that would have spanned the entire study area.  Because the Chevy Chase 
Recreation Association property and community are located outside the Preferred Alternative limits of build 
improvements, those impacts have now been completely avoided.  Any future proposal for improvements to the remaining 
parts of I-495 within the study limits, outside of Phase 1 South, would advance separately and would be subject to 
additional environmental studies, analysis, and collaboration with the public, stakeholders, and agencies.  

 
Response to DEIS Comment #2 
Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.4 for a response on the NEPA approach, analysis, and impacts.   

 
Response to DEIS Comment #3 
Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.1 for a response on Purpose and Need and teleworking. 

MDOT understands the phenomenon of induced demand, and it is a consideration on all of our large roadway projects.  In 
this case, MDOT is recommending adding capacity via managed lanes (HOT lanes) instead of widening with additional 
general purpose lanes.  Managed lanes do a better job at regulating demand, including induced demand, due to dynamic 
pricing. 

Our study shows that there could be some induced demand as a result of this project, but the impact will be small (less 
than 1% increase in vehicle miles traveled (VMT) in the region) and those effects are fully accounted for in the regional 
traffic models COG and TPB use. Even with these effects, the proposed managed lanes would reduce regional congestion 
delays and significantly improve travel times along both freeway corridors and on local roads throughout the region.  

 
Response to DEIS Comment #4 
As noted in response to Comment #1, the Preferred Alternative was Alternative 9 in the DEIS and includes two new, high-
occupancy toll (HOT) managed lanes on I-495 in each direction from the George Washington Memorial Parkway to west of 
MD 187 and conversion of the one existing high-occupancy vehicle lane in each direction on I-270 to a HOT managed lane 
and adding one new HOT managed lane in each direction on I-270 from I-495 to north of I-370 and on the I-270 east and 
west spurs. The Preferred Alternative includes no action or no improvements at this time on I-495 east of the I-270 spur to 
MD 5 in Prince George's County. Alternative 9M was not carried forward.  

See response to Comment #1, because the Chevy Chase Recreation Association property and community are located 
outside the Preferred Alternative limits of build improvements, a noise barrier will not be considered as part of the current 
study. 
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 CHEVY CHASE RECREATION ASSOCIATION – BILL SANDMEYER (WEBSITE)  

 
 

 

Thank you for your comment, responses are provided on the following pages. 
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Response to DEIS Comment #1 
Thank you for your comment concerning impacts to the Chevy Chase Recreation Association property and community.  As 
described in the Supplemental DEIS, the Preferred Alternative was identified after coordination with resource agencies, 
the public, and stakeholders to respond directly to feedback received on the DEIS to avoid displacements and impacts to 
significant environmental resources, and to align the NEPA approval with the planned project phased delivery and 
permitting approach which focused on Phase 1 South only. The Preferred Alternative includes two new, high-occupancy 
toll (HOT) managed lanes on I-495 in each direction from the George Washington Memorial Parkway to west of MD 187 
and conversion of the one existing high-occupancy vehicle lane in each direction on I-270 to a HOT managed lane and 
adding one new HOT managed lane in each direction on I-270 from I-495 to north of I-370 and on the I-270 east and west 
spurs. The Preferred Alternative includes no action or no improvements at this time on I-495 east of the I-270 spur to MD 
5 in Prince George's County.  See Figure 1-1 in the FEIS.  The potential impacts raised in your comment had been identified 
in the DEIS related to build alternatives that would have spanned the entire study area.  Because the Chevy Chase 
Recreation Association property and community are located outside the Preferred Alternative limits of build 
improvements, those impacts have now been completely avoided.  Any future proposal for improvements to the remaining 
parts of I-495 within the study limits, outside of Phase 1 South, would advance separately and would be subject to 
additional environmental studies, analysis, and collaboration with the public, stakeholders, and agencies.  

NEPA’s CEQ regulations require every environmental impact statement to include a No Build Alternative for detailed 
assessment.  The No Build Alternative serves as a baseline alternative for comparison to all proposed action alternatives.  
For the Study, the No Build Alternative does not include any improvements to I-495 and I-270 but does reflect all other 
multi-modal transportation initiatives and projects included in the regional Constrained Long Range Plan, “Visualize2045”, 
adopted by the Metropolitan Washington Council of Governments in October 2018.  Refer to DEIS, Chapter 2, Section 2.3.  
Based on a comprehensive review of regional demographics and traffic data, the No Build Alternative would not address 
any of the significant operational issues under existing conditions and fails to accommodate any of the congestion relief 
metrics established for evaluating all Build Alternatives.  Refer to DEIS, Chapter 3 and DEIS Appendix C.  

MDOT understands the phenomenon of induced demand, and it is a consideration on all of our large roadway projects.  In 
this case, MDOT is recommending adding capacity via managed lanes (HOT lanes) instead of widening with additional 
general purpose lanes.  Managed lanes do a better job at regulating demand, including induced demand, due to dynamic 
pricing. 

Our study shows that there could be some induced demand as a result of this project, but the impact will be small (less 
than 1% increase in vehicle miles traveled (VMT) in the region) and those effects are fully accounted for in the regional 
traffic models COG and TPB use. Even with these effects, the proposed managed lanes would reduce regional congestion 
delays and significantly improve travel times along both freeway corridors and on local roads throughout the region.  

Response to DEIS Comment #2 
See response to Comment #1 related to the Preferred Alternative that includes no action on the topside of I-495 to MD 5 
and avoids impact to CCRA property or community.  
 
Response to DEIS Comment #3 
As the Preferred Alternative includes no action east of the I-270 east spur, noise mitigation is not warranted outside the 
limits of build improvements, including CCRA property and community.  

Response to DEIS Comment #4 
See response to Comment #1.  
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CITIZENS AGAINST BELTWAY EXPANSION (CABE) – BRAD GERMAN (EMAIL) 

Thank you for your comment, responses are provided on the following pages. 
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Response to DEIS Comment #1 
NEPA’s CEQ regulations require every environmental impact statement to include a No Build Alternative for detailed 
assessment.  The No Build Alternative serves as a baseline alternative for comparison to all proposed action 
alternatives.  For the Study, the No Build Alternative does not include any improvements to I-495 and I-270 but does 
reflect all other multi-modal transportation initiatives and projects included in the regional Constrained Long Range Plan, 
“Visualize2045”, adopted by the Metropolitan Washington Council of Governments in October 2018.  Refer to DEIS, 
Chapter 2, Section 2.3.  Based on a comprehensive review of regional demographics and traffic data, the No Build 
Alternative would not address any of the significant operational issues under existing conditions and fails to 
accommodate any of the congestion relief metrics established for evaluating all Build Alternatives.  Refer to DEIS, Chapter 
3 and DEIS Appendix C.  
 
Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.1 for a response on Purpose and Need. 
 
Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.2.A for a response on Screening of Preliminary Alternatives Process. 
 
Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.4 for a response on the NEPA approach, analysis, and impacts.   
 

Response to DEIS Comment #2 
The I-495 & I-270 Managed Lanes Study fulfills the requirement to review potential impacts and allowed the agency 
decision-makers and the public to understand the various advantages and disadvantages of a range of reasonable 
alternatives.  As required by the CEQ NEPA regulations, the DEIS and SDEIS summarize the reasonably foreseeable social, 
cultural, and natural environmental effects of the alternatives retained for detailed study to a comparable level of detail.  
This analysis directly contributed to MDOT SHA’s evaluation of these alternatives and to recommendations for a full suite 
of potential measures to avoid and minimize impacts, as well as comprehensive mitigation proposals where impacts 
could not be avoided.  

 
 
Response to DEIS Comment #3 
Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.4 for a response on the NEPA approach, analysis, and impacts.  

Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.5 for a response to the P3 Program and Project Cost. 
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See response to Comment #3 above. 

 

Response to DEIS Comment #4 
Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.1 for a response on Purpose and Need. 
 
Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.2.A for a response on Screening of Preliminary Alternatives Process. 
 
Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.4.B for a response to traffic modeling and analysis. 
 

Response to DEIS Comment #5 
Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.5 for a response to the P3 Program and Project Cost. 
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See response to Comment #5 above. 

 
Response to DEIS Comment #6 
Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.6.B for a response to toll ranges and toll rate setting process.  

 

Response to DEIS Comment #7 
Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.4.M for a response to impacts to utilities and associated costs.  

 

Response to DEIS Comment #8 
MDOT understands the phenomenon of induced demand, and it is a consideration on all of our large roadway projects.  In 
this case, MDOT is recommending adding capacity via managed lanes (HOT lanes) instead of widening with additional 
general purpose lanes.  Managed lanes do a better job at regulating demand, including induced demand, due to dynamic 
pricing. 

Our study shows that there could be some induced demand as a result of this project, but the impact will be small (less 
than 1% increase in vehicle miles traveled (VMT) in the region) and those effects are fully accounted for in the regional 
traffic models COG and TPB use. Even with these effects, the proposed managed lanes would reduce regional congestion 
delays and significantly improve travel times along both freeway corridors and on local roads throughout the region. 
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CITIZENS AGAINST BELTWAY EXPANSION (CABE)– BRAD GERMAN (ORAL TESTIMONY) 

 
 
 

 

 

 

 

 
 
Response to DEIS Comment #1 
NEPA’s CEQ regulations require every environmental impact statement to include a No Build Alternative for detailed 
assessment.  The No Build Alternative serves as a baseline alternative for comparison to all proposed action 
alternatives.  For the Study, the No Build Alternative does not include any improvements to I-495 and I-270 but does 
reflect all other multi-modal transportation initiatives and projects included in the regional Constrained Long Range Plan, 
“Visualize2045”, adopted by the Metropolitan Washington Council of Governments in October 2018.  Refer to DEIS, 
Chapter 2, Section 2.3.  Based on a comprehensive review of regional demographics and traffic data, the No Build 
Alternative would not address any of the significant operational issues under existing conditions and fails to 
accommodate any of the congestion relief metrics established for evaluating all Build Alternatives.  Refer to DEIS, Chapter 
3 and DEIS Appendix C. 
  
Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.1 for a response on Purpose and Need. 
 
Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.2.A for a response on Screening of Preliminary Alternatives Process. 
 
Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.4 for a response on the NEPA approach, analysis, and impacts.   
 

Response to DEIS Comment #2 
The I-495 & I-270 Managed Lanes Study fulfills the requirement to review potential impacts and allowed the agency 
decision-makers and the public to understand the various advantages and disadvantages of a range of reasonable 
alternatives.  As required by the CEQ NEPA regulations, the DEIS and SDEIS summarized the reasonably foreseeable 
social, cultural, and natural environmental effects of the alternatives retained for detailed study to a comparable level of 
detail.  These analyses directly contributed to MDOT SHA’s evaluation of the alternatives and to recommendations for a 
full suite of potential measures to avoid and minimize impacts, as well as comprehensive mitigation proposals where 
impacts could not be avoided.  

With respect to the level of details concerning the build alternatives presented in the DEIS and the Preferred Alternative in 
the SDEIS, this information accurately reflected the level of design available to the agency during different phases of its 
NEPA review and was appropriate to ascertain environmental information and potential impacts.  FHWA regulations 
prohibit agencies from advancing to final design for a proposed action prior to completion of NEPA.  Therefore, the DEIS 
and SDEIS were based on preliminary levels of design for the likely engineering elements of the proposed build alternatives.  
The Preferred Alternative presented in the SDEIS was refined based on additional survey information, an assessment of 
constructability and permanent and temporary impacts, as well as avoidance and minimization efforts resulting from 
interagency coordination.  The SDEIS presented updated information based on the Preferred Alternative (Alternative 9-
Phase 1 South) and additional coordination that occurred in the 10 months following publication of the DEIS.  The FEIS 
reflects further design refinements and details, including final mitigation and commitments of the Preferred Alternative, 
many of which directly responded to public comments. 

 
Response to DEIS Comment #3 
Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.4.B for a response to traffic modeling and analysis. 

 

Response to DEIS Comment #4 
Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.5 for a response to the P3 Program and Project Cost. 
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 CITIZENS TO CONSERVE AND RESTORE INDIAN CREEK – LUTZ RASTAETTER 

 
 

 
 

MDOT SHA acknowledges receipt of your comment. The attachment submitted in your email was the same commented 
submitted by the Maryland Chapter of the Sierra Club. The Sierra Club comment letter has been responded to in detail and 
can be found in Appendix T.  
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CLEANWATER LINGANORE – MARY SMITH 

 

Response to DEIS Comment #1 
NEPA’s CEQ regulations require every environmental impact statement to include a No Build Alternative for detailed 
assessment.  The No Build Alternative serves as a baseline alternative for comparison to all proposed action 
alternatives.  For the Study, the No Build Alternative does not include any improvements to I-495 and I-270 but does reflect 
all other multi-modal transportation initiatives and projects included in the regional Constrained Long Range Plan, 
“Visualize2045”, adopted by the Metropolitan Washington Council of Governments in October 2018.  Refer to DEIS, 
Chapter 2, Section 2.3.  Based on a comprehensive review of regional demographics and traffic data, the No Build 
Alternative would not address any of the significant operational issues under existing conditions and fails to accommodate 
any of the congestion relief metrics established for evaluating all Build Alternatives.  Refer to DEIS, Chapter 3 and 
DEIS Appendix C. Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.1 for a response on Purpose and Need. 
 
Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.2.A for a response on Screening of Preliminary Alternatives Process. 
 
Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.4 for a response on the NEPA approach, analysis, and impacts.   
 
Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.1 for a response on Purpose and Need and effects of the pandemic.  
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COALITION FOR SMARTER GROWTH – JANE LYONS (EMAIL) 

 
 

 
Response to DEIS Comment #1 
NEPA’s CEQ regulations require every environmental impact statement to include a No Build Alternative for detailed 
assessment.  The No Build Alternative serves as a baseline alternative for comparison to all proposed action 
alternatives.  For the Study, the No Build Alternative does not include any improvements to I-495 and I-270 but does reflect 
all other multi-modal transportation initiatives and projects included in the regional Constrained Long Range Plan, 
“Visualize2045”, adopted by the Metropolitan Washington Council of Governments in October 2018.  Refer to DEIS, 
Chapter 2, Section 2.3.  Based on a comprehensive review of regional demographics and traffic data, the No Build 
Alternative would not address any of the significant operational issues under existing conditions and fails to accommodate 
any of the congestion relief metrics established for evaluating all Build Alternatives.  Refer to DEIS, Chapter 3 and 
DEIS Appendix C.  
 
Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.1 for a response on Purpose and Need. 
 
Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.2.A for a response on Screening of Preliminary Alternatives Process. 
 
Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.4 for a response on the NEPA approach, analysis, and impacts.   
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Response to DEIS Comment #2 
Refer to Chapter 1, Section 3.1 for a response on Purpose and Need. 

Response to DEIS Comment #3 
Concerns with congestion on I-495 and I-270 and planning to accommodate anticipated future growth have been the 
subject of numerous studies conducted by the Maryland Department of Transportation (MDOT), Virginia Department of 
Transportation (VDOT), and regional planning agencies for many years.  These studies reflect how the Washington 
metropolitan area has continued to experience considerable growth in population and employment. Specifically, 
population in the study area has increased from 14.6 percent in Montgomery County and 20.1 percent in Prince George’s 
County between 2000 and 2020. Continued growth is anticipated as Metropolitan Washington Council of Governments 
(MWCOG) estimates that between 2020 and 2045, the population in Montgomery County and Prince George's County will 
increase approximately 16.3 percent and 7.9 percent, respectively. Additionally, this area is one of the most intensive 
employment, residential and transportation corridors in the State.  Virtually all of these studies reflect, in part, some of the 
operational and/or engineering alternatives that are included in the DEIS and SDEIS.  Specifically, these studies, dating back 
to 2004, evaluated various options of building managed lanes along these highways and means to connect that additional 
capacity to other regional transportation facilities.  Importantly, these studies also considered various transit 
improvements, including major projects such as the Purple Line which is currently under construction.  None of the various 
analyses supported the principle that transit and/or multi-modal transportation options by themselves, could alleviate 
traffic congestion or accommodate anticipated future demand.   Refer to DEIS, Appendix A, page 4-8. 

Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.1 for a response on Purpose and Need. 
Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.4.F for a response to adverse impacts to air quality. 
Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.4.B for a response to traffic modeling and analysis. 

Response to DEIS Comment #4 
For the purposes of a comparison of alternatives under NEPA, the DEIS assessed a broad analysis of the potential for each 
alternative to be financially self-sufficient. This analysis included multiple factors to determine potential cash flows such 
as a range of capital costs, initial revenue projections, preliminary operations and maintenance costs, and a range of 
interest rates. The results showed that some alternatives would have a higher likelihood of being cash flow positive and 
others would have a higher likelihood of being cash flow negative. These wide ranges were necessary to take into 
account various market conditions that could change as the program continues forward.   

Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.2 for response to Screening of Preliminary Alternatives Process. 
Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.5 for a response to the P3 Program and Project Costs. 

Response to DEIS Comment #5 
The decision concerning the scope of analysis to be conducted under NEPA lies within the discretion of the project 
proponent, MDOT SHA, and lead federal agency, FHWA.  Depending on the factual circumstances, a programmatic or a 
project-specific analysis could be conducted to fulfill NEPA’s procedural requirements.  In this case, proceeding with a 
project-level review for the Study was entirely appropriate. 

The geographic scope of the Study, while large, is distinctly defined.  It includes 37 miles of I-495 and 11 miles of I-
270.  Consistent with CEQ NEPA regulations 40 CFR 1502.4(a) and 1508.25(a), as well as FHWA NEPA regulations at 23 
CFR 771.111(f), MDOT SHA and FHWA have identified the Study as an independent action that may proceed regardless of 
whether other actions of the Traffic Relief Plan or P3 Program are implemented.   

Furthermore, the identified scope of the Study has been sufficiently defined to be advanced with a project-level NEPA 
document, and does not exclude the possibility that a broader planning effort could be evaluated at some other time in a 
Programmatic EIS.   Consistent with FHWA regulations, other proposed actions, such as potential improvements to I-270 
from I-370 to I-70, have been determined to possess independent utility from the Study (and other actions in the TRP and 
P3 Program) and thus will require separate project-level NEPA documents. 

Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.2 for response to Screening of Preliminary Alternatives Process. 
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Response to DEIS Comment #6 
See response to Comment #3. 

Response to DEIS Comment #7 
Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.6.A for a response on opposition to managed lanes or tolling public roads. 

Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.6.B for a response to toll rate ranges and toll rate setting process. 

Response to DEIS Comment #8 
MDOT understands the phenomenon of induced demand, and it is a consideration on all of our large roadway projects.  In 
this case, MDOT is recommending adding capacity via managed lanes (HOT lanes) instead of widening with additional 
general purpose lanes.  Managed lanes do a better job at regulating demand, including induced demand, due to dynamic 
pricing. 

Our study shows that there could be some induced demand as a result of this project, but the impact will be small (less 
than 1% increase in vehicle miles traveled (VMT) in the region) and those effects are fully accounted for in the regional 
traffic models COG and TPB use. Even with these effects, the proposed managed lanes would reduce regional congestion 
delays and significantly improve travel times along both freeway corridors and on local roads throughout the region. 

Refer to Chapter 9, Section 9.3.4B for a response to traffic modeling and analysis including induced demand.  

Existing and future land use is directed by the County’s Master Plans.  Refer to the FEIS, Chaper 5, Section 5.22 and FEIS, 
Appendix Q for details.  
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Response to DEIS Comment #9 
Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.1 for a response on Purpose and Need and effects of the Pandemic. 
 

Response to DEIS Comment #10 
Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.2.B for a response to Alternatives Not Retained for Detailed Study. 
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Response to DEIS Comment #11 
The I-495 & I-270 Managed Lanes Study fulfills the requirement to review potential impacts and allowed the agency 
decision-makers and the public to understand the various advantages and disadvantages of a range of reasonable 
alternatives.  As required by the CEQ NEPA regulations, the DEIS and SDEIS summarized the reasonably foreseeable social, 
cultural, and natural environmental effects of the alternatives retained for detailed study to a comparable level of detail 
and the SDEIS summarized the environmental effects of the Preferred Alternative.  These analyses directly contributed to 
MDOT SHA’s evaluation of the alternatives and to recommendations for a full suite of potential measures to avoid and 
minimize impacts, as well as comprehensive mitigation proposals where impacts could not be avoided.  

The limits of disturbance (LOD) as been refined throughtout the NEPA process based on adddtioanl design details and 
extensive coordination with regulatory and resource agencies to avoid and minimize impacts. As the design is advanced on 
the Preferred Alternative there may be further reductions in impacts. An important benefit to conducting a P3 process with 
pre-development work concurrent with the NEPA process is to increase efficiency by receiving input by the Developer on 
design and ancillary elements of the project such as stormwater management. This collaborative effort ensures that the 
design and associated limits of disturbance (LOD) are appropriate and feasible ahead of final design. While additional LOD 
changes may occur during final design, including additional avoidance and minimization, the risk of substantial changes in 
the LOD or substantial increase in environmental impacts is significantly lowered by the early involvement of the Developer. 
Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.4.A for a response to Limits of Disturbance. 

Response to DEIS Comment #12 
The decision concerning the scope of analysis to be conducted under NEPA lies within the discretion of the project 
proponent, MDOT SHA, and lead federal agency, FHWA.  Depending on the factual circumstances, a programmatic or a 
project-specific analysis could be conducted to fulfill NEPA’s procedural requirements.  In this case, proceeding with a 
project-level review for the Study was entirely appropriate. 
 
The geographic scope of the Study, while large, is distinctly defined.  It includes 37 miles of I-495 and 11 miles of I-270.  
Consistent with CEQ NEPA regulations 40 CFR 1502.4(a) and 1508.25(a), as well as FHWA NEPA regulations at 23 CFR 
771.111(f), MDOT SHA and FHWA have identified the Study as an independent action that may proceed regardless of 
whether other actions of the Traffic Relief Plan or P3 Program are implemented.   

Furthermore, the identified scope of the Study has been sufficiently defined to be advanced with a project-level NEPA 
document, and does not exclude the possibility that a broader planning effort could be evaluated at some other time in a 
Programmatic EIS.   Consistent with FHWA regulations, other proposed actions, such as potential improvements to I-270 
from I-370 to I-70, have been determined to possess independent utility from the Study (and other actions in the TRP and 
P3 Program) and thus will require separate project-level NEPA documents. 

Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.1 for a response to Purpose and Need. 

Potential roadway or transit improvements on I-270 from north of I-370 to I-70 were not included as part of this Study, as 
alternatives for that segment will be developed as part of a separate, independent planning study (https://495-270-
p3.com/i270-environmental/).    An Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) may be supplemented at any time, in 
accordance with 23 CFR 771.130, when the Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) determines that changes to the 
proposed action or new information relevant to environmental concerns or impacts from the proposed action were not 
evaluated in the Draft EIS (DEIS).  A Supplemental Draft Environmental Impact Statement (SDEIS) was prepared to consider 
new information relative to the Preferred Alternative, Alternative 9 – Phase 1 South.  Building off the analysis in the existing 
DEIS, the SDEIS disclosed new information relevant to the Preferred Alternative focusing on new information while 
referencing the DEIS for information that remains valid. The SDEIS also described the background and context in which the 
Preferred Alternative, Alternative 9 – Phase 1 South was identified. The SDEIS was available for the public to review and 
comment on the Preferred Alternative during a 60-day comment period. 

See response to DEIS Comment #13, below.  

https://495-270-p3.com/i270-environmental/
https://495-270-p3.com/i270-environmental/
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Response to DEIS Comment #13 
The project will be required to obtain a SWM and Erosion & Sediment permit.  In order to obtain these permits, the project 
will be required to control stormwater runoff for the 10-year storm to match existing conditions, provide water quality 
treatment for all new impervious area and 50% of reconstructed existing impervious area to match the runoff 
characteristics of woods in good condition and manage the 2-year storm during construction so that sediment is not 
released to local waterways.    Variances can be requested for minimal increases in stormwater runoff, however, detailed 
hydrologic calculations will be required to show that the minimal increases will not result in downstream flooding or 
erosion.  Given the strict permitting requirements, impacts to downstream water quality from stormwater runoff are not 
expected. Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.4.E for additional information related to impact analysis and mitigation of water 
resources, including wetlands, waterways, and stormwater management. 
 

Response to DEIS Comment #14 

Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.4.F for a response to adverse impacts to air quality. 

Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.4.G for a response to climate change and greenhouse gas considerations. 
 

Response to DEIS Comment #15 

Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.4.C for a response to analyses of parkland and historic resources. 

 

Response to DEIS Comment #16 

The Preferred Alternative, Alternative 9 – Phase 1 South, avoids all residential and commercial displacements. 

Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.4.K for a response to impacts to properties and communities, including community facilities. 

 

Response to DEIS Comment #17 
Potential cost of utility relocation has consistently been factored into the overall estimates developed for the project.  The 
reduced footprint of proposed improvements associated with the Preferred Alternative as compared to the Build 
Alternatives discussed in the DEIS, together with ongoing coordination to identify, avoid and minimize conflicts with 
existing infrastructure to the maximum extent practicable have lowered the cost estimates significantly. It is too early in 
the predevelopment process to determine the exact scope and cost of any utility relocations that may still be required, but 
it now appears that these costs will be significantly lower than WSSC's original estimates. 

Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.4.M for a response to impacts to utilities and associated costs as well as Chapter 9, Section 
3.5 for a response to the P3 Program and Project Cost. 
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Response to DEIS Comment #18 
Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.4.D for a response to Environmental Justice and equity concerns. 

 

The congestion and other transportation issues facing this region are so immense that multiple transportation initiatives 
are necessary to address or have a notable effect on reducing the negative impacts of transportation problems or fulfilling 
a transportation need.  The Purple Line, which was selected after a review of transit alternatives in the region, will address 
or have a notable effect on addressing the need to provide faster, more direct, and more reliable east-west transit service 
connecting major activity centers in the corridor including Bethesda, Silver Spring, Takoma/Langley Park, College 
Park/University of Maryland, and New Carrollton. It will provide better connections to existing Metrorail and MARC 
commuter rail services and improve mobility and connectivity to the communities in the corridor located between existing 
rail lines. When evaluating the need for the Study the projected benefits to the 495/270 Study area were included.  As set 
forth in the Study, Purpose and Need, the Managed Lanes Study was a critical adjunct to the regional plan. 

Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.4 for a response on the NEPA approach, analysis, and impacts. 

Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.1 for a response on Purpose and Need. 

The Study uses the MWCOG model, which includes all existing and approved planned transportation projects in the 
Washington, D.C., Metropolitan region.  The traffic analysis for the 2045 design year assumed completion of several 
background projects, both highway and transit projects, were included. The impacts of these background projects were 
assumed as part of the baseline conditions for the design year 2045 No Build Alternative and the 2045 Preferred 
Alternative.  The background transit projects include: Purple Line Light Rail, Corridor Cities Transitway (CCT)US 29 Bus 
Rapid Transit (BRT), Randolph Road BRT and North Bethesda Transitway. Refer to FEIS, Chapter 3, Section 4.1.3. 

 

Response to DEIS Comment #19 
Responses addressed above. 
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COALITION FOR SMARTER GROWTH – JANE LYONS (ORAL TESTIMONY) 

 

Response to DEIS Comment #1 
Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.4.B for a response to traffic modeling and analysis. 
 

MDOT understands the phenomenon of induced demand, and it is a consideration on all of our large roadway projects.  In 
this case, MDOT is recommending adding capacity via managed lanes (HOT lanes) instead of widening with additional 
general purpose lanes.  Managed lanes do a better job at regulating demand, including induced demand, due to dynamic 
pricing. 

Our study shows that there could be some induced demand as a result of this project, but the impact will be small (less 
than 1% increase in vehicle miles traveled (VMT) in the region) and those effects are fully accounted for in the regional 
traffic models COG and TPB use. Even with these effects, the proposed managed lanes would reduce regional congestion 
delays and significantly improve travel times along both freeway corridors and on local roads throughout the region. 

 

Response to DEIS Comment #2 
Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.1 for a response on Purpose and Need and effects of the Pandemic. 

Response to DEIS Comment #3 
Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.4.M for a response to impacts to utilities and associated costs. 

Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.5 for a response to the P3 Program and Project Cost. 

Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.2.A for a response on Screening of Preliminary Alternatives Process. 

Response to DEIS Comment #4 
The I-495 & I-270 Managed Lanes Study fulfills the requirement to review potential impacts and allowed the agency 
decision-makers and the public to understand the various advantages and disadvantages of a range of reasonable 
alternatives.  As required by the CEQ NEPA regulations, the DEIS and SDEIS summarized the reasonably foreseeable social, 
cultural, and natural environmental effects of the alternatives retained for detailed study to a comparable level of detail 
and the SDEIS summarized the environmental effects of the Preferred Alternative.  These analyses directly contributed to 
MDOT SHA’s evaluation of the alternatives and to recommendations for a full suite of potential measures to avoid and 
minimize impacts, as well as comprehensive mitigation proposals where impacts could not be avoided.  

Due to extensive coordination and consultation with local, state, and federal resource agencies and stakeholders 
throughout the NEPA process, MDOT SHA was able to advance avoidance and minimization measures for regulated and 
sensitive resources and property displacements along I-495 and I-270.  This process resulted in an LOD that significantly 
avoided and minimized impacts associated with the DEIS Build Alternatives while appropriately addressing a wide range of 
water resources, parkland, and historic and/or cultural resources.  MDOT SHA accomplished this through a number of 
approaches, including the elimination or relocation of managed lane access points, shifting the centerline alignment, 
reducing lanes, changing interchange configurations and other design refinements.  Refer to DEIS, Appendix B, Alternatives 
Technical Report, SDEIS, Chapter 2 and FEIS, Chapter 3. For the environmentally sensitive area surrounding the ALB, a 
separate “Strike Team” was convened to develop and evaluate alternatives for replacement of the ALB to avoid and 
minimize overall impacts to the (Chesapeake and Ohio) Chesapeake and Ohio Canal National Historical Park, Clara Barton 
Parkway, and the George Washington Memorial Parkway.  Refer to SDEIS, Chapter 4, Section 4.4. 

Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.4.A for a response to Limits of Disturbance. 
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 CONSERVATION MONTGOMERY – CAREN MADSEN 

 
 

 
 

Thank you for your comment, responses are provided on the following pages. 
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Response to DEIS Comment #1 
Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.4 for a response on Resource Impacts Assessment. 

Response to DEIS Comment #2 
Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.1 for a response on Purpose and Need and effects of the Pandemic and teleworking. 



   FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT 
 

 APPENDIX T – DEIS COMMENTS – COMMUNITY ORGANIZATIONS CO-74 

 

 

 

#2 
cont 

 

#3 

 

 

 

#4 

 

 

 

 

 

#5 

 

 

 

 

 

Response to DEIS Comment #3 
Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.4.J for a response to impacts to wildlife and wildlife habitat. 

 
Response to DEIS Comment #4 
Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.4.F for a response to adverse impacts to air quality. 

