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T.6.B Supplemental Draft Environmental Impact Statement Individual Comments and Responses

1.6.B.1 Supplemental Draft Environmental Impact Statement Individual Comment Response Table

Commentor

Reference to Comment

Response

Aaronson, Wendy

1-1174

Refer to Appendix T Page SDEIS C—1 thru 6 for your exact

comment.

Thank you for your comment regarding induced demand, traffic congestion, environmental impacts, the NEPA process and the Purpose & Need. 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 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.

The Study evaluated transit only alternatives and determined that the reduction in VMT would not be sufficient to address the region’s congestion. The Preferred
Alternative does include transit elements, including free tolls to encourage new bus routes which would benefit from more reliable trip times.

Regarding your comment on traffic congestion and the traffic analysis in the SDEIS, the text above Table 3-3 in the SDEIS notes that I1-270 and 1-495 will serve higher
daily traffic volumes under the Preferred Alternative than the No Build because the freeways will be able to accommodate latent demand that would otherwise use the
local roadway network to avoid congestion.

Table 3-4 demonstrates that the Preferred Alternative will provide benefits for travelers that use the General Purpose Lanes, in addition to the reliable free-flow trip
provided in the HOT lanes.

We concur that the segment of 1-270 south of 1-370 currently operates well, as shown in Table 3-5. The 1-270 Innovative Congestion Management (ICM) project has
been effective at reducing congestion in this area in the near term. However, HOT lanes are needed in this segment to address long-term needs and to provide system
connectivity between the existing and proposed HOT lanes on I-495 in Maryland and Virginia and the ICC.

Table 3-6 shows the average delay savings for every vehicle in the network, and the results represent a substantial savings when considering the thousands and
thousands of trips in the study area every day.

Regarding your comment on park impacts and SWM, the increase in the acreage of Limits of Disturbance (LOD) within certain park properties between the DEIS to the
SDEIS was to account for stream improvements being included for stability at the downstream end of culverts or to provide for headwater storage at the upstream end
of the culvert. While construction of stream stability or restoration measures could be disruptive to the public during construction, after construction the stream valley
will be more stable, allowing the public to enjoy it. Headwater pools will only fill up during large rain events and can be utilized by the public during dry periods.
Currently, Bullards and Rose Hill Stream Valley Park already contains a headwater pool for storage upstream of the culvert. This pool may be expanded for this project,
which is why the LOD is so large in this park since it must encompass the current headwater pool plus some additional area to expand it, if needed. Since the SDEIS,
modifications to the stormwater management approach for the FEIS included reevaluation of stormwater needs and locations based on a more detailed volume-based
analysis and the development of a Stormwater Management Concept to fit within the Preferred Alternative LOD was refined for the FEIS. This included a reassessment
of stormwater management facilities on Rockville park properties. Since the SDEIS, the impacts to Rockville parks were minimized by 2 acres. Flooding to adjacent
buildings and homes is not anticipated. The project is subject to Maryland's strict permitting requirements, which require that all stormwater runoff be controlled
onsite to match the existing stormwater runoff for the 10-year storm.

Regarding your comment on project cost and mitigation, based on MDOT SHA’s contract with the Developer, the Developer will be responsible for paying for the

roadway improvements and the associated mitigation elements documented in FEIS Chapter 7. The construction is estimated to take approximately five years from the
point when the Maryland Board of Public Works approves a contract with a Developer. The timeframe for the completion of the mitigation varies based on the type of
mitigation and the responsible party. In some cases, the construction will be performed by the Developers concurrent with the roadway improvements. In other cases,
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design and construction funds will be provided to a separate entity (public or private) to complete the design and construction based on their preferences and needs.

Regarding your comment on maintenance and safety of the road improvements, the P3 Phase 1 Developer will be required to meet safety and maintenance
requirements. MDOT SHA may enter into maintenance agreements with the local agencies that own roadways that cross the Study corridors, as appropriate.

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 considering the 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.

It is anticipated that construction will last approximately five to six years.

Refer to the below Chapter 9 sections for additional responses to your comment.

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

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.B for a response to traffic modeling and analysis.

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

Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.4.J for a response to impacts to greenspace and/or wildlife habitat.

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.K for a response to impacts to properties and communities, including community facilities.

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, effects of the Pandemic, and impacts of teleworking/remote working.

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

Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.4.A for a response to Limits of Disturbance.

Refer to A dix TP SDEIS C-7 thru 13 f t
cterto Appendix 1 Fage ru oryour exac Refer to your comment above, number I-1174, for a response to your comment.