Chapter 9, Section 3.4.E for a response to impact analysis and mitigation of water resources, including wetlands, 
waterways, and stormwater management. 

 

Response to DEIS Comment #5 
See responses above. 
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 DONTWIDEN270.ORG – JANET GALLANT (EMAIL) 

 

 

 

Thank you for your comment, responses are provided on the following pages. 
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Response to DEIS Comment #1 
NEPA’s CEQ regulations require every environmental impact statement to include a No Build Alternative for detailed 
assessment.  The No Build Alternative serves as a baseline alternative for comparison to all proposed action alternatives.  
For the Study, the No Build Alternative does not include any improvements to I-495 and I-270 but does reflect all other 
multi-modal transportation initiatives and projects included in the regional Constrained Long Range Plan, “Visualize2045”, 
adopted by the Metropolitan Washington Council of Governments in October 2018.  Refer to DEIS, Chapter 2, Section 2.3.  
Based on a comprehensive review of regional demographics and traffic data, the No Build Alternative would not address 
any of the significant operational issues under existing conditions and fails to accommodate any of the congestion relief 
metrics established for evaluating all Build Alternatives.  Refer to DEIS, Chapter 3 and DEIS Appendix C. For a discussion of 
the basis for the Purpose and Need refer to Section 9.3.1 and for the Selection of the Preferred Alternative refer to Section 
9.3.3.C. 

 

Response to DEIS Comment #2 
The comments raised in the bullet points are addressed in the following pages. 

 

Response to DEIS Comment #3 
The Study began with publication of a Notice of Intent (NOI) on March 16, 2018.  At the same time, the I-495 & I-270 
Program website was launched as a means to share information and to gather feedback from the public 
(https://oplanesmd.com/).  Pursuant to the CEQ regulations, publication of the NOI also began a formal “scoping” period.  
MDOT SHA conducted a series of four Public Scoping Open Houses around the study area, which hosted close to 400 
attendees across Montgomery and Prince George’s Counties.  These open houses were widely advertised through 
advertisements in traditional media, correspondence, information posted on the Program website, and a variety of social 
media posts.  Refer to DEIS, Appendix P. 

In addition to the mandatory scoping requirements, MDOT SHA conducted additional information sessions, open houses, 
and provided comment periods during the development of the range of alternatives to be considered in the DEIS.  Outreach 
on the first stage of alternatives development, the Preliminary Range of Alternatives, was conducted between July 2018 
and January 2019.  As with the first round of public scoping open houses, four large Preliminary Alternatives Public 
Workshops were broadly attended, with close to 600 attendees, including over a dozen elected officials. Attendees were 
able to listen to a presentation regarding the project, review display boards and a summary handout, ask questions of study 
team, interact with technical staff at small working group tables, and comment publicly on project information in front of 
the agency and other citizens.  The comment period on the Preliminary Range of Alternatives was broadly utilized, with 
2,282 submissions via hard copy comment forms, online forms, telephone, mail, and email.  Refer to DEIS, Appendix P.  

This transparent process of alternatives development continued into 2019 with another series of public meetings and 
outreach focused on the Alternative to be Retained for Detailed Study (ARDS) in the DEIS. From March to mid-June 2019, 
MDOT SHA conducted another eight large Alternatives Retained for Detailed Study Public Workshops and offered another 
comment period between April 11, 2019 and June 14, 2019.  Over 1,000 people attended the workshops and the agency 
received over 1,000 comment submissions at the workshops or by mail or email.   

Knowing the broad extent of public interest in the study and need for ample public involvement, MDOT SHA also conducted 
over 40 meetings during the alternatives development stage with various community associations, legislators, stakeholder 
organizations, and large property holders in the study area.  Refer to Table 5-5, DEIS, Appendix P. In addition, MDOT SHA 
extended this outreach strategy to include many informal opportunities for interaction with the study team and agency 
staff between June 2019 and April 2020, prior to official publication of the DEIS.  MDOT SHA conducted over 100 such 
meetings during that time period with individuals as well as small and large groups.  All these meetings were organized and 
conducted in addition to the required formal comment periods. 
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In total, over 5,000 comments were received during the study comment periods from Scoping through SDEIS. These 
comments were organized into relevant comment themes and summarized in respective reports. To be fully transparent 
and to ensure all comments were able to reach other citizens, the comment summary reports, including the individual 
submissions, were made publicly available on the Program website.   

Finally, based on the extensive comments received both in and outside of formal comment periods, MDOT SHA made 
substantive changes to the Preliminary Range of Alternatives considered, added new alternatives, altered study elements 
of proposed build alternatives, conducted additional analyses and outreach, refined design to avoid and minimize impacts 
and ultimately chose a Preferred Alternative that addressed concerned raised over the life of the study.  

Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.7 for a response to comments related to public involvement and engagement. 
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See response to Comment #3 above. 
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Response to DEIS Comment #4 
The common themes are unique to each comment period based on the comments received.  They have evolved as the 
Study has moved throught the NEPA process. As noted earlier idneitfying common themes is common-practice and 
allowable by CEQ regulations when there are voluminous comments. Most importantly, MDOT SHA and FHWA reviewed 
and considered all comments received over the life of the study. The comments received have informed the NEPA process 
from Scoping through identification of the Preferred Alternative. Refer to DEIS Chapter 7, SDEIS Chapter 7, and FEIS Chapter 
8.  
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Response to DEIS Comment #5 
As mentioned above, a comment received is only counted once in the totals presented.  A single comment submitted could 
raise many issues or common themes but it is still only counted once in the total.  Likewise a comment or petition submitted 
that is signed by many signatories is only counted once.  Also a comment stating support or opposition is not a yes/no vote 
for a project.   
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See response to Comment #5 above. 
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DONTWIDEN270.ORG – JANET GALLANT (ORAL TESTIMONY) 

 

Response to DEIS Comment #1 
Refer to the responses to your same concerns addressed in the comment received via email above. 

 
 

Response to DEIS Comment #2 
The Study’s Purpose and Need allowed for a robust analysis of a full range of alternative that included evaluation of non-
tolled, general purpose lanes, tolled managed lanes, transit only, and a combination of highway and transit improvements. 
Initially a range of 15 preliminary alternatives were identified and analyzed based on previous studies and planning 
documents, input from the public and federal, state and local agencies during the scoping process. Additional alternatives 
were identified and analyzed in direct response to public and agency comments for a total of eighteen different 
alternatives.   

Non-highway alternatives were considered during the alternatives screening process. These included heavy rail and light 
rail parallel to the existing alignments (the Purple Line Light Rail was already proceeding), fixed guideway or Bus Rapid 
Transit along a new alignment parallel to the existing highway alignments and dedicated managed bus lanes on I-495 and 
I-270.  See DEIS Appendix B at pgs. 19-27.  As with all the alternatives under the Preliminary Range of Alternatives, these 
non-highway options were evaluated using the various project needs, a review of available data, similar proposals that had 
been made over time, as well as a qualitative traffic assessment of each alternative’s potential to reduce congestion on I-
495 and I-270.  For all the major areas of concern, the standalone transit options failed to address the Study’s Purpose and 
Need and had major engineering and operational challenges associated with them. Based upon the analysis conducted and 
presented and input from agencies and public, FHWA and MDOT determined they would not adequately address long-
term traffic growth, address trip reliability, roadway choices, and none of them accommodated homeland security and 
freight movement needs.  For these reasons, those preliminary standalone transit alternatives were dropped from further 
consideration.  

Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.7 for a response to comments related to public involvement and engagement. 
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DONTWIDEN270.ORG – SALLY STOLZ 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Response to DEIS Comment #1 
Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.2.B for a response to Alternatives Not Retained for Detailed Study. 

 
 

Response to DEIS Comment #2 
Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.1 for a response on Purpose and Need, effects of the Pandemic, and impacts of 
teleworking/remote working. 

 

 

Response to DEIS Comment #3 
Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.4.B for a response to traffic modeling and analysis. 

 

 

Response to DEIS Comment #4 
Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.1 for a response on Purpose and Need, effects of the Pandemic, and impacts of 
teleworking/remote working. 
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Response to DEIS Comment #5 
Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.5 for a response to the P3 Program and Project Cost. 
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This comment is a duplicate of the comment above, see previous pages for responses to your comments. 
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ENVIRONMENTAL JUSTICE OF THE CEDAR LANE UNITARIAN UNIVERSALIST CHURCH – CHRISTIANE GRAHAM 

 
 

Response to DEIS Comment #1 
NEPA’s CEQ regulations require every environmental impact statement to include a No Build Alternative for detailed 
assessment.  The No Build Alternative serves as a baseline alternative for comparison to all proposed action 
alternatives.  For the Study, the No Build Alternative does not include any improvements to I-495 and I-270 but does reflect 
all other multi-modal transportation initiatives and projects included in the regional Constrained Long Range Plan, 
“Visualize2045”, adopted by the Metropolitan Washington Council of Governments in October 2018.  Refer to DEIS, 
Chapter 2, Section 2.3.  Based on a comprehensive review of regional demographics and traffic data, the No Build 
Alternative would not address any of the significant operational issues under existing conditions and fails to accommodate 
any of the congestion relief metrics established for evaluating all Build Alternatives.   
 
Refer to DEIS, Chapter 3 and DEIS Appendix C. Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.1 for a response on Purpose and Need. 
 
Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.2.A for a response on Screening of Preliminary Alternatives Process. 
 
Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.4 for a response on the NEPA approach, analysis, and impacts.   
 

The I-495 & I-270 Managed Lanes Study fulfills the requirement to review potential impacts and allowed the agency 
decision-makers and the public to understand the various advantages and disadvantages of a range of reasonable 
alternatives.  As required by the CEQ NEPA regulations, the DEIS and SDEIS summarized the reasonably foreseeable social, 
cultural, and natural environmental effects of the alternatives retained for detailed study to a comparable level of detail 
and the SDEIS summarized the environmental effects of the Preferred Alternative.  These analyses directly contributed to 
MDOT SHA’s evaluation of the alternatives and to recommendations for a full suite of potential measures to avoid and 
minimize impacts, as well as comprehensive mitigation proposals where impacts could not be avoided. 

Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.4 for a response on the NEPA approach, analysis, and impacts. 

 
Response to DEIS Comment #2 
Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.4.M for a response to impacts to utilities and associated costs. 

 
Response to DEIS Comment #3 
Refer to Chapter 9, Section for a response on Purpose and Need and effects of the Pandemic. 

 
Response to DEIS Comment #4 
Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.5 for a response to the P3 Program and Project Cost. 
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Response to DEIS Comment #5 
Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.2.B for a response to Alternatives Not Retained for Detailed Study. 
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#4 

ENVIRONMENTAL JUSTICE OF THE CEDAR LANE UNITARIAN UNIVERSALIST CHURCH – LEE MCNAIR 

 
 

Response to DEIS Comment #1 
NEPA’s CEQ regulations require every environmental impact statement to include a No Build Alternative for detailed 
assessment.  The No Build Alternative serves as a baseline alternative for comparison to all proposed action 
alternatives.  For the Study, the No Build Alternative does not include any improvements to I-495 and I-270 but does reflect 
all other multi-modal transportation initiatives and projects included in the regional Constrained Long Range Plan, 
“Visualize2045”, adopted by the Metropolitan Washington Council of Governments in October 2018.  Refer to DEIS, 
Chapter 2, Section 2.3.  Based on a comprehensive review of regional demographics and traffic data, the No Build 
Alternative would not address any of the significant operational issues under existing conditions and fails to accommodate 
any of the congestion relief metrics established for evaluating all Build Alternatives.   
 
Refer to DEIS, Chapter 3 and DEIS Appendix C. Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.1 for a response on Purpose and Need. 
 
Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.2.A for a response on Screening of Preliminary Alternatives Process. 
 
Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.4 for a response on the NEPA approach, analysis, and impacts.   
 

Response to DEIS Comment #2 
Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.4.D for a response to Environmental Justice and equity concerns. 
 

Response to DEIS Comment #3 
Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.4.B for a response to traffic modeling and analysis. 

MDOT SHA and FHWA appreciate your comment on the proposed action.  As a result of the NEPA process, including 
consideration of all public, stakeholder and agency comments concerning the project, MDOT SHA and FHWA have 
identified Alternative 9 Phase I South as the Preferred Alternative giving consideration to economic, environmental, 
technical, and other factors as detailed in the SDEIS and FEIS. 

Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.6.B for a response to toll rate ranges and toll rate setting process. 

 
Response to DEIS Comment #4 
Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.4 for a response on the NEPA approach, analysis, and impacts.   
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ENVIRONMENTAL JUSTICE OF THE CEDAR LANE UNITARIAN UNIVERSALIST CHURCH – NANCI WILKINSON 

 

 
Thank you for your comment, responses are provided on the following pages. 
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Response to DEIS Comment #1 
NEPA’s CEQ regulations require every environmental impact statement to include a No Build Alternative for detailed 
assessment.  The No Build Alternative serves as a baseline alternative for comparison to all proposed action 
alternatives.  For the Study, the No Build Alternative does not include any improvements to I-495 and I-270 but does reflect 
all other multi-modal transportation initiatives and projects included in the regional Constrained Long Range Plan, 
“Visualize2045”, adopted by the Metropolitan Washington Council of Governments in October 2018.  Refer to DEIS, 
Chapter 2, Section 2.3.  Based on a comprehensive review of regional demographics and traffic data, the No Build 
Alternative would not address any of the significant operational issues under existing conditions and fails to accommodate 
any of the congestion relief metrics established for evaluating all Build Alternatives.  Refer to DEIS, Chapter 3 and 
DEIS Appendix C.  
 
Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.1 for a response on Purpose and Need. 
 
Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.2.A for a response on Screening of Preliminary Alternatives Process. 
 
Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.4 for a response on the NEPA approach, analysis, and impacts.   
 
 
Response to DEIS Comment #2 
Thank you for your comment concerning impacts to the Cedar Lane Unitarian Universalist Church, Cedar Lane, and Rock 
Creek Park.  As described in the Supplemental DEIS, the Preferred Alternative was identified after coordination with 
resource agencies, the public, and stakeholders to respond directly to feedback received on the DEIS to avoid displacements 
and impacts to significant environmental resources, and to align the NEPA approval with the planned project phased 
delivery and permitting approach which focused on Phase 1 South only. The Preferred Alternative includes two new, high-
occupancy toll (HOT) managed lanes on I-495 in each direction from the George Washington Memorial Parkway to west of 
MD 187 and conversion of the one existing high-occupancy vehicle lane in each direction on I-270 to a HOT managed lane 
and adding one new HOT managed lane in each direction on I-270 from I-495 to north of I-370 and on the I-270 east and 
west spurs. The Preferred Alternative includes no action or no improvements at this time on I-495 east of the I-270 spur to 
MD 5 in Prince George's County.  See Figure 1-1 in the Supplemental DEIS on pg. 1-2.  The potential impacts raised in your 
comment had been identified in the DEIS related to build alternatives that would have spanned the entire study area.  
Because the Cedar Lane Unitarian Universalist Church, Cedar Lane, and Rock Creek Park are located outside the Preferred 
Alternative limits of build improvements, those impacts have now been completely avoided.  Any future proposal for 
improvements to the remaining parts of I-495 within the study limits, outside of Phase 1 South, would advance separately 
and would be subject to additional environmental studies, analysis, and collaboration with the public, stakeholders, and 
agencies. 
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See response to #2 above. 
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See response to #2 above. 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Response to DEIS Comment #3 
Due to extensive coordination and consultation with local, state, and federal resource agencies and stakeholders 
throughout the NEPA process, MDOT SHA was able to advance avoidance and minimization measures for regulated and 
sensitive resources and property displacements along I-495 and I-270.  This process resulted in a Limit of Disturbance (LOD) 
that significantly avoided and minimized impacts associated with the DEIS Build Alternatives while appropriately addressing 
a wide range of water resources, parkland, and historic and/or cultural resources.  MDOT SHA accomplished this through 
a number of approaches, including the elimination or relocation of managed lane access points, shifting the centerline 
alignment, reducing lanes, changing interchange configurations and other design refinements.  The final environmental 
impacts associated with the Preferred Alternative are presented in FEIS, Chapter 5.  



   FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT 
 

 APPENDIX T – DEIS COMMENTS – COMMUNITY ORGANIZATIONS CO-94 

 

 

#3 

Cont 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

#4 

 

 

 

See response to Comment #3 on previous page. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Response to DEIS Comment #4 
The I-495 & I-270 Managed Lanes Study fulfills the requirement to review potential impacts, including Environmental 
Justice, and allowed the agency decision-makers and the public to understand the various advantages and disadvantages 
of a range of reasonable alternatives.  As required by the CEQ NEPA regulations, the DEIS and SDEIS summarized the 
reasonably foreseeable social, cultural, and natural environmental effects of the alternatives retained for detailed study to 
a comparable level of detail and the SDEIS summarized the environmental effects of the Preferred Alternative.  These 
analyses directly contributed to MDOT SHA’s evaluation of the alternatives and to recommendations for a full suite of 
potential measures to avoid and minimize impacts, as well as comprehensive mitigation proposals where impacts could 
not be avoided. 

Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.4 for a response on the NEPA approach, analysis, and impacts. 

Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.4.D for a response to Environmental Justice and equity concerns. 
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See response to Comment #4 above. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
Response to DEIS Comment #5 
Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.2.A for a response to Screening of Preliminary Alternative Process. 

 
 

Response to DEIS Comment #6 
Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.1 for a response on the Purpose and Need and effects of the Pandemic.  

 

 

Response to DEIS Comment #7 
Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.1 for a response on the Purpose and Need and effects of the Pandemic.  

Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.5 for a response to the P3 Program and Project Cost. 

 
 

Response to DEIS Comment #8 
Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.4.G for a response to climate change and greenhouse gas considerations. 
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See response to Comment #8 above. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Response to DEIS Comment #9 
Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.2.B for a response to Alternatives Not Retained for Detailed Study. 
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See response to Comment #9 above. 
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FOREST ESTATES COMMUNITY ASSOCIATION – VALERIE GRUSSING  

 
 

Response to DEIS Comment #1 
Thank you for your comment concerning impacts to the Forest Estates community. As described in the Supplemental DEIS, 
the Preferred Alternative was identified after coordination with resource agencies, the public, and stakeholders to respond 
directly to feedback received on the DEIS to avoid displacements and impacts to significant environmental resources, and 
to align the NEPA approval with the planned project phased delivery and permitting approach which focused on Phase 1 
South only. The Preferred Alternative includes two new, high-occupancy toll (HOT) managed lanes on I-495 in each 
direction from the George Washington Memorial Parkway to west of MD 187 and conversion of the one existing high-
occupancy vehicle lane in each direction on I-270 to a HOT managed lane and adding one new HOT managed lane in each 
direction on I-270 from I-495 to north of I-370 and on the I-270 east and west spurs. The Preferred Alternative includes no 
action or no improvements at this time on I-495 east of the I-270 spur to MD 5 in Prince George’s County.  See Figure 1-1 
in the FEIS.  The potential impacts raised in your comment had been identified in the DEIS related to build alternatives that 
would have spanned the entire study area.  Because the Forest Estates community is located outside the Preferred 
Alternative limits of build improvements, those impacts have now been completely avoided.  Any future proposal for 
improvements to the remaining parts of I-495 within the study limits, outside of Phase 1 South, would advance separately 
and would be subject to additional environmental studies, analysis, and collaboration with the public, stakeholders, and 
agencies. 

 
 

Response to DEIS Comment #2 
NEPA’s CEQ regulations require every environmental impact statement to include a No Build Alternative for detailed 
assessment.  The No Build Alternative serves as a baseline alternative for comparison to all proposed action alternatives.  
For the Study, the No Build Alternative does not include any improvements to I-495 and I-270 but does reflect all other 
multi-modal transportation initiatives and projects included in the regional Constrained Long Range Plan, “Visualize2045”, 
adopted by the Metropolitan Washington Council of Governments in October 2018.  Refer to DEIS, Chapter 2, Section 2.3.  
Based on a comprehensive review of regional demographics and traffic data, the No Build Alternative would not address 
any of the significant operational issues under existing conditions and fails to accommodate any of the congestion relief 
metrics established for evaluating all Build Alternatives.  Refer to DEIS, Chapter 3 and DEIS Appendix C. Refer to Chapter 9, 
Section 3.1 for a response on Purpose and Need. 
 
Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.2.A for a response on Screening of Preliminary Alternatives Process. 
 
Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.4 for a response on the NEPA approach, analysis, and impacts.   
 

The Study did consider transit, reversible and teleworking options.  Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.2.B for a response to 
Alternatives Not Retained for Detailed Study. Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.3.B on consideration of No Build, as well as 
Chapter 9, Section 3.1 for a response on Purpose and Need and teleworking. 
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Response to DEIS Comment #3 
Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.4.M for a response to impacts to utilities and associated costs. 

 
Response to DEIS Comment #4 
Thank you for your comment concerning impacts to the Forest Estates community, Holy Cross Hospital, and Sligo Creek.  
As described in the Supplemental DEIS, the Preferred Alternative was identified after coordination with resource agencies, 
the public, and stakeholders to respond directly to feedback received on the DEIS to avoid displacements and impacts to 
significant environmental resources, and to align the NEPA approval with the planned project phased delivery and 
permitting approach which focused on Phase 1 South only. The Preferred Alternative includes no action or no 
improvements at this time on I-495 east of the I-270 spur to MD 5 in Prince George’s County.  See Figure 1-1 in the FEIS.  
The potential impacts raised in your comment had been identified in the DEIS related to build alternatives that would have 
spanned the entire study area.  Because the Forest Glen community, Holy Cross Hospital, and Sligo Creek are located 
outside the Preferred Alternative limits of build improvements, those impacts have now been completely avoided.  Any 
future proposal for improvements to the remaining parts of I-495 within the study limits, outside of Phase 1 South, would 
advance separately and would be subject to additional environmental studies, analysis, and collaboration with the public, 
stakeholders, and agencies.  

The Preferred Alternative does not result in any full acquisitions or residential or business displacements; therefore, no 
homes would be taken due to the proposed roadway widening. 

 
Response to DEIS Comment #5 
Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.4.F for a response to air quality and Chapter 9, Section 3.4.G for a response to climate change 
and greenhouse gas considerations. 
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Response to DEIS Comment #6 
Refer to chatper 9, Section 3.1 for a response on Purpose and Need and effects of the Pandemic. 
 

Response to DEIS Comment #7 

MDOT understands the phenomenon of induced demand, and it is a consideration on all of our large roadway projects.  In 
this case, MDOT is recommending adding capacity via managed lanes (HOT lanes) instead of widening with additional 
general purpose lanes.  Managed lanes do a better job at regulating demand, including induced demand, due to dynamic 
pricing. 

Our study shows that there could be some induced demand as a result of this project, but the impact will be small (less 
than 1% increase in vehicle miles traveled (VMT) in the region) and those effects are fully accounted for in the regional 
traffic models COG and TPB use. Even with these effects, the proposed managed lanes would reduce regional congestion 
delays and significantly improve travel times along both freeway corridors and on local roads throughout the region. 

Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.4.B for a response to traffic modeling and analysis. 
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FOREST GLEN COMMUNITY ASSOCIATION 

 
 

Response to DEIS Comment #1 
NEPA’s CEQ regulations require every environmental impact statement to include a No Build Alternative for detailed 
assessment.  The No Build Alternative serves as a baseline alternative for comparison to all proposed action 
alternatives.  For the Study, the No Build Alternative does not include any improvements to I-495 and I-270 but does reflect 
all other multi-modal transportation initiatives and projects included in the regional Constrained Long Range Plan, 
“Visualize2045”, adopted by the Metropolitan Washington Council of Governments in October 2018.  Refer to DEIS, 
Chapter 2, Section 2.3.  Based on a comprehensive review of regional demographics and traffic data, the No Build 
Alternative would not address any of the significant operational issues under existing conditions and fails to accommodate 
any of the congestion relief metrics established for evaluating all Build Alternatives.  Refer to DEIS, Chapter 3 and 
DEIS Appendix C.  
 
Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.1 for a response on Purpose and Need. 
 
Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.2.A for a response on Screening of Preliminary Alternatives Process. 
 
Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.4 for a response on the NEPA approach, analysis, and impacts.   
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Response to DEIS Comment #2 
Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.1 for a response on Purpose and Need, effects of the Pandemic, and impacts of 
teleworking/remote working. 

 

Response to DEIS Comment #3 
As described in the Supplemental DEIS, the Preferred Alternative was identified after coordination with resource agencies, 
the public, and stakeholders to respond directly to feedback received on the DEIS to avoid displacements and impacts to 
significant environmental resources, and to align the NEPA approval with the planned project phased delivery and 
permitting approach which focused on Phase 1 South only. The Preferred Alternative includes two new, high-occupancy 
toll (HOT) managed lanes on I-495 in each direction from the George Washington Memorial Parkway to east of MD 187 
and conversion of the one existing high-occupancy vehicle lane in each direction on I-270 to a HOT managed lane and 
adding one new HOT managed lane in each direction on I-270 from I-495 to north of I-370 and on the I-270 east and west 
spurs. The Preferred Alternative includes no action or no improvements at this time on I-495 east of the I-270 spur to MD 
5 in Prince George’s County.  See Figure 1-1 in the FEIS.  The potential impacts raised in your comment had been identified 
in the DEIS related to build alternatives that would have spanned the entire study area.  Because the Forest Glen community 
is located outside the Preferred Alternative limits of build improvements, those impacts have now been completely 
avoided.  Any future proposal for improvements to the remaining parts of I-495 within the study limits, outside of Phase 1 
South, would advance separately and would be subject to additional environmental studies, analysis, and collaboration 
with the public, stakeholders, and agencies.  Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.4.K for additional information on to impacts to 
properties and communities, including community facilities. 

Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.4.F for a response to adverse impacts to air quality. 

 

Response to DEIS Comment #4 
Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.5 for a response to the P3 Program or Board of Public Works and Project Costs. 
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 FREDERICK COUNTY CHAMBER OF COMMERCE – RICK WELDON 

 
 

 

This page is intentionally left blank. 

 



   FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT 
 

 APPENDIX T – DEIS COMMENTS – COMMUNITY ORGANIZATIONS CO-104 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

#1 

 

 

 

 

 

 

#2 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Response to DEIS Comment #1 
Thank you for your comments supporting improvements. The purpose of the Managed Lanes Study is to develop a travel 
demand management solution(s) that addresses congestion, improves trip reliability on I-495 and I-270 within the Study 
limits, and enhances existing and planned multimodal mobility and connectivity.  

FHWA and MDOT SHA have considered all comments received on the proposed improvements in the context of the 
Purpose and Need for the project and have identified Alternative 9 – Phase 1 South as the Preferred Alternative.  This 
alternative would best accomplish the Purpose and Need of the proposed action while fulfilling FHWA’s statutory mission 
and responsibilities, giving consideration to economic, environmental, technical, and other factors as detailed in the SDEIS 
and FEIS.  

 
Response to DEIS Comment #2 
Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.1 for a response on Purpose and Need, effects of the Pandemic, and impacts of 
teleworking/remote working. 
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 FRIENDS OF CABIN JOHN CREEK – SANDY LADEN 

 

 

Thank you for your comment, responses are provided on the following pages. 
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Responses to Comments are addressed collectively below.  The history and data provided is appreciated. 
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Response to DEIS Comment #1 
While there has not been an exact calculation of the percentage of  impervious area in the Cabin John Creek watershedas 
opposed to the whole project, the land use change represented by this project is, from a review of the mapping and from 
your estimate, a small percentage when compared to the overall watershed.  SWM regulations in Maryland are stringent 
and will be fully met and enforced under required permits.   
 

 

 

 

 

Response to DEIS Comment #2 
This project will be required to meet Maryland SWM permitting requirements, which includes managing SWM runoff for 
the 10-year to match existing conditions and providing water quality treatment for all new impervious area and 50% of 
reconstructed existing impervious area.  As noted, a sizeable portion of pre-existing untreated impervious surface, 
estimated to be approximately 72 acres, will now be treated resulting in improved downstream conditions. In addition, a 
more detailed SWM analysis was completed for the FEIS based on standard MDE approved hydrology and hydraulic 
procedures. Based on this more detailed preliminary SWM concept developed for the FEIS, the anticipated offsite 
requirements for the Preferred Alternative have been significantly reduced from 114 acres to 2.5 acres, representing 
approximately 95 percent of environmental site design requirements being met onsite.  Refer to FEIS Chapter 3, Section 
3.1.6. 
 

Response to DEIS Comment #3 
The existing stream degradation within the Cabin John Creek Watershed is reported in the Natural Resources Technical 
Report Section 2.4.2 (FEIS Appendix M), including issues from channelization and poor water quality. These support the 
statement that the streams within the watershed are already in need of restoration. FEIS Appendix M, Final Natural 
Resources Technical Report, Section 2.3.3, reflects the Preferred Alternative impacts to the Cabin John Creek Watershed 
as 31,556 linear feet of waterway impact and 1.36 acres of wetland impact.  As noted in the FEIS, Chapter 7, mitigation is 
proposed at Site RFP-2:  Stream restoration (6,074 functional feet) and wetland creation/restoration (4.61 acres of credit) 
along Cabin Branch east and west of Montgomery Village Avenue at Montgomery Village Golf Club. 
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Response to DEIS Comment #4 
By meeting the MD SWM permitting requirements, the project will be compliance with the MS4 permit. Refer to FEIS 
Chapter 3, Section 3.1.6 for an explanation of the MD permitting requirements. 
 

Response to DEIS Comment #5 
I-495 and I-270 currently separate wildlife corridors. The widening of these roadways will not exacerbate this problem, 
since the roadways are currently impassable by wildlife.  

Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.3.D for a response to bicycle and pedestrian connectivity. Refer to Chapter 7 of the FEIS for 
mitigation and commitments.  

 
Response to DEIS Comment #6 
Temporary impact areas will include removal of invasive species and will be replanted with native species as part of the 
mitigation under Maryland Reforestation Law. 
 
Response to DEIS Comment #7 
This project will base stormwater runoff estimates on NOAA Atlas 14 historical rainfall averages, which is the 
most recent statewide precipitation data and includes record data through December 2000. Use of NOAA Atlas 
14 rainfall data is standard practice for MDOT SHA projects. At this time, Maryland does not require increased 
intensity or amount of rainfall to account for future climate change. 
 

Response to DEIS Comment #8 
MDOT SHA will meet all floodplain requirements and laws. 
 
Response to DEIS Comment #9 
Your participation has been noted.  See reference in the DEIS page 4-37, is a table listing the Section 106 Consulting Parties 
for consultation on historic properties.   
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Response to DEIS Comment #10 
NEPA’s CEQ regulations require every environmental impact statement to include a No Build Alternative for detailed 
assessment.  The No Build Alternative serves as a baseline alternative for comparison to all proposed action 
alternatives.  For the Study, the No Build Alternative does not include any improvements to I-495 and I-270 but does reflect 
all other multi-modal transportation initiatives and projects included in the regional Constrained Long Range Plan, 
“Visualize2045”, adopted by the Metropolitan Washington Council of Governments in October 2018.  Refer to DEIS, 
Chapter 2, Section 2.3.  Based on a comprehensive review of regional demographics and traffic data, the No Build 
Alternative would not address any of the significant operational issues under existing conditions and fails to accommodate 
any of the congestion relief metrics established for evaluating all Build Alternatives.  Refer to DEIS, Chapter 3 and 
DEIS Appendix C.  
 
Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.1 for a response on Purpose and Need. 
 
Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.2.A for a response on Screening of Preliminary Alternatives Process. 
 
Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.4 for a response on the NEPA approach, analysis, and impacts.   
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 FRIENDS OF MOSES HALL – CHARLOTTE TROUP LEIGHTON (EMAIL) 

 
 

 

Thank you for your comment, responses are provided on the following pages. 
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Responses to your specific concerns listed on this page are addressed in the following pages of the response. 
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Response to DEIS Comment #1 
Due to extensive coordination and consultation with local, state, and federal resource agencies and stakeholders 
throughout the NEPA process, MDOT SHA was able to advance avoidance and minimization measures for regulated and 
sensitive resources and property displacements along I-495 and I-270 since the DEIS. Design has also advanced since the 
SDEIS, as discussed in Chapters 2 and 3 of this document, resulting in further avoidance and minimization of the 
environmental resources as discussed throughout this chapter. Further avoidance and minimization since the SDEIS has 
been accomplished through a number of approaches including modification of stormwater management location and 
design, relocation of managed lane access points, shifting the centerline alignment, reduction in lanes and shoulder widths 
near sensitive resources, changing interchange configurations and other design refinements. These measures have been 
incorporated into the Preferred Alternative and as outlined in this Chapter, impacts associated with the Preferred 
Alternative have been significantly avoided and minimized compared to the DEIS Build Alternatives. For example as noted 
in the SDEIS and FEIS, the Morningstar Tabernacle No. 88 Moses Hall and Cemetery is avoided by the Preferred Alternative 
based on the current historic boundary.  

 
Response to DEIS Comment #2 
Additional archeological reports have been prepared and provided to Section 106 Consulting Parties. Background Research 
May 27, 2021 and Ground Penetrating Radar September 8, 2021. Consultation with the Friends of Moses Hall and other 
interested stakeholders including meeting both in office and in the field and sharing of background research, property 
information and ground penetrating radar results have been done throughout the study and will continue through final 
design.  

 

Response to DEIS Comment #3 
The first draft of the PA was provided in March 2021 and the revised PA was shared in January 2022. The revised PA 
incorporated changes and more detail based on input received from the Section 106 consulting parties including the Friends 
of Moses Hall.  The Final PA is included with the FEIS, Appendix J.  
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Response to DEIS Comment #4 
Based on the current historic boundary, the Preferred Alternative will avoid direct impacts to the Morningstar 
Tabernacle No. 88 Moses Hall and Cemetery. Additionally, no atmospheric, audible, or visual  effects to the 
property have been identified from the Preferred Alternative. No diminishment of location, design, setting, 
materials, workmanship, feeling or association has been found in these areas. The project will be governed by a 
programmatic agreement, including a treatment plan that specifies the methods, limits and consultation 
procedures for further investigation of areas with the potential for additional burials outside of the current 
historic boundary, no specific determination of effects to the Morningstar Tabernacle No. 88 Moses Hall and 
Cemetery will be made at this time, and will be made following completion of the additional investigations specified in 
the programmatic agreement and treatment plan (Refer to FEIS, Appendix J).   
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Response to DEIS Comment #5 

Refer to FEIS Chapter 5, Section 21.3 for more information on historical context.

Understanding that the Beltway was constructed adjacent to these sensitive resources, MDOT SHA has committed 
to construct the following pedestrian connections between the Gibson Grove A.M.E. Zion Church and the 
Morningtar Tabernalce No. 88 Moses Hall Cemetery to restore the historic connection along Sevel Locks Road: 

• Widening the existing variable-width sidepath along Seven Locks Road under I-495 (Cabin John Trail)

• Constructing a new sidewalk along the west side of Seven Locks Road under I-495 to directly connect First Agape
AME Zion Church (Gibson Grove Church) and Morningstar Tabernacle No. 88 Moses Hall and Cemetery

The Preferred Alternative includes the following elements and commitments related to the First Agape AME Zion Church 
(Gibson Grove Church) and Morningstar Tabernacle No. 88 Moses Hall Cemetery: 

• Direct and indirect impacts to historically African American Gibson Grove Community significantly minimized

• Gibson Grove Church is avoided with impacts minimized to 0.1 acre of temporary easement needed for drainage

• All direct and indirect impacts to Moses Hall Cemetery completely avoided

• Noise barrier with context sensitive treatment at the Moses Hall Cemetery

• Gifting land owned by MDOT SHA with potential graves back to Trustees of Moses Hall Cemetery

• Completing drainage improvements on Gibson Grove property and clearing space for their proposed parking lot

• Upgrading parking lot on the east side Seven Locks Road and making the sidewalk and path improvements to
connect to the existing parking lot.

• Constructing a new sidewalk along the west side of Seven Lock Road under I-495 to reestablish the historic
connection between Gibson Grove Church and the Moses Hall Cemetery.

Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.4.D for a response to Environmental Justice and equity concerns. 

Response to DEIS Comment #6 
MDOT SHA and FHWA prepared a Supplemental DEIS to present new information relative to the Preferred Alternative, 
Alternative 9 – Phase 1 South.  FHWA and MDOT SHA have identified Alternative 9 Phase 1 South as the Preferred 
Alternative. The SDEIS supplements the existing DEIS that was published on July 10, 2020.  The SDEIS was limited to focus 
on new information while referencing the DEIS for information that remains valid. The public comment period for the SDEIS 
was from  October 1, 2021 to November 30, 2021. As stated above the Preferred Alternative avoids the Morningstar 
Tabernacle No.88 Moses Hall and Cemetery property based on the current historic boundary. 
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This letter was included as an attachment with the DEIS Comment Letter and therefore the copy of the letter is 
included here.  However, MDOT SHA acknowledges receipt of this letter is related to the Section 106 process and 
has addressed the comments raised through the Section 106 Consulting Parties process. 
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#4 

FRIENDS OF MOSES HALL – CHARLOTTE TROUP LEIGHTON (ORAL TESTIMONY) 

 
 

 

Response to DEIS Comment #1 
Since there is a documented drainage complaint at the Moses Cemetery the current draft SWM concept presented in the 
FEIS diverts all the impervious area from I-495 away from the cemetery property to the north side of the highway where it 
is treated in a SWM facility.  As a result, the houses between I-495 and Cypress Grove Lane will see a significant reduction 
in surface runoff. 

The majority of the SWM runoff along Cypress Grove Lane will be diverted, however, some runoff will still be directed to 
the existing 21”RCP located behind 8021 Cypress Grove Lane and the existing swale located between Osage Lane and 
Cypress Grove Lane.  This project will be required to control stormwater runoff for the 10-year storm to match existing 
conditions prior to leaving MDOT SHA ROW; therefore the runoff at both locations will not be increased and given that the 
surface runoff is being directed elsewhere, the total runoff will be significantly reduced. 

Response to DEIS Comment #2 
The noise analysis for the Study included a noise receptor at the cemetery. The existing noise level is 70 dBA, future noise 
level without a barrier is also 70 dBA. A noise barrier is  proposed and will result in a noise reduction to 60 dBA. The barrier 
is currently recommended to be 24 feet tall.  The height could change during final design, however the FEIS includes a 
commitment for a noise barrier with context sensitive treatment at the Moses Hall Cemetery 

Response to DEIS Comment #3 
The Preferred Alternative does not include an elevated structure to implement the HOT managed lanes at Seven Locks 
Road. Between Persimmon Tree Road and Seven Locks Road, the Preferred Alternative includes four general purpose lanes 
and two high-occupancy toll managed lanes in each direction.  An acceleration lane will also be built along the outer loop 
for approximately 1000-feet east of Seven Locks Road.  No ramps are proposed in this area.  The proposed typical section 
serves to minimize the roadway footprint between the Carderock Springs Historic District and Gibson Grove Church along 
the outer loop and the Morningstar Tabernacle No. 88 Moses Hall & Cemetery along the inner loop.  The centerline of I-
495 will be relocated such that it gradually shifts away from the Cemetery as it moves north from Persimmon Tree Road; 
at the Cemetery the proposed median barrier between inner loop and outer loop traffic will be approximately 25 feet 
further from the Cemetery than the existing median barrier.  Flyover ramps are no longer proposed in this area and thus 
will not create a visual impact.  A noise barrier in this area is anticipated to be located close to the existing right of way line.  
Vegetation will need to be removed within the Limit of Disturbance to facilitate this construction.  

Since the DEIS, the Preferred Alternative eliminates of flyover ramps at MD 190/River Road by adjusting the location of 
the HOT lane direct access ramps between I-495 and MD 190. All HOT lanes direct access ramps within this interchange 
are now proposed to connect at a new intersection on the MD 190 bridge over I-495 without the use of flyover ramps.  

Between Seven Locks Road and MD 190/River Road, the general purpose lanes and managed lanes separate to allow space 
for highway ramps.  The existing Cabin John Parkway bridges will be replaced with new north-facing ramps to I-495 general 
purpose lanes, and I-495 managed lanes, and MD 190. New ramps connecting to Cabin John Parkway will be provided 
below existing I-495 grades, avoiding additional visual impacts to adjacent communities.  The existing loop ramps at the 
MD 190 interchange will be replaced by diamond ramps.  This configuration typically allows ramps to be located further 
from adjacent houses than the SDEIS ramp configuration. 
 
Response to DEIS Comment #4 
MDOT SHA employed a conservative approach to defining the limits of disturbance (LOD) for all the DEIS Build Alternatives 
and Preferred Alternative. The LOD represent the proposed boundary within which all construction, mainline widening, 
managed lane access, intersection improvements, construction access, staging, materials storage, grading, clearing, erosion 
and sediment control, landscaping, drainage, stormwater management, noise barrier replacement/construction, stream 
stabilization, and related activities to the proposed roadway and interchange improvements. Property impacts associated 
with the LOD were broken into permanent (long-term) and temporary (short-term) areas. This conservative approach to 
defining the LOD fairly captured the full scope of potential impacts.   
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 This page is intentionally left blank. Moreover, the methodology used to assess impacts to a number of key resources appropriately considered a broader 
geographic area than the LOD immediately surrounding the anticipated construction and related activity boundaries.  
When the project advances to final design, it is anticipated that the design will closely adhere to the LOD defined in the 
FEIS, as the LOD was established to include a reasonable area to construct the Preferred Alternative.  For complete graphic 
descriptions of the Preferred Alternative LOD across the entire span of study limits, Refer to the FEIS, Appendix E, 
Environmental Resource Mapping.) 

The impacts assessment accounts for all land needed for construction, including areas for staging, materials storage, and 
access needs at specific locations.  These areas are identified in the DEIS and SDEIS, Appendix D, Environmental Resource 
Mapping and FEIS, Appendix E. The SDEIS and FEIS present quantified property impacts of the Preferred Alternative and 
are categorized by permanent (or long-term) effects and temporary (or short-term) effects. See SDEIS, Chapter 4, Section 
4.5 and FEIS, Chapter 5, Section 5.5.   

It is anticipated that construction will last approximately five to six years. Details related to precisely when and where 
construction related activities will occur will be determined in final design, however, the project will likely require night 
work to occur when activities could not be completed safely during the day. Advanced notice of construction related 
activities would be provided and all reasonable efforts to minimize impacts to residential communities would be 
undertaken. Impacts associated with construction that will be further evaluated for the Selected Alternative in final design 
include traffic congestion associated with construction maintenance of traffic, utility disruptions, construction vibration, 
erosion and sediment and control, and construction related noise.  
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FRIENDS OF SLIGO CREEK – KIT GAGE  

 

Response to DEIS Comment #1 
Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.2.B for a response to Alternatives Not Retained for Detailed Study. 
 

Response to DEIS Comment #2 
Selection of the Preferred Alternative was based in part on extensive coordination with and input from agencies and 
stakeholders, including the Officials with Jurisdiction (OWJs) for Section 4(f) properties.  Refer to DEIS, Chapter 5; SDEIS, 
Chapter 5; FEIS, Chapter 6.  Agency and stakeholder comments on the DEIS and Draft Section 4(f) Evaluation specifically 
requested avoidance of parkland and historic resources within the study area. The Preferred Alternative is responsive to 
the comments received and aligns the Study to be consistent with the phased delivery and permitting approach, which 
limits the build improvements to Phase 1 South and avoids improvements on I-495 east of the I-270 east spur. The result 
is complete avoidance of a substantial number of Section 4(f) properties and a large reduction of parkland acreage impacts 
within the Study limits (over 100 acres). Design refinements have progressed since the Preferred Alternative was identified, 
resulting in additional avoidance and minimization of impacts.  

The total number of Section 4(f) properties impacted was reduced by 38 properties after the DEIS based on the revised 
limits of the Preferred Alternative and other minimization measures. Since the SDEIS, impacts to two additional parks were 
avoided including Cabin John Stream Valley Park (Rockville) and Morris Park based on further design refinements. One 
additional Section 4(f) property was identified (the Washington Biologists’ Field Club on Plummers Island) bringing the final 
total to 20 properties. The Preferred Alternative requires use of a total of 33.2 acres from 20 Section 4(f) properties and 
avoids the use of approximately 113 acres of Section 4(f) properties compared to the Build Alternatives in the DEIS. 

 

Response to DEIS Comment #3 
Thank you for your comment concerning impacts to Sligo Creek and Rock Creek.  As described in the Supplemental DEIS, 
the Preferred Alternative was identified after coordination with resource agencies, the public, and stakeholders to respond 
directly to feedback received on the DEIS to avoid displacements and impacts to significant environmental resources, and 
to align the NEPA approval with the planned project phased delivery and permitting approach which focused on Phase 1 
South only. The Preferred Alternative includes two new, high-occupancy toll (HOT) managed lanes on I-495 in each 
direction from the George Washington Memorial Parkway to west of MD 187 and conversion of the one existing high-
occupancy vehicle lane in each direction on I-270 to a HOT managed lane and adding one new HOT managed lane in each 
direction on I-270 from I-495 to north of I-370 and on the I-270 east and west spurs. The Preferred Alternative includes no 
action or no improvements at this time on I-495 east of the I-270 spur to MD 5 in Prince George’s County.  See Figure 1-1 
in the FEIS.  The potential impacts raised in your comment had been identified in the DEIS related to build alternatives that 
would have spanned the entire study area.  Because to Sligo Creek and Rock Creek are located outside the Preferred 
Alternative limits of build improvements, those impacts have now been completely avoided.  Any future proposal for 
improvements to the remaining parts of I-495 within the study limits, outside of Phase 1 South, would advance separately 
and would be subject to additional environmental studies, analysis, and collaboration with the public, stakeholders, and 
agencies.  

Response to DEIS Comment #4 
The project will be required to obtain a SWM and Erosion & Sediment permit.  In order to obtain these permits, the project 
will be required to control stormwater runoff for the 10-year storm to match existing conditions, provide water quality 
treatment for all new impervious area and 50% of reconstructed existing impervious area to match the runoff 
characteristics of woods in good condition and manage the 2-year storm during construction so that sediment is not 
released to local waterways.    Variances can be requested for minimal increases in stormwater runoff, however, detailed 
hydrologic calculations will be required to show that the minimal increases will not result in downstream flooding or 
erosion.  Given the strict permitting requirements, impacts to downstream water quality from stormwater runoff are not 
expected. Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.4.E for additional information related to impact analysis and mitigation of water 
resources, including wetlands, waterways, and stormwater management. 
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Response to DEIS Comment #1 
Thank you for your comments supporting the MLS NEPA process and the proposed improvements. The purpose of the 
Managed Lanes Study is to develop a travel demand management solution(s) that addresses congestion, improves trip 
reliability on I-495 and I-270 within the Study limits, and enhances existing and planned multimodal mobility and 
connectivity.  

FHWA and MDOT SHA have considered all comments received on the proposed improvements in the context of the 
Purpose and Need for the project and have identified Alternative 9 – Phase 1 South as the Preferred Alternative.  This 
alternative would best accomplish the Purpose and Need of the proposed action while fulfilling FHWA’s statutory mission 
and responsibilities, giving consideration to economic, environmental, technical, and other factors as detailed in the SDEIS 
and FEIS.  

 



   FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT 
 

 APPENDIX T – DEIS COMMENTS – COMMUNITY ORGANIZATIONS CO-131 

 

 

 

 

 

#1 
Cont 

 

 

 
Comment addressed above. 



   FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT 
 

 APPENDIX T – DEIS COMMENTS – COMMUNITY ORGANIZATIONS CO-132 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

#1 

GAITHERSBURG-GERMANTOWN CHAMBER OF COMMERCE, INC. – MARILYN BALCOMBE (ORAL TESTIMONY)  

 

Response to DEIS Comment #1 
Thank you for your comments supporting improvements. The purpose of the Managed Lanes Study is to develop a travel 
demand management solution(s) that addresses congestion, improves trip reliability on I-495 and I-270 within the Study 
limits, and enhances existing and planned multimodal mobility and connectivity.  

FHWA and MDOT SHA have considered all comments received on the proposed improvements in the context of the 
Purpose and Need for the project and have identified Alternative 9 – Phase 1 South as the Preferred Alternative.  This 
alternative would best accomplish the Purpose and Need of the proposed action while fulfilling FHWA’s statutory mission 
and responsibilities, giving consideration to economic, environmental, technical, and other factors as detailed in the SDEIS 
and FEIS.  
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GIBSON GROVE AME ZION CHURCH/FIRST AGAPE AME ZION CHURCH – EDGAR BANKHEAD 

 
 

Response to DEIS Comment #1 
Thank you for your comments on mitigation for the Gibson Grove AME Zion Church/First Agape AME Zion Church.  As you 
know through the Section 106 Consultation Process MDOT SHA has been coordinating directly with you and the Friends 
of Moses Hall on avoidance, minimization, and mitigation to these two properties.  

Regarding the Morningstar Tabernacle No.88 Moses Hall and Cemetery: MDOT SHA has been continuing investigation of 
the Morningstar Tabernacle No.88 Moses Hall and Cemetery, and consultation with community representatives since 
publication of the DEIS and SDEIS.  The Preferred Alternative avoids ground disturbance within the current historic 
boundary and sensitive areas within state-owned right-of-way.  MDOT SHA will commit to context-sensitive treatment of 
the cemetery in the Record of Decision and through a Programmatic Agreement developed in compliance with Section 
106 of the National Historic Preservation Act. Commitments will include context-sensitive treatment of noise barrier facing 
the cemetery, which may include decorative elements appropriate to the historic property and/or such elements as 
memorial plaques or signage; and further studies prior to final design and construction adjacent to the cemetery, and/or 
archaeological monitoring requirements for construction, as part of the treatment plan specified in the Programmatic 
Agreement. MDOT SHA will provide consulting parties with a demonstrated interest in the cemetery and MD SHPO 
comment opportunity for Project elements, specifically noise barrier, within the APE adjacent to the cemetery. 

Regarding the Gibson Grove AME Zion Church/First Agape AME Zion Church, the Preferred Alternative would result in 0.1 
acres of impacts to this property, all of which would be permanent impact. The Gibson Grove Church building will not be 
directly impacted by the Preferred Alternative. The 0.1 acres of impact is required to accommodate outfall stabilization, 
culvert augmentation, bridge reconstruction, and construction access. A shift of the roadway centerline towards the 
Gibson Grove AME Zion Church was included in the Preferred Alternative to avoid impacts to Morningstar Cemetery, 
located on the opposite side of I-495 from the Gibson Grove Church. As mitigation for the adverse effect to the church, 
MDOT SHA will: provide First Agape A.M.E. Zion Church at Gibson Grove and MD SHPO a comment opportunity at a draft 
level of design and a second opportunity prior to finalization of design for Project elements on church property or within 
the APE adjacent to the church property; improve the stormwater drainage on the church property by routing drainage 
into a new underground culvert to be installed as part of the Project; ensure that a parking lot identified in the church’s 
restoration plan is constructed on church property following installation of the culvert drainage design; work with First 
Agape A.M.E. Zion Church on schedule and timing of the culvert and parking lot work to be compatible with ongoing 
church restoration efforts to the extent practicable; ensure Project noise- or vibration- causing construction activities are 
restricted adjacent to the church during scheduled worship services or key events; and, in coordination with Montgomery 
County, install sidewalk on the west side of Seven Locks Road to more accessibly connect Gibson Grove A.M.E. Zion Church 
and Morningstar Tabernacle No. 88 Moses Hall and Cemetery.  
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The following pages reflect the attachments included in the letter. There are no comments or responses provided on these 
pages; they are included for the record. 

 

 



   FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT 
 

 APPENDIX T – DEIS COMMENTS – COMMUNITY ORGANIZATIONS CO-135 

  

 
 



FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT 

APPENDIX T – DEIS COMMENTS – COMMUNITY ORGANIZATIONS CO-136 



FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT 

APPENDIX T – DEIS COMMENTS – COMMUNITY ORGANIZATIONS CO-137 



FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT 

APPENDIX T – DEIS COMMENTS – COMMUNITY ORGANIZATIONS CO-138 



FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT 

APPENDIX T – DEIS COMMENTS – COMMUNITY ORGANIZATIONS CO-139 



FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT 

APPENDIX T – DEIS COMMENTS – COMMUNITY ORGANIZATIONS CO-140 



   FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT 
 

 APPENDIX T – DEIS COMMENTS – COMMUNITY ORGANIZATIONS CO-141 

  

 
 



FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT 

APPENDIX T – DEIS COMMENTS – COMMUNITY ORGANIZATIONS CO-142 



FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT 

APPENDIX T – DEIS COMMENTS – COMMUNITY ORGANIZATIONS CO-143 



FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT 

APPENDIX T – DEIS COMMENTS – COMMUNITY ORGANIZATIONS CO-144 



FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT 

APPENDIX T – DEIS COMMENTS – COMMUNITY ORGANIZATIONS CO-145 



FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT 

APPENDIX T – DEIS COMMENTS – COMMUNITY ORGANIZATIONS CO-146 



FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT 

APPENDIX T – DEIS COMMENTS – COMMUNITY ORGANIZATIONS CO-147 



FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT 

APPENDIX T – DEIS COMMENTS – COMMUNITY ORGANIZATIONS CO-148 



   FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT 
 

 APPENDIX T – DEIS COMMENTS – COMMUNITY ORGANIZATIONS CO-149 

  

 

 
This page is intentionally left blank. 



   FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT 
 

 APPENDIX T – DEIS COMMENTS – COMMUNITY ORGANIZATIONS CO-150 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

#1 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

GREATER FARMLAND CIVIC ASSOCIATION 

 

Response to DEIS Comment #1 
MDOT SHA and FHWA appreciate your comment on the proposed action.  As a result of the NEPA process, including 
consideration of all public, stakeholder and agency comments concerning the project, MDOT SHA and FHWA have 
identified Alternative 9 – Phase 1 South as the Preferred Alternative giving consideration to economic, environmental, 
technical, and other factors as detailed in the SDEIS and FEIS. 

Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.5 for a response to the P3 Program and Project Cost. 

The I-495 & I-270 Managed Lanes Study fulfills the requirement to review potential impacts, including Environmental 
Justice, and allowed the agency decision-makers and the public to understand the various advantages and disadvantages 
of a range of reasonable alternatives.  As required by the CEQ NEPA regulations, the DEIS and SDEIS summarize the 
reasonably foreseeable social, cultural, and natural environmental effects of the alternatives retained for detailed study 
to a comparable level of detail.  This analysis directly contributed to MDOT SHA’s evaluation of these alternatives and to 
recommendations for a full suite of potential measures to avoid and minimize impacts, as well as comprehensive 
mitigation proposals where impacts could not be avoided. Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.4 for a response on the NEPA 
approach, analysis, and impacts. 

Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.4.D for a response to Environmental Justice and equity concerns. 

Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.4.C for a response to analyses of parklands and historic resources. 

Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.4.G for a response to climate change and greenhouse gas considerations. 

Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.2.B for a response to Alternatives Not Retained for Detailed Study. 
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GREATER WASHINGTON BOARD OF TRADE – DANIEL FLORES (ORAL TESTIMONY) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Response to DEIS Comment #1 
MDOT SHA and FHWA appreciate your comment on the proposed action.  As a result of the NEPA process, including 
consideration of all public, stakeholder and agency comments concerning the project, MDOT SHA and FHWA have 
identified Alternative 9 – Phase 1 South as the Preferred Alternative giving consideration to economic, environmental, 
technical, and other factors as detailed in the SDEIS and FEIS. 
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Response to DEIS Comment #1 
MDOT SHA and FHWA appreciate your comment on the proposed action.  As a result of the NEPA process, including 
consideration of all public, stakeholder and agency comments concerning the project, MDOT SHA and FHWA have 
identified Alternative 9 – Phase 1 South as the Preferred Alternative giving consideration to economic, environmental, 
technical, and other factors as detailed in the SDEIS and FEIS. 
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Response to DEIS Comment #1 
Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.4.D for a response to Environmental Justice and equity concerns. 

Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.6A for a response on opposition to managed lanes or tolling public roads. 
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Response to DEIS Comment #2 
Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.2.B for a response to Alternatives Not Retained for Detailed Study. 

Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.4.B for a response to traffic modeling and analysis. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Response to DEIS Comment #3 
Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.4.D for a response to Environmental Justice and equity concerns. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Response to DEIS Comment #4 
Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.2.B for a response to Alternatives Not Retained for Detailed Study. 

Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.3.D for a response to Analysis of Alternatives Retained for Detailed Study. 

MDOT SHA, as stated in Chapter 2.4 of the Supplemental DEIS, has committed to priority bicycle and pedestrian 
connections to remove barriers and provide connectivity for bicyclists and pedestrians including construction of a new 
pedestrian/bicycle shared use path across the American Legion Bridge to connect facilities in Maryland and Virginia. 
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Response to DEIS Comment #5 
Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.3.C for a response to Analysis of Alternatives Retained for Detailed Study. 
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Response to DEIS Comment #1 
Thank you for your comment concerning impacts to Greenbelt Homes, Inc. properties near the I-495 interchange at the 
Baltimore-Washington Parkway.  As described in the Supplemental DEIS, the Preferred Alternative was identified after 
coordination with resource agencies, the public, and stakeholders to respond directly to feedback received on the DEIS to 
avoid displacements and impacts to significant environmental resources, and to align the NEPA approval with the planned 
project phased delivery and permitting approach which focused on Phase 1 South only. The Preferred Alternative includes 
two new, high-occupancy toll (HOT) managed lanes on I-495 in each direction from the George Washington Memorial 
Parkway to west of MD 187 and conversion of the one existing high-occupancy vehicle lane in each direction on I-270 to 
a HOT managed lane and adding one new HOT managed lane in each direction on I-270 from I-495 to north of I-370 and 
on the I-270 east and west spurs. The Preferred Alternative includes no action or no improvements at this time on I-495 
east of the I-270 spur to MD 5 in Prince George's County.  See Figure 1-1 in the FEIS.  The potential impacts raised in your 
comment had been identified in the DEIS related to build alternatives that would have spanned the entire study area.  
Because the I-495 interchange at MD 650 is located outside the Preferred Alternative limits of build improvements, those 
impacts have now been completely avoided.  Any future proposal for improvements to the remaining parts of I-495 within 
the study limits, outside of Phase 1 South, would advance separately and would be subject to additional environmental 
studies, analysis, and collaboration with the public, stakeholders, and agencies. 
 
Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.3.A for a response to Analysis of Alternatives Retained for Detailed Study. 

The I-495 & I-270 Managed Lanes Study fulfills the requirement to review potential impacts and allowed the agency 
decision-makers and the public to understand the various advantages and disadvantages of a range of reasonable 
alternatives.  As required by the CEQ NEPA regulations, the DEIS and SDEIS summarize the reasonably foreseeable social, 
cultural, and natural environmental effects of the alternatives retained for detailed study to a comparable level of detail.  
This analysis directly contributed to MDOT SHA’s evaluation of these alternatives and to recommendations for a full suite 
of potential measures to avoid and minimize impacts, as well as comprehensive mitigation proposals where impacts could 
not be avoided. Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.4 for a response on the NEPA approach, analysis, and impacts. 

The benefits of the proposed transit projects mentioned (Corridor Cities Transitway, Randolph Road BRT, and North 
Bethesda Transitway) are accounted for in the modeling, as noted on page 3-4 of the DEIS.  The forecasts assume that all 
of those transit projects will be in place by the design year, and the forecasts account for potential reductions in 
automobile traffic due to travelers using transit instead.  The results show that there is still a need for widening I-270 and 
I-495 despite these transit improvements. 
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Response to DEIS Comment #2 
Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.4.F for a response to adverse impacts to air quality. 

Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.4.H for a response to noise impacts and mitigation. 

Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.4.D for a response to Environmental Justice and equity concerns. 

Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.4.K for a response to impacts to properties and communities, including community facilities. 

The federal and state planning regulations, including NEPA, seeks to present to appropriate decision makers sufficient 
information to identify potential advantages and disadvantages to a proposed action before taking final action and 
incurring significant costs associated with final design and construction.  The FHWA and MDOT SHA appreciate the 
communities’ comments regarding potential impacts. 
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Comments addressed above. 
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Response to DEIS Comment #3 
Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.1 for a response on Purpose and Need, effects of the Pandemic, and impacts of 
teleworking/remote working. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Response to DEIS Comment #4 
Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.4.M for a response to impacts to utilities and associated costs. 
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Response to DEIS Comment #5 
Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.5 for a response to the P3 Program and Project Cost. 

 

 

 

Response to DEIS Comment #6 
Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.2.B for a response to Alternatives Not Retained for Detailed Study. 