Aaronson, Wendy 1-1296 | comment.
Refer to Appendix T Page SDEIS C—14 for your exact 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
Abrams, Meghan 1-1297 | comment. comments concerning the project, MDOT SHA and FHWA have identified Alternative 9 Phase | South as the Preferred Alternative giving consideration to economic,

environmental, technical, and other factors as detailed in the SDEIS and FEIS.

APPENDIX T — SDEIS INDIVIDUAL COMMENT RESPONSES SDEIS R-2



¢

OP-LANES”

MARYLAND

1-495 & [-270 Managed Lanes Study

FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT

Commentor # Reference to Comment Response
Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.3.A for a response to Analysis of Alternatives Retained for Detailed Study.
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
Refer to Appendix T Page SDEIS C-15 for your exact comments concerning the project, MDOT SHA and fHW.A have identified Alternative 9 Phase | South as the Preferred Alternative giving consideration to economic,
- environmental, technical, and other factors as detailed in the SDEIS and FEIS.
Adames, Jillian -771 comment.
Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.4.J for a response to impacts to greenspace and/or wildlife habitat.
Refer to Appendix T Page SDEIS C—16 for your exact MDOT SHA and FHWA appreu'ate your comment on the propos'ed ac'tl'on. Asa reS}JIt of the NEPA process, including con5|dera’F|on <')f'all publl'c, stalfeholder and agency
. comments concerning the project, MDOT SHA and FHWA have identified Alternative 9 Phase | South as the Preferred Alternative giving consideration to economic,
Adkins, Grey 1-670 comment. . ? o
environmental, technical, and other factors as detailed in the SDEIS and FEIS.
Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.1 for a response on Purpose and Need and teleworking.
Refer to Appendix T Page SDEIS C—17 for your exact Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.4 for a response on the NEPA approach, analysis, and impacts.
Alexander, Charles 1-815 comment.
Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.5 for a response to the P3 Program and Project Cost.
Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.2.B for a response to Alternatives Not Retained for Detailed Study.
The Preferred Alternative includes the full replacement of the American Legion Bridge. The ALB will be designed and constructed such that a future capital
improvement project will have one or more feasible options to achieve the full design and implementation of a transit line across the ALB. These options will be
Refer to Appendix T Page SDEIS C-18 for your exact enabled by designing the northbound and southbound structures to not preclude future superstructure modifications and additional foundation and substructure
Ali Khan, Mohammad | I-719 | comment. capacity capable of supporting a new transit line.
Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.2.B for a response to Alternatives Not Retained for Detailed Study.
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 | South as the Preferred Alternative giving consideration to economic,
i tal, technical, and other fact detailed in the SDEIS and FEIS.
Refer to Appendix T Page SDEIS C-19 for your exact environmental, technical, and other factors as detailed in the an
Allen, Donald 1-782 comment. . .
Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.1 for a response on Purpose and Need and teleworking.
Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.3.A for a response to Analysis of Alternatives Retained for Detailed Study.
Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.3.A for a response to Analysis of Alternatives Retained for Detailed Study.
Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.5 for a response to the P3 Program and Project Cost.
. Refer to Appendix T Page SDEIS C-20 for your exact Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.4.D for a response to Environmental Justice and equity concerns.
Allen, Elaine 1-1179 | comment.
Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.1 for a response on Purpose and Need and teleworking.
Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.4 for a response on the NEPA approach, analysis, and impacts.
Refer to Appendix T Page SDEIS C-21 for your exact Thank yc?u for your comment concerning residential displacements. As set forth in the SDEIS and this FEIS, no residential displacements are required by the Preferred
Alternative.
Allen, Jan 1-631 comment.

Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.3.A for a response to Analysis of Alternatives Retained for Detailed Study.
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Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.4.K for a response to impacts to properties and communities, including community facilities.

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.E for a response to impact analysis and mitigation of water resources, including wetlands, waterways, and stormwater management.
Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.4.1 for a response to construction impacts.

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

Amalphy, Madeline

I-551

Refer to Appendix T Page SDEIS C-22 for your exact
comment.

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 considerations.

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

Ambler, Anne

1-826

Refer to Appendix T Page SDEIS C-23 for your exact
comment.

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

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

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

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

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.J for a response to impacts to greenspace and/or wildlife habitat.

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.M for a response to impacts to utilities and associated costs.

Amin, Ramin

1-722

Refer to Appendix T Page SDEIS C-24 for your exact
comment.

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 | 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 3.2.B for a response to Alternatives Not Retained for Detailed Study.

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

Amir, Elaine

I-757

Refer to Appendix T Page SDEIS C-25 for your exact
comment.

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 | 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 3.3.A for a response to Analysis of Alternatives Retained for Detailed Study.
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Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.5 for a response to the P3 Program and Project Cost.
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 | South as the Preferred Alternative giving consideration to economic,
environmental, technical, and other factors as detailed in the SDEIS and FEIS.
Public comments supporting a direct connection of the shared use path from the ALB to the Chesapeake and Ohio Canal towpath were received by MDOT SHA, FHWA
Refer to Appendix T Page SDEIS C-26 for your exact and.NF-‘S durlnglthe SDE.IS public comme.nt period. To be responsllve, a direct .connectlon to the Chesapeake and Ohio Canal t.owpath has l?een incorporated into the
Ampeh. Karen 1-699 comment preliminary design and is accounted for in the Preferred Alternative LOD and impact analyses. The three shared use path options connecting to MacArthur Boulevard
pen, ’ presented in the SDEIS are no longer under consideration in this FEIS. The direct connection to the Chesapeake and Ohio Canal towpath results in fewer NPS property
and natural resource impacts. MDOT SHA and the Developer will continue to coordinate with NPS to review the condition of the existing connection between the
Chesapeake and Ohio Canal towpath and the MacArthur Boulevard sidepath outside of the Study Area. The alighment of the proposed shared use path connection to
the Chesapeake and Ohio Canal towpath is shown in FEIS Appendix E.
Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.3.D for a response to Analysis of Alternatives Retained for Detailed Study.
Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.3.A for a response to Analysis of Alternatives Retained for Detailed Study.
Refer to Appendix T Page SDEIS C=27 for your exact Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.4.K for a response to impacts to properties and communities, including community facilities.
Amron, Brad 1-789 comment.
Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.5 for a response to the P3 Program and Project Cost.
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 | South as the Preferred Alternative giving consideration to economic,
Refer to Appendix T Page SDEIS C—28 for your exact environmental, technical, and other factors as detailed in the SDEIS and FEIS.
Amster, Jayson I-487 comment. Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.4.B for a response to traffic modeling and analysis.
Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.5 for a response to the P3 Program and Project Cost.
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 | South as the Preferred Alternative giving consideration to economic,
Refer to Appendix T Page SDEIS C-29 for your exact environmental, technical, and other factors as detailed in the SDEIS and FEIS.
And , Chri 1-791 t. . . . . .
naerson, Lhns commen Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.3.A for a response to Analysis of Alternatives Retained for Detailed Study.
Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.4.B for a response to traffic modeling and analysis.
Refer to Appendix T Page SDEIS C-30 for your exact MDOT SHA and FHWA appreci.ate your comment on the propos.ed ac.ti.on. As a res.ult of the NEPA process, including considera’Fion <_)f.all publi_c, stalfeholder and agency
. comments concerning the project, MDOT SHA and FHWA have identified Alternative 9 Phase | South as the Preferred Alternative giving consideration to economic,
Annis, Jeffrey 1-817 comment. . . S
environmental, technical, and other factors as detailed in the SDEIS and FEIS.
Thank you for your comment on the 1-270 Pre NEPA study. The northern section of I-270 from 1-370 to |-70 is part of a separate, independent planning study under the
1-495 and 1-270 Public-Private Partnership (P3) Program. We recognize that improvements are needed in the northern section of I-270 with or without the
Refer to Appendix T Page SDEIS C-31 for your exact improvements being considered under this project, however, MDOT SHA has prioritized improvements that will address the major regional congestion at the American
Anonymous 1-23 comment. Legion Bridge.

We concur that the segment of I-270 south of I1-370 currently operates well. The 1-270 ICM project has been effective at reducing congestion in this area in the near
term. However, HOT lanes are needed in this segment to address long-term needs and to provide system connectivity between the existing and proposed HOT lanes on
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1-495 in Maryland and Virginia and the ICC.
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.
Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.2.A for a response on Screening of Preliminary Alternatives Process.
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
Refer to Appendix T Page SDEIS C-32 for your exact comments concerning the project, MDOT SHA and fHW.A have identified Alternative 9 Phase | South as the Preferred Alternative giving consideration to economic,
. environmental, technical, and other factors as detailed in the SDEIS and FEIS.
Araujo, Deborah 1-850 comment.
Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.3.A for a response to Analysis of Alternatives Retained for Detailed Study.
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.
Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.4.B for a response to traffic modeling and analysis.
Refer to Appendix T Page SDEIS C=33 for your exact Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.2.B for a response to Alternatives Not Retained for Detailed Study.
Aronson, Scott 1-1298 | comment.
Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.3.B for a response to Analysis of Alternatives Retained for Detailed Study.
Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.4.1 for a response to construction impacts.
Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.4.K for a response to impacts to properties and communities, including community facilities.
Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.4.D for a response to Environmental Justice and equity concerns.
Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.4.B for a response to traffic modeling and analysis.
Refer to Appendix T Page SDEIS C-34 thru 35 for your . . . .
Arthurs, Keith 1-26 exact comment. Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.4.F for a response to adverse impacts to air quality.
Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.5 for a response to the P3 Program and Project Cost.
Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.2.B for a response to Alternatives Not Retained for Detailed Study.
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
Refer to Appendix T Page SDEIS C-36 for your exact comments concernlng the project, MDOT SHA and I'EHW'A have identified Alternative 9 Phase | South as the Preferred Alternative giving consideration to economic,
. environmental, technical, and other factors as detailed in the SDEIS and FEIS.
Auger, Michael 1-543 comment.
Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.3.A for a response to Analysis of Alternatives Retained for Detailed Study.
Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.2.B for a response to Alternatives Not Retained for Detailed Study.
Refer to Appendix T Page SDEIS C—37 for your exact
Ausura, Robert 1-376 comment. Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.4.B for a response to traffic modeling and analysis.

Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.4.G for a response to climate change considerations.
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Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.4.K for a response to impacts to properties and communities, including community facilities.
Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.3.A for a response to Analysis of Alternatives Retained for Detailed Study.
Refer to Appendix T Page SDEIS C—38 for your exact Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.2.B for a response to Alternatives Not Retained for Detailed Study.
A , Carol 1-1253 t. . .
very, Laraiyn commen Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.5 for a response to the P3 Program and Project Cost.
Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.4.G for a response to climate change considerations.
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 | South as the Preferred Alternative giving consideration to economic,
i tal, technical, and other fact detailed in the SDEIS and FEIS.
Refer to Appendix T Page SDEIS C-39 for your exact environmental, technical, and other factors as detailed in the an
Ayres, K 1-756 . . . . .
yres, fen comment 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.
Refer to Appendix T Page SDEIS C-40 for your exact MDOT SHA and FHWA appreC|.ate your comment on the propos.ed ac.tllon. As a res-ult of the NEPA process, including con5|dera’F|on c-)f.all publl-c, stalfeholder and agency
. comments concerning the project, MDOT SHA and FHWA have identified Alternative 9 Phase | South as the Preferred Alternative giving consideration to economic,
Babil, Alison 1-1304 | comment. . . o
environmental, technical, and other factors as detailed in the SDEIS and FEIS.
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 | South as the Preferred Alternative giving consideration to economic,
Refer to Appendix T Page SDEIS C—41 for your exact environmental, technical, and other factors as detailed in the SDEIS and FEIS.
B Il, Pet 1-2078 t. . . . . .
anwetl, reter commen Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.3.A for a response to Analysis of Alternatives Retained for Detailed Study.
Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.4 for a response on the NEPA approach, analysis, and impacts.
Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.3.A for a response to Analysis of Alternatives Retained for Detailed Study.
Refer to Appendix T Page SDEIS C-42 for your exact Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.4.G for a response to climate change considerations.
Banwell, Peter 1-848 comment.
Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.4 for a response on the NEPA approach, analysis, and impacts.
Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.6.A for a response on opposition to managed lanes or tolling public roads.
. Refer to Appendix T Page SDEIS C-43 for your exact Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.5 for a response to the P3 Program and Project Cost.
Barnes, lill 1-1255 | comment.
Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.6.B for a response to toll rate ranges and toll rate setting process.
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
Refer to Appendix T Page SDEIS C—44 for your exact comments concernlng the project, MDOT SHA and I'EHW'A have identified Alternative 9 Phase | South as the Preferred Alternative giving consideration to economic,
Barnett-Woods, environmental, technical, and other factors as detailed in the SDEIS and FEIS.
1-780 comment.
Bryan
Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.4.B for a response to traffic modeling and analysis.
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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 | South as the Preferred Alternative giving consideration to economic,
i tal, technical, and other fact detailed in the SDEIS and FEIS.
Refer to Appendix T Page SDEIS C—45 for your exact environmental, technical, and other factors as detailed in the an
B G 1-1308 .
arone, Lary comment Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.5 for a response to the P3 Program and Project Cost.
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
Refer to Appendix T Page SDEIS C-46 for your exact comments concerning the project, MDOT SHA and fHW.A have identified Alternative 9 Phase | South as the Preferred Alternative giving consideration to economic,
environmental, technical, and other factors as detailed in the SDEIS and FEIS.
Barone, Gary 1-641 comment.
Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.5 for a response to the P3 Program and Project Cost.
Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.3.A for a response to Analysis of Alternatives Retained for Detailed Study.
Refer to Appendix T Page SDEIS C-47 for your exact . . .
Barrows, Edward 11309 | comment. Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.4 for a response on the NEPA approach, analysis, and impacts.
Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.2.B for a response to Alternatives Not Retained for Detailed Study.
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 | South as the Preferred Alternative giving consideration to economic,
i tal, technical, and other fact detailed in the SDEIS and FEIS.
Refer to Appendix T Page SDEIS C—48 thru 50 for your environmental, technical, and other factors as detailed in the an
Barsky, G -1 . . . . .
arsky, beorge exact comment 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.
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
Refer to Appendix T Page SDEIS C=51 for your exact comments concerning the project, MDOT SHA and fHW_A have identified Alternative 9 Phase | South as the Preferred Alternative giving consideration to economic,
environmental, technical, and other factors as detailed in the SDEIS and FEIS.
Barsky, George 1-32 comment.
Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.2.B for a response to Alternatives Not Retained for Detailed Study.
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 | South as the Preferred Alternative giving consideration to economic,
Refer to Appendix T Page SDEIS C=52 thru 55 for your environmental, technical, and other factors as detailed in the SDEIS and FEIS.
Barsky, G 1-33 .
arsky, beorge exact comment 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 Appendix T Page SDEIS C—56 for your exact Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.2.A for a response on Screening of Preliminary Alternatives Process.
Barsky, G I-552 t. . . . .
arsky, beorge commen Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.2.B for a response to Alternatives Not Retained for Detailed Study.
Refer to Appendix T Page SDEIS C=57 thru 58 for your Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.2.A for a response on Screening of Preliminary Alternatives Process.
Barsky, George 1-867 exact comment.

Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.2.B for a response to Alternatives Not Retained for Detailed Study.
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Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.2.A for a response on Screening of Preliminary Alternatives Process.

Refer to Appendix T Page SDEIS C-59 for your exact

Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.2.B for a response to Alternatives Not Retained for Detailed Study.
Barsky, George 1-868 comment.

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

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

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

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

Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.4.K for a response to impacts to properties and communities, including community facilities.
Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.4.D for a response to Environmental Justice and equity concerns.

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

Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.2.B for a response to Alternatives Not Retained for Detailed Study.

Refer to Appendix T Page SDEIS C—60 thru 63 for your

Bartlett, Olivia 11313 | exact comment. 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 3.6.B for a response to toll rate ranges and toll rate setting process.

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

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.C for a response to analyses of parklands and historic resources.

Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.4.J for a response to impacts to greenspace and/or wildlife habitat.

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 considerations.

Refer to Appendix T Page SDEIS C—64 for your exact Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.1 for a response on Purpose and Need, effects of the Pandemic, and impacts of teleworking/remote working.

Bartolomeo, 1-668 comment
Kathleen ' 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.K for a response to impacts to properties and communities, including community facilities.

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

Refer to Appendix T Page SDEIS C-65 thru 66 for your

Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.4.D for a response to Environmental Justice and equity concerns.
Bartolomeo, Kathy 1-621 exact comment.

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

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

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

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 3.2.B for a response to Alternatives Not Retained for Detailed Study.

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

Batt, Becky

1-2079

Refer to Appendix T Page SDEIS C-67 for your exact
comment.

Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.3.A for a response to Analysis of Alternatives Retained for Detailed Study.
Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.4.B for a response to traffic modeling and analysis.
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.

Batt, Becky

1-903

Refer to Appendix T Page SDEIS C—68 for your exact
comment.

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

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.F for a response to adverse impacts to air quality.

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

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

Batt, Rebecca

1-905

Refer to Appendix T Page SDEIS C—69 thru 70 for your
exact comment.

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

Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.4.J for a response to impacts to greenspace and/or wildlife habitat.

Bayerl, John

1-1316

Refer to Appendix T Page SDEIS C—71 for your exact
comment.

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 | 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.

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

1-911

Refer to Appendix T Page SDEIS C—72 for your exact
comment.

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.
Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.4.J for a response to impacts to greenspace and/or wildlife habitat.

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

Becker, Carl

Refer to Appendix T Page SDEIS C-73 for your exact
comment.

The numbers presented in the SDEIS were preliminary. As part of the ongoing NEPA process and to address concerns like those raised here, the design has been refined
and the forecasting assumptions were revisited for the FEIS, resulting in improved projected operations on |-495 compared to what was reported in the SDEIS. See
Section 4.3 of the FEIS. The HOT lanes are now projected to achieve at least 45 mph in the design year, and speeds in the general purpose lanes under the Preferred
Alternative would be as good or better than the No Build condition in the design year of 2045. Other Alternatives, such as Alternative 9 and Alternative 10, would have
improved operations further throughout the entire 1-495 corridor (including through Silver Spring and Prince George's County), but those Alternatives were dropped
due to opposition from the public and stakeholders who indicated a strong preference for eliminating property and environmental impacts on the top and east side of
1-495.

Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.4.B for a response to traffic modeling and analysis.
Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.2.B for a response to Alternatives Not Retained for Detailed Study.
Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.5 for a response to the P3 Program and Project Cost.

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

Becker, Stan

1-1382

Refer to Appendix T Page SDEIS C—74 for your exact
comment.

Thank you for your comments concerning the Preferred Alternative. We agree that the Preferred Alternative will encourage public transportation on the toll lanes. One
lane alternative was analyzed. See discussion on Alternative 5 in the DEIS. Also, see the description in this FEIS of the Preferred Alternative for bicycle and pedestrian
improvements included.

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.

Beebe, Deborah

1-1383

Refer to Appendix T Page SDEIS C-75 for your exact
comment.

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

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

Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.2.B for a response to Alternatives Not Retained for Detailed Study.

Belanger, Kevin

1-914

Refer to Appendix T Page SDEIS C—76 for your exact
comment.

Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.3.A for a response to Analysis of Alternatives Retained for Detailed Study.
Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.4.K for a response to impacts to properties and communities, including community facilities.
Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.4 for a response on the NEPA approach, analysis, and impacts.

Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.2.B for a response to Alternatives Not Retained for Detailed Study.
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Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.4.B for a response to traffic modeling and analysis.

Beman, Alison

1-717

Refer to Appendix T Page SDEIS C—77 for your exact
comment.

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

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.K for a response to impacts to properties and communities, including community facilities.

Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.4.) for a response to impacts to greenspace and/or wildlife habitat.

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

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

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

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.D for a response to Environmental Justice and equity concerns.

Bennett, Alison

1-917

Refer to Appendix T Page SDEIS C—78 for your exact
comment.

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

Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.4.G for a response to climate change 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.
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.J for a response to impacts to greenspace and/or wildlife habitat.

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

Bennett, Emma

1-1384

Refer to Appendix T Page SDEIS C-79 thru 80 for your
exact comment.

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

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

Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.4.K for a response to impacts to properties and communities, including community facilities.
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.D for a response to Environmental Justice and equity concerns.

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

Bentley, Samuel

1-246

Refer to Appendix T Page SDEIS C—81 for your exact
comment.

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

Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.4 for a response on the NEPA approach, analysis, and impacts.
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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.D for a response to Environmental Justice and equity concerns.
. Refer to Appendix T Page SDEIS C-82 for your exact Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.5 for a response to the P3 Program and Project Cost.
Bergmann, Erik 1-918 comment.
Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.4.B for a response to traffic modeling and analysis.
Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.5 for a response to the P3 Program and Project Cost.
Refer to Appendix T Page SDEIS C-83 for your exact Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.4 for a response on the NEPA approach, analysis, and impacts.
B Scott 1-1385 .
erman, >co comment Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.2.B for a response to Alternatives Not Retained for Detailed Study.
Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.1 for a response on Purpose and Need and teleworking.
Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.4.B for a response to traffic modeling and analysis.
Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.6.B for a response to toll rate ranges and toll rate setting process.
Refer to Appendix T Page SDEIS C-84 for your exact Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.2.B for a response to Alternatives Not Retained for Detailed Study.
B d, Nadi -39 .
ernard, Nadine comment Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.5 for a response to the P3 Program and Project Cost.
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 3.4.P for a response to impacts on the regional economy.
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 | South as the Preferred Alternative giving consideration to economic,
i tal, technical, and other fact detailed in the SDEIS and FEIS.
Refer to Appendix T Page SDEIS C-85 for your exact environmental, technical, and other factors as detailed in the an
Berry, Brandi 1-919 . . . . . .
erry, Brandi comment Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.3.A for a response to Analysis of Alternatives Retained for Detailed Study.
Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.4.B for a response to traffic modeling and analysis.
Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.3.A for a response to Analysis of Alternatives Retained for Detailed Study.
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 considerations.
Refer to Appendix T Page SDEIS C-86 for your exact
Berry, Janet 1-1386 | comment. Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.4.B for a response to traffic modeling and analysis.

Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.4.K for a response to impacts to properties and communities, including community facilities.
Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.4.) for a response to impacts to greenspace and/or wildlife habitat.

Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.4.H for a response to noise impacts and mitigation.
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Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.5 for a response to the P3 Program and Project Cost.

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.

Best Sinnreich, Dunia

1-920

Refer to Appendix T Page SDEIS C-87 for your exact
comment.

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 | 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 3.3.A for a response to Analysis of Alternatives Retained for Detailed Study.

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

Bevington, Mica

1-921

Refer to Appendix T Page SDEIS C-88 for your exact
comment.

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.C for a response to analyses of parklands and historic resources.

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.D for a response to Environmental Justice and equity concerns.

Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.4.J for a response to impacts to greenspace and/or wildlife habitat.

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

Bevitt, Constance

1-1387

Refer to Appendix T Page SDEIS C—89 for your exact
comment.

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

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

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.D for a response to Environmental Justice and equity concerns.

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

Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.2.B for a response to Alternatives Not Retained for Detailed Study.

Bick, Bonnie

1-382

Refer to Appendix T Page SDEIS C-90 for your exact
comment.

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 | 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 3.2.B for a response to Alternatives Not Retained for Detailed Study.

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

Biggs, Thomas

1-1397

Refer to Appendix T Page SDEIS C—91 for your exact
comment.

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 | 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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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 | South as the Preferred Alternative giving consideration to economic,

Refer to Appendix T Page SDEIS C-92 for your exact environmental, technical, and other factors as detailed in the SDEIS and FEIS.

Bild, Diane 1-1388 | comment.
Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.2.B for a response to Alternatives Not Retained for Detailed Study.
Thank you for your comment on traffic, equity, environmental impacts, and tolling. We concur that the ICM project has been effective at reducing congestion on the
lower portion of I-270 and this segment of I-270 south of I-370 currently operates well. However, HOT lanes are needed in this segment to address long-term needs
and to provide system connectivity between the existing and proposed HOT lanes on [-495 in Maryland and Virginia and the ICC. The HOT lanes will not replace the ICM
improvements, but rather will supplement them. Elements of the ICM improvements will be maintained following construction of the Preferred Alternative, including
ramp metering, the additional auxiliary lane added in both directions along the I-270 west spur and I-270 mainline up to Montrose Road, auxiliary lanes between MD
189 (Falls Road) and MD 28 interchanges, and all improvements north of I-370. Elements that will not be maintained involve changes to the access and auxiliary lanes
associated with the existing C-D road, which will be removed as part of the Preferred Alternative.
Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.3.A for a response to Analysis of Alternatives Retained for Detailed Study.
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.D for a response to Environmental Justice and equity concerns.
Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.4.B for a response to traffic modeling and analysis.

Blais, Catherine 11202 Esrtfr:qt:n,?ppendlx T Page SDEIS C-93 for your exact Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.4 for a response on the NEPA approach, analysis, and impacts.

Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.4.J for a response to impacts to greenspace and/or wildlife habitat.

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.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.H for a response to noise impacts and mitigation.

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

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

Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.4.1 for a response to construction impacts.

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

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 | South as the Preferred Alternative giving consideration to economic,

Refer to Appendix T Page SDEIS C-94 for your exact environmental, technical, and other factors as detailed in the SDEIS and FEIS.

Blank, Emily 1-642 comment.

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

1-928

Refer to Appendix T Page SDEIS C-95 thru 107 for your
exact comment.

Thank you for your comment on the 1-270 Pre NEPA study. The northern section of I-270 from 1-370 to |-70 is part of a separate, independent planning study under the
1-495 and 1-270 Public-Private Partnership (P3) Program. We recognize that improvements are needed in the northern section of I-270 with or without the
improvements being considered under this project, however, MDOT SHA has prioritized improvements that will address the major regional congestion at the American
Legion Bridge.

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

Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.2.B for a response to Alternatives Not Retained for Detailed Study.

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

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

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

Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.4.0 for a response to safety considerations.

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

Bloedorn, Charlene

1-580

Refer to Appendix T Page SDEIS C-108 for your exact
comment.

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 | 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 3.3.A for a response to Analysis of Alternatives Retained for Detailed Study.

Bloom, Michael

1-1389

Refer to Appendix T Page SDEIS C—109 for your exact
comment.

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

Boado, Alexi

1-532

Refer to Appendix T Page SDEIS C—110 for your exact
comment.

Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.3.A for a response to Analysis of Alternatives Retained for Detailed Study.
Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.6.B for a response to toll rate ranges and toll rate setting process.
Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.4.D for a response to Environmental Justice and equity concerns.

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

Boger, Debbie

1-1390

Refer to Appendix T Page SDEIS C—111 for your exact
comment.

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

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 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.

Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.4.J) for a response to impacts to greenspace and/or wildlife habitat.
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Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.2.B for a response to Alternatives Not Retained for Detailed Study.

Bopf, Mike

1-1090

Refer to Appendix T Page SDEIS C—112 for your exact
comment.

Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.3.A for a response to Analysis of Alternatives Retained for Detailed Study.
Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.3.B for a response to Analysis of Alternatives Retained for Detailed Study.
Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.3.C for a response to Analysis of Alternatives Retained for Detailed Study.
Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.4.B for a response to traffic modeling and analysis.

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

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

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.J for a response to impacts to greenspace and/or wildlife habitat.

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.

Borkin, Abbey

1-1391

Refer to Appendix T Page SDEIS C-113 for your exact
comment.

Thank you for your comment concerning impacts to Sligo Creek. As described in the Supplemental DEIS, Sligo Creek is located outside the Preferred Alternative limits of
build improvements and impacts have now been completely avoided. See Figure 1-1 in the Supplemental DEIS on page 1-2. Any future proposal for improvements to
the remaining parts of 1-495 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.G for a response to climate change 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.

Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.2.B for a response to Alternatives Not Retained for Detailed Study.

Borsky, Cheri

1-965

Refer to Appendix T Page SDEIS C—114 for your exact
comment.

Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.4.D for a response to Environmental Justice and equity concerns.
Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.4.L for a response to public health impacts.
Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.2.B for a response to Alternatives Not Retained for Detailed Study.

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

Bowen, Christopher

1-1015

Refer to Appendix T Page SDEIS C—115 for your exact
comment.

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

1-1016

Refer to Appendix T Page SDEIS C-116 for your exact
comment.

Thank you for your comment on the 1-270 Pre NEPA study. The northern section of I-270 from 1-370 to |-70 is part of a separate, independent planning study under the
1-495 and 1-270 Public-Private Partnership (P3) Program. We recognize that improvements are needed in the northern section of I-270 with or without the
improvements being considered under this project, however, MDOT SHA has prioritized improvements that will address the major regional congestion at the American
Legion Bridge.

Bowersox, Robert

1-759

Refer to Appendix T Page SDEIS C—117 for your exact
comment.

Thank you for your comment on the 1-270 Pre NEPA study. The northern section of I-270 from 1-370 to I-70 is part of a separate, independent planning study under the
1-495 and 1-270 Public-Private Partnership (P3) Program. We recognize that improvements are needed in the northern section of I-270 with or without the
improvements being considered under this project, however, MDOT SHA has prioritized improvements that will address the major regional congestion at the American
Legion Bridge.

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

Brennan, Linda M

1-1165

Refer to Appendix T Page SDEIS C—118 for your exact
comment.

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 | 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 3.3.A for a response to Analysis of Alternatives Retained for Detailed Study.

Brescia, Jon

1-1153

Refer to Appendix T Page SDEIS C—119 thru 120 for your
exact comment.

Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.4.D for a response to Environmental Justice and equity concerns.
Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.5 for a response to the P3 Program and Project Cost.

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

Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.2.B for a response to Alternatives Not Retained for Detailed Study.
[Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.1 for a response on Purpose and Need and teleworking.

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

Breslyn, Wayne

1-1260

Refer to Appendix T Page SDEIS C—121 for your exact
comment.

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

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 3.4 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.

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

Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.4.J for a response to impacts to greenspace and/or wildlife habitat.

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

Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.2.B for a response to Alternatives Not Retained for Detailed Study.
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Breslyn, Wayne

1-2059

Refer to Appendix T Page SDEIS C-122 for your exact
comment.

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

Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.4.) for a response to impacts to greenspace and/or wildlife habitat.

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 considerations.

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

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

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

Brigham, Marjorie

1-645

Refer to Appendix T Page SDEIS C—123 for your exact
comment.

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 | 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 3.3.A for a response to Analysis of Alternatives Retained for Detailed Study.

Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.2.B for a response to Alternatives Not Retained for Detailed Study.

Bright, Roselie

1-1022

Refer to Appendix T Page SDEIS C—124 for your exact
comment.

Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.3.A for a response to Analysis of Alternatives