Concerns with congestion on I-495 and I-270 and planning to accommodate anticipated future growth have been the 
subject of numerous studies conducted by the Maryland Department of Transportation (MDOT), Virginia Department of 
Transportation (VDOT), and regional planning agencies for many years.  These studies reflect how the Washington 
metropolitan area has continued to experience considerable growth in population and employment. Specifically, 
population in the study area has increased from 14.6 percent in Montgomery County and 20.1 percent in Prince George’s 
County between 2000 and 2020. Continued growth is anticipated as Metropolitan Washington Council of Governments 
(MWCOG) estimates that between 2020 and 2045, the population in Montgomery County and Prince George's County will 
increase approximately 16.3 percent and 7.9 percent, respectively. Additionally, this area is one of the most intensive 
employment, residential and transportation corridors in the State.  Virtually all of these studies reflect, in part, some of 
the operational and/or engineering alternatives that are included in the DEIS and SDEIS.  Specifically, these studies, dating 
back to 2004, evaluated various options of building managed lanes along these highways and means to connect that 
additional capacity to other regional transportation facilities.  Importantly, these studies also considered various transit 
improvements, including major projects such as the Purple Line which is currently under construction.  None of the various 
analyses supported the principle that transit and/or multi-modal transportation options by themselves, could alleviate 
traffic congestion or accommodate anticipated future demand.   Refer to DEIS, Appendix A, page 4-8. 
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GREEN SANCTUARY COMMITTEE UNITARIAN UNIVERSALIST CHURCH OF SILVER SPRING – DONEBY SMITH Response to DEIS Comment #1 
Thank you for your comment concerning impacts to the Green Sanctuary Committee of the Unitarian Universalist Church 
of Silver Spring community near the I-495 interchange at the MD 650.  As described in the Supplemental DEIS, the 
Preferred Alternative was identified after coordination with resource agencies, the public, and stakeholders to respond 
directly to feedback received on the DEIS to avoid displacements and impacts to significant environmental resources, and 
to align the NEPA approval with the planned project phased delivery and permitting approach which focused on Phase 1 
South only. The Preferred Alternative includes two new, high-occupancy toll (HOT) managed lanes on I-495 in each 
direction from the George Washington Memorial Parkway to west of MD 187 and conversion of the one existing high-
occupancy vehicle lane in each direction on I-270 to a HOT managed lane and adding one new HOT managed lane in each 
direction on I-270 from I-495 to north of I-370 and on the I-270 east and west spurs. The Preferred Alternative includes 
no action or no improvements at this time on I-495 east of the I-270 spur to MD 5 in Prince George's County.  See Figure 
1-1 in the FEIS.  The potential impacts raised in your comment had been identified in the DEIS related to build alternatives
that would have spanned the entire study area.  Because the I-495 interchange at MD 650 is located outside the Preferred
Alternative limits of build improvements, those impacts have now been completely avoided.  Any future proposal for
improvements to the remaining parts of I-495 within the study limits, outside of Phase 1 South, would advance separately
and would be subject to additional environmental studies, analysis, and collaboration with the public, stakeholders, and
agencies.
Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.3.A for a response to Analysis of Alternatives Retained for Detailed Study.

The I-495 & I-270 Managed Lanes Study fulfills the requirement to review potential impacts and allowed the agency 
decision-makers and the public to understand the various advantages and disadvantages of a range of reasonable 
alternatives.  As required by the CEQ NEPA regulations, the DEIS and SDEIS summarize the reasonably foreseeable social, 
cultural, and natural environmental effects of the alternatives retained for detailed study to a comparable level of detail. 
This analysis directly contributed to MDOT SHA’s evaluation of these alternatives and to recommendations for a full suite 
of potential measures to avoid and minimize impacts, as well as comprehensive mitigation proposals where impacts could 
not be avoided. Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.4 for a response on the NEPA approach, analysis, and impacts 

Response to DEIS Comment #2 
Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.4.D for a response to Environmental Justice and equity concerns. 

Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.4.M for a response to impacts to utilities and associated costs. 

Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.5 for a response to the P3 Program and Project Cost. 
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Thank you for your comment concerning impacts to Duffie and HOC properties near the I-495 interchange at MD 650.  As 
described in the Supplemental DEIS, the Preferred Alternative was identified after coordination with resource agencies, 
the public, and stakeholders to respond directly to feedback received on the DEIS to avoid displacements and impacts to 
significant environmental resources, and to align the NEPA approval with the planned project phased delivery and 
permitting approach which focused on Phase 1 South only. The Preferred Alternative includes two new, high-occupancy 
toll (HOT) managed lanes on I-495 in each direction from the George Washington Memorial Parkway to west of MD 187 
and conversion of the one existing high-occupancy vehicle lane in each direction on I-270 to a HOT managed lane and 
adding one new HOT managed lane in each direction on I-270 from I-495 to north of I-370 and on the I-270 east and west 
spurs. The Preferred Alternative includes no action or no improvements at this time on I-495 east of the I-270 spur to MD 
5 in Prince George's County.  See Figure 1-1 in the FEIS.  The potential impacts raised in your comment had been identified 
in the DEIS related to build alternatives that would have spanned the entire study area.  Because the I-495 interchange at 
MD 650 is located outside the Preferred Alternative limits of build improvements, those impacts have now been 
completely avoided.  Any future proposal for improvements to the remaining parts of I-495 within the study limits, outside 
of Phase 1 South, would advance separately and would be subject to additional environmental studies, analysis, and 
collaboration with the public, stakeholders, and agencies. 
 

Because the I-495 interchange at MD 650 is located outside the Preferred Alternative limits, the proposed slip ramp across 
MD 650 providing direct access from Elton Road to I-495 will not be precluded by the build improvements. 
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The following pages reflect the attachments included in the letter. There are no comments or responses provided on these 
pages; they are included for the record. 
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INDIAN SPRING RESIDENTS OPPOSED TO BELTWAY WIDENING GROUP – TONY HAUSNER 

 
 

Thank you for your comment concerning impacts to the Indian Spring neighborhood.  As described in the Supplemental 
DEIS, the Preferred Alternative was identified after coordination with resource agencies, the public, and stakeholders to 
respond directly to feedback received on the DEIS to avoid displacements and impacts to significant environmental 
resources, and to align the NEPA approval with the planned project phased delivery and permitting approach which 
focused on Phase 1 South only. The Preferred Alternative includes two new, high-occupancy toll (HOT) managed lanes on 
I-495 in each direction from the George Washington Memorial Parkway to west of MD 187 and conversion of the one 
existing high-occupancy vehicle lane in each direction on I-270 to a HOT managed lane and adding one new HOT managed 
lane in each direction on I-270 from I-495 to north of I-370 and on the I-270 east and west spurs. The Preferred Alternative 
includes no action or no improvements at this time on I-495 east of the I-270 spur to MD 5 in Prince George's County.  See 
Figure 1-1 in the FEIS.  The potential impacts raised in your comment had been identified in the DEIS related to build 
alternatives that would have spanned the entire study area.  Because the Indian Spring neighborhood is located outside 
the Preferred Alternative limits of build improvements, those impacts have now been completely avoided.  Any future 
proposal for improvements to the remaining parts of I-495 within the study limits, outside of Phase 1 South, would 
advance separately and would be subject to additional environmental studies, analysis, and collaboration with the public, 
stakeholders, and agencies.  
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Response to DEIS Comment #1 
The benefits of the proposed transit projects mentioned (Corridor Cities Transitway, Randolph Road, and North Bethesda 
Transitway) are accounted for in the modeling, as noted on page 3-4 of the DEIS.  The forecasts assume that all of those 
transit projects will be in place by the design year, and the forecasts account for potential reductions in automobile traffic 
due to travelers using transit instead.  The results show that there is still a need for widening I-270 and I-495 despite these 
transit improvements. 
 
 

 

Response to DEIS Comment #2 
Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.2.B for a response to Alternatives Not Retained for Detailed Study. 
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   FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT 
 

 APPENDIX T – DEIS COMMENTS – COMMUNITY ORGANIZATIONS CO-190 
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Response to DEIS Comment #1 
Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.3.A for a response to Analysis of Alternatives Retained for Detailed Study. 

 
 
Response to DEIS Comment #2 
Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.1 for a response on Purpose and Need and effects of the Pandemic. 

 
 
Response to DEIS Comment #3 
Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.5 for a response to the P3 Program and Project Cost. 

 
 
Response to DEIS Comment #4 
MDOT SHA and FHWA appreciate your comment on the proposed action.  As a result of the NEPA process, including 
consideration of all public, stakeholder and agency comments concerning the project, MDOT SHA and FHWA have 
identified Alternative 9 – Phase 1 South as the Preferred Alternative giving consideration to economic, environmental, 
technical, and other factors as detailed in the SDEIS and FEIS. 
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Response to DEIS Comment #5 
Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.5 for a response to the P3 Program and Project Cost. 

 
Response to DEIS Comment #6 
Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.2.B for a response to Alternatives Not Retained for Detailed Study. 

 
Response to DEIS Comment #7 
The I-495 & I-270 Managed Lanes Study fulfills the requirement to review potential impacts and allowed the agency 
decision-makers and the public to understand the various advantages and disadvantages of a range of reasonable 
alternatives.  As required by the CEQ NEPA regulations, the DEIS and SDEIS summarize the reasonably foreseeable social, 
cultural, and natural environmental effects of the alternatives retained for detailed study to a comparable level of detail.  
This analysis directly contributed to MDOT SHA’s evaluation of these alternatives and to recommendations for a full suite 
of potential measures to avoid and minimize impacts, as well as comprehensive mitigation proposals where impacts could 
not be avoided. Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.4 for a response on the NEPA approach, analysis, and impacts. 

 
Response to DEIS Comment #8 
Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.4.D for a response to Environmental Justice and equity concerns. 

 
Response to DEIS Comment #9 
Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.5 for a response to the P3 Program and Project Cost. 

 
Response to DEIS Comment #10 
Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.4.B for a response to traffic modeling and analysis. 

 
Response to DEIS Comment #11 
See the response to Comment #7 above. 
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LEAGUE OF WOMEN VOTERS OF MARYLAND – NANCY SORENG 

 

Response to DEIS Comment #1 
Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.3.A for a response to Analysis of Alternatives Retained for Detailed Study. 

 
Response to DEIS Comment #2 
Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.5 for a response to the P3 Program and Project Cost. 

 
Response to DEIS Comment #3 
Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.4.D for a response to Environmental Justice and equity concerns. 

 
Response to DEIS Comment #4 
MDOT SHA employed a conservative approach to defining the LOD for all the DEIS Build Alternatives and Preferred 
Alternative. The LOD represent the proposed boundary within which all construction, mainline widening, managed lane 
access, intersection improvements, construction access, staging, materials storage, grading, clearing, erosion and 
sediment control, landscaping, drainage, stormwater management, noise barrier replacement/construction, stream 
stabilization, and related activities to the proposed roadway and interchange improvements. Property impacts associated 
with the LOD were broken into permanent (long-term) and temporary (short-term) areas. This conservative approach to 
defining the LOD fairly captured the full scope of potential impacts.  Moreover, the methodology used to assess impacts 
to a number of key resources appropriately considered a broader geographic area than the LOD immediately surrounding 
the anticipated construction and related activity boundaries.  When the project advances to final design, it is anticipated 
that the design will closely adhere to the LOD defined in the FEIS, as the LOD was established to include a reasonable area 
to construct the Preferred Alternative.  For complete graphic descriptions of the Preferred Alternative LOD across the 
entire span of study limits, Refer to the FEIS, Appendix E- Environmental Resource Mapping.  Refer to Chapter 9, Section 
3.4.A for a response to Limits of Disturbance. 

 
Response to DEIS Comment #5 
Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.4.C for a response to analyses of parklands and historic resources. 

 
Response to DEIS Comment #6 
Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.5 for a response to the P3 Program and Project Cost. 

 
Response to DEIS Comment #7 
Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.1 for a response on Purpose and Need, effects of the Pandemic, and impacts of 
teleworking/remote working. 

 
Response to DEIS Comment #8 
Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.4.E for a response to impact analysis and mitigation of water resources, including wetlands, 
waterways, and stormwater management. 
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LOCUST HILL CITIZENS ASSOCIATION – RICHARD LEVINE 

 

Thank you for your comment concerning impacts to Rock Creek Stream Valley Park and Sligo Creek Parkway.  As described 
in the Supplemental DEIS, the Preferred Alternative was identified after coordination with resource agencies, the public, 
and stakeholders to respond directly to feedback received on the DEIS to avoid displacements and impacts to significant 
environmental resources, and to align the NEPA approval with the planned project phased delivery and permitting 
approach which focused on Phase 1 South only. The Preferred Alternative includes two new, high-occupancy toll (HOT) 
managed lanes on I-495 in each direction from the George Washington Memorial Parkway to west of MD 187 and 
conversion of the one existing high-occupancy vehicle lane in each direction on I-270 to a HOT managed lane and adding 
one new HOT managed lane in each direction on I-270 from I-495 to north of I-370 and on the I-270 east and west spurs. 
The Preferred Alternative includes no action or no improvements at this time on I-495 east of the I-270 spur to MD 5 in 
Prince George's County.  See Figure 1-1 in the FEIS.  The potential impacts raised in your comment had been identified in 
the DEIS related to build alternatives that would have spanned the entire study area.  Because the Rock Creek Stream 
Valley Park and Sligo Creek Parkway are located outside the Preferred Alternative limits of build improvements, those 
impacts have now been completely avoided.  Any future proposal for improvements to the remaining parts of I-495 within 
the study limits, outside of Phase 1 South, would advance separately and would be subject to additional environmental 
studies, analysis, and collaboration with the public, stakeholders, and agencies. 

 

 

 

Response to DEIS Comment #1 
Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.4.B for a response to traffic modeling and analysis. 

Refer to Chapter 9, Sections 3.3.B and 3.3.C for a responses to Analysis of Alternatives Retained for Detailed Study. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Response to DEIS Comment #2 
Following the Record of Decision, if there are any substantial changes to the limits of disturbance with the Developers 
design, a reevaluation of the environmental impacts would be required by FHWA in accordance with NEPA. 

Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.4.H for a response to noise impacts and mitigation. 
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Response to DEIS Comment #3 
As noted above, because the Preferred Alternative limits include no action or no improvements at this time on I-495 east 
of the I-270 spur to MD 5; therefore impacts to Cedar Lane, the Elmhirst Parkway Trail, and Elmhirst Parkway 
Neighborhood Conversation Area are avoided. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Response to DEIS Comment #4 
Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.4.B for a response to traffic modeling and analysis. 
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 MARYLAND BICYCLE AND PEDESTRIAN ADVISORY COMMITTEE – NATE EVANS 

 

 
This page is intentionally left blank. 
 

 



   FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT 
 

 APPENDIX T – DEIS COMMENTS – COMMUNITY ORGANIZATIONS CO-197 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

#1 

 

 

Response to DEIS Comment #1 
Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.3.D for a response to Analysis of Alternatives Retained for Detailed Study. 
 
As described in the Supplemental DEIS, the Preferred Alternative was identified after coordination with resource agencies, the 
public, and stakeholders to respond directly to feedback received on the DEIS to avoid displacements and impacts to significant 
environmental resources, and to align the NEPA approval with the planned project phased delivery and permitting approach 
which focused on Phase 1 South only. The Preferred Alternative includes two new, high-occupancy toll (HOT) managed lanes on 
I-495 in each direction from the George Washington Memorial Parkway to west of MD 187 and conversion of the one existing 
high-occupancy vehicle lane in each direction on I-270 to a HOT managed lane and adding one new HOT managed lane in each 
direction on I-270 from I-495 to north of I-370 and on the I-270 east and west spurs. The Preferred Alternative includes no action 
or no improvements at this time on I-495 east of the I-270 spur to MD 5 in Prince George's County.  See Figure 1-1 in the FEIS.  
The potential impacts raised in your comment had been identified in the DEIS related to build alternatives that would have 
spanned the entire study area.  Because the planned pedestrian and cyclist improvements in Prince George's County are located 
outside the Preferred Alternative limits of build improvements, those potential impacts have now been completely avoided.  
Any future proposal for improvements to the remaining parts of I-495 within the study limits, outside of Phase 1 South, would 
advance separately and would be subject to additional environmental studies, analysis, and collaboration with the public, 
stakeholders, and agencies.  
 
The Preferred Alternative reflects a strong commitment to bicycle and pedestrian connectivity and mobility in the study area in 
response to comments received throughout the NEPA process. Refer to FEIS Chapter 3, Section 3.1.5.   Existing pedestrian and 
bicycle facilities impacted by the Preferred Alternative would be replaced in kind or upgraded to meet current local master plans 
for recommended facilities.  In addition, new pedestrian and bicycle facilities identified in those plans would be constructed 
where adjacent connections exist.  These efforts respond directly to the Purpose and Need goal of enhancing multi-modal 
connectivity by removing barriers to non-vehicular mobility and comments received from local agencies and stakeholders. In 
response to input received from the City of Rockville, the Montgomery County Department of Transportation, and stakeholder 
organizations, the Preferred Alternative will accommodate pedestrian/bicycle facilities throughout the study area, including 
improvements currently noted in Rockville and Montgomery County master plans and are assumed under the Preferred 
Alternative base design.  These include: 

• New sidepath (west side) and new sidewalk (east side) on Persimmon Tree Road over I-495; 
• New bike lanes (both directions) and new sidepaths (both sides) on MD 190 over I-495; 
• New bike lanes (both directions), new sidewalk (south side), and new sidepath (north side) on MD 191 over I-495; 
• Reconstructed sidewalk (south side) and sidepath (north side) on Democracy Boulevard over I-270 west spur; 
• New two-way separated bike lanes (south side), and reconstructed sidewalks (both sides) on Westlake Terrace over I-

270 west spur; 
• New Breezeway (south side) and reconstructed sidewalk (north side) on Montrose Road over I-270; 
• Reconstructed sidewalk (south side) and shared use path (north side) on Wootton Parkway over I-270; 
• New bike lanes (both directions) and new sidewalks (both sides) on MD 189 over I-270; 
• New bike lanes/bikeable shoulders (both directions), reconstructed shared use path (south side), and new sidewalk 

(north side) on MD 28 over I-270; 
• New bike lanes (both directions), reconstructed shared use path (Millennium Trail, south side), and new sidewalk (north 

side) on Gude Drive over I-270; and 
• New Breezeway (south side) and new sidepath (north side) on Shady Grove Road over I-270. 

 

Additionally, the Preferred Alternative includes pedestrian and bicycle enhancements and new connections that are beyond the 
base design approach but are accounted for in the Preferred Alternative limits of disturbance. Refer to FEIS Chapter 3, Section 
3.2.2.   These include: 

• Construct a new pedestrian/bicycle shared use path across the ALB to connect facilities in Maryland and Virginia; 
• Widen the existing variable-width sidepath along the east side of Seven Locks Road under I-495 (Cabin John Trail); and 
• Construct a new sidewalk along the west side of Seven Locks Road under I-495 to reestablish the historic connection 

between Gibson Grove Church and Morningstar Tabernacle No. 88 Moses Hall and Cemetery. 
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Response to DEIS Comment #2 
Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.4.C for a response to analyses of parklands and historic resources 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Response to DEIS Comment #3 
Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.4.B for a response to traffic modeling and analysis 

MDOT SHA is committed to working with the officials with jurisdiction over park properties, such as M-NCPPC, to ensure 
bicycle and pedestrian transportation considerations are incorporated into the project to the extent practicable. 
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MARYLAND TRANSIT OPPORTUNITIES COALITION – BEN ROSS  

 
 

Response to DEIS Comment #1 
The I-495 & I-270 Managed Lanes Study fulfills the requirement to review potential impacts and allowed the agency 
decision-makers and the public to understand the various advantages and disadvantages of a range of reasonable 
alternatives.  As required by the CEQ NEPA regulations, the DEIS and SDEIS summarize the reasonably foreseeable social, 
cultural, and natural environmental effects of the alternatives retained for detailed study to a comparable level of detail.  
This analysis directly contributed to MDOT SHA’s evaluation of these alternatives and to recommendations for a full suite 
of potential measures to avoid and minimize impacts, as well as comprehensive mitigation proposals where impacts could 
not be avoided. Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.4 for a response on the NEPA approach, analysis, and impacts. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Response to DEIS Comment #2 
Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.2.A for a response on Screening of Preliminary Alternatives Process. 

 

 

 

 

 

Response to DEIS Comment #3 
Maryland’s Traffic Relief Plan is statewide and includes I-95, I-695, I-495, I-270, MD 295, and the Smart Signals 
Program.  Overall, this plan includes three elements: P3 Program, Baltimore Area Traffic Relief Plan, and Smart Traffic 
Signals.  The Study focuses specifically on one element of that plan in one region of the state. The intent of the I-495 & I-
270 P3 Program is to reduce congestion on I-495 and I-270 by seeking input from the private sector to design, build, 
finance, operate, and maintain improvements along the corridors. The plan is focused on transforming these overloaded 
interstates to allow people to reach their destinations faster and to remove overflow traffic from the local roads. 

The geographic scope of the Study, while large, is distinctly defined.  It includes 37 miles of I-495 and 11 miles of I-
270.  Consistent with CEQ NEPA regulations 40 CFR 1502.4(a) and 1508.25(a), as well as FHWA NEPA regulations at 23 CFR 
771.111(f), MDOT SHA and FHWA have identified the Study as an independent action that may proceed regardless of 
whether other actions of the Traffic Relief Plan or P3 Program are implemented.   

Furthermore, the identified scope of the Study has been sufficiently defined to be advanced with a project-level NEPA 
document.   Consistent with FHWA regulations, other proposed actions, such as potential improvements to I-270 from I-
370 to I-70, have been determined to possess independent utility from the Study (and other actions in the TRP and P3 
Program) and thus will require separate project-level NEPA documents. 
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Response to DEIS Comment #1 
Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.1 for a response on Purpose and Need. 
 
 



   FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT 
 

 APPENDIX T – DEIS COMMENTS – COMMUNITY ORGANIZATIONS CO-203 

 

 

 

 

#1 
Cont 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

#2 

 

 

 

#3 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Response to DEIS Comment #2 
Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.2.A for a response on Screening of Preliminary Alternatives Process. 

 

 

Response to DEIS Comment #3 
Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.2.A for a response on Screening of Preliminary Alternatives Process. 
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Response to DEIS Comment #4 
The I-495 & I-270 Managed Lanes Study fulfills the requirement to review potential impacts and allowed the agency 
decision-makers and the public to understand the various advantages and disadvantages of a range of reasonable 
alternatives.  As required by the CEQ NEPA regulations, the DEIS and SDEIS summarize the reasonably foreseeable social, 
cultural, and natural environmental effects of the alternatives retained for detailed study to a comparable level of detail.  
This analysis directly contributed to MDOT SHA’s evaluation of these alternatives and to recommendations for a full suite 
of potential measures to avoid and minimize impacts, as well as comprehensive mitigation proposals where impacts could 
not be avoided. Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.4 for a response on the NEPA approach, analysis, and impacts. 
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Response to DEIS Comment #5 
Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.4.B for a response to traffic modeling and analysis. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Response to DEIS Comment #6 
Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.2.B for a response to Alternatives Not Retained for Detailed Study. 
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Response to DEIS Comment #7 
Maryland’s Traffic Relief Plan is statewide and includes I-95, I-695, I-495, I-270, MD 295, and the Smart Signals 
Program.  Overall, this plan includes three elements: P3 Program, Baltimore Area Traffic Relief Plan, and Smart Traffic 
Signals.  The Study focuses specifically on one element of that plan in one region of the state. The intent of the I-495 & I-
270 P3 Program is to reduce congestion on I-495 and I-270 by seeking input from the private sector to design, build, 
finance, operate, and maintain improvements along the corridors. The plan is focused on transforming these overloaded 
interstates to allow people to reach their destinations faster and to remove overflow traffic from the local roads. 

The geographic scope of the Study, while large, is distinctly defined.  It includes 37 miles of I-495 and 11 miles of I-
270.  Consistent with CEQ NEPA regulations 40 CFR 1502.4(a) and 1508.25(a), as well as FHWA NEPA regulations at 23 CFR 
771.111(f), MDOT SHA and FHWA have identified the Study as an independent action that may proceed regardless of 
whether other actions of the Traffic Relief Plan or P3 Program are implemented.   

Furthermore, the identified scope of the Study has been sufficiently defined to be advanced with a project-level NEPA 
document.   Consistent with FHWA regulations, other proposed actions, such as potential improvements to I-270 from I-
370 to I-70, have been determined to possess independent utility from the Study (and other actions in the TRP and P3 
Program) and thus will require separate project-level NEPA documents. 
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Response to DEIS Comment #8 
Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.5 for a response to the P3 Program and Project Cost. 
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Response to DEIS Comment #9 
The I-495 & I-270 Managed Lanes Study fulfills the requirement to review potential impacts and allowed the agency 
decision-makers and the public to understand the various advantages and disadvantages of a range of reasonable 
alternatives.  As required by the CEQ NEPA regulations, the DEIS and SDEIS summarize the reasonably foreseeable social, 
cultural, and natural environmental effects of the alternatives retained for detailed study to a comparable level of detail.  
This analysis directly contributed to MDOT SHA’s evaluation of these alternatives and to recommendations for a full suite 
of potential measures to avoid and minimize impacts, as well as comprehensive mitigation proposals where impacts could 
not be avoided. Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.4 for a response on the NEPA approach, analysis, and impacts. 

 



FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT 

APPENDIX T – DEIS COMMENTS – COMMUNITY ORGANIZATIONS CO-209 

No comments on this page, therefore, no responses needed. 

The following pages reflect the attachments included in the letter. There are no comments or responses provided on these 
pages; they are included for the record. 
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Response to DEIS Comment #1 
Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.2.A for a response on Screening of Preliminary Alternatives Process. 

Maryland’s Traffic Relief Plan is statewide and includes I-95, I-695, I-495, I-270, MD 295, and the Smart Signals 
Program.  Overall, this plan includes three elements: P3 Program, Baltimore Area Traffic Relief Plan, and Smart Traffic 
Signals.  The Study focuses specifically on one element of that plan in one region of the state. The intent of the I-495 & I-
270 P3 Program is to reduce congestion on I-495 and I-270 by seeking input from the private sector to design, build, 
finance, operate, and maintain improvements along the corridors. The plan is focused on transforming these overloaded 
interstates to allow people to reach their destinations faster and to remove overflow traffic from the local roads. 

The geographic scope of the Study, while large, is distinctly defined.  It includes 37 miles of I-495 and 11 miles of I-
270.  Consistent with CEQ NEPA regulations 40 CFR 1502.4(a) and 1508.25(a), as well as FHWA NEPA regulations at 23 CFR 
771.111(f), MDOT SHA and FHWA have identified the Study as an independent action that may proceed regardless of 
whether other actions of the Traffic Relief Plan or P3 Program are implemented.   

Furthermore, the identified scope of the Study has been sufficiently defined to be advanced with a project-level NEPA 
document.   Consistent with FHWA regulations, other proposed actions, such as potential improvements to I-270 from I-
370 to I-70, have been determined to possess independent utility from the Study (and other actions in the TRP and P3 
Program) and thus will require separate project-level NEPA documents. 
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Response to DEIS Comment #2 
The I-495 & I-270 Managed Lanes Study fulfills the requirement to review potential impacts and allowed the agency 
decision-makers and the public to understand the various advantages and disadvantages of a range of reasonable 
alternatives.  As required by the CEQ NEPA regulations, the DEIS and SDEIS summarize the reasonably foreseeable social, 
cultural, and natural environmental effects of the alternatives retained for detailed study to a comparable level of detail.  
This analysis directly contributed to MDOT SHA’s evaluation of these alternatives and to recommendations for a full suite 
of potential measures to avoid and minimize impacts, as well as comprehensive mitigation proposals where impacts could 
not be avoided. Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.4 for a response on the NEPA approach, analysis, and impacts. 

The following pages reflect the attachments included in the letter. There are no comments or responses provided on these 
pages; they are included for the record. 
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MARYLAND TRANSPORTATION BUILDERS AND MATERIALS ASSOCIATION – PETER PLACKE 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Response to DEIS Comment #1 
MDOT SHA and FHWA appreciate your comment on the proposed action.  As a result of the NEPA process, including 
consideration of all public, stakeholder and agency comments concerning the project, MDOT SHA and FHWA have 
identified Alternative 9 Phase I South as the Preferred Alternative giving consideration to economic, environmental, 
technical, and other factors as detailed in the SDEIS and FEIS. 
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Response to DEIS Comment #1 
MDOT SHA and FHWA appreciate your comment on the proposed action.  As a result of the NEPA process, including 
consideration of all public, stakeholder and agency comments concerning the project, MDOT SHA and FHWA have 
identified Alternative 9 – Phase 1 South as the Preferred Alternative giving consideration to economic, environmental, 
technical, and other factors as detailed in the SDEIS and FEIS. 
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MARYLAND TRANSPORTATION BUILDERS AND MATERIALS ASSOCIATION – CAROLINA WALKER 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Response to DEIS Comment #1 
MDOT SHA and FHWA appreciate your comment on the proposed action.  As a result of the NEPA process, including 
consideration of all public, stakeholder and agency comments concerning the project, MDOT SHA and FHWA have 
identified Alternative 9 – Phase 1 South as the Preferred Alternative giving consideration to economic, environmental, 
technical, and other factors as detailed in the SDEIS and FEIS. 
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Response to DEIS Comment #1 
MDOT SHA and FHWA appreciate your comment on the proposed action.  As a result of the NEPA process, including 
consideration of all public, stakeholder and agency comments concerning the project, MDOT SHA and FHWA have 
identified Alternative 9 – Phase 1 South as the Preferred Alternative giving consideration to economic, environmental, 
technical, and other factors as detailed in the SDEIS and FEIS. 
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MONTGOMERY COUNTY CIVIC FEDERATION  

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Response to DEIS Comment #1 
Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.1 for a response on Purpose and Need, effects of the Pandemic, and impacts of 
teleworking/remote working.  

Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.5 for a response to the P3 Program and Project Cost. 
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MONTGOMERY COUNTY FAITH ALLIANCE FOR CLIMATE SOLUTIONS – WALTER WEISS 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Response to DEIS Comment #1 
Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.3.A for a response to Analysis of Alternatives Retained for Detailed Study. 

 

 

Response to DEIS Comment #2 
Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.4.D for a response to Environmental Justice and equity concerns. 

 

 

Response to DEIS Comment #3 
Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.4.C for a response to analyses of parklands and historic resources. 

 

 

Response to DEIS Comment #4 
Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.4.F for a response to adverse impacts to air quality. Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.4.G for a 
response to climate change and greenhouse gas considerations. 
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Response to DEIS Comment #5 
Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.4.D for a response to Environmental Justice and equity concerns. 

 

Response to DEIS Comment #6 
Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.2.A for a response on Screening of Preliminary Alternatives Process. 

 

Response to DEIS Comment #7 
Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.1 for a response on Purpose and Need and effects of the Pandemic. 

 

Response to DEIS Comment #8 
Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.5 for a response to the P3 Program and Project Cost. 

 

Response to DEIS Comment #9 
Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.4.G for a response to climate change considerations. 

 

Response to DEIS Comment #10 
Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.4 for a response on the NEPA approach, analysis, and impacts. 

Thank you for your comment concerning impacts to resources outside of the Phase 1 South limits. As described in the 
Supplemental DEIS, certain churches, parks and natural resources are located outside the Preferred Alternative limits of 
build improvements and impacts have now been completely avoided. See Figure 1-1 in the FEIS. Any future proposal for 
improvements to the remaining parts of I-495 within the study limits, outside of Phase 1 South, would advance separately 
and would be subject to additional environmental studies, analysis, and collaboration with the public, stakeholders, and 
agencies 
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Response to DEIS Comment #11 
Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.4.F for a response to adverse impacts to air quality. 

Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.3.A for a response to Analysis of Alternatives Retained for Detailed Study. 
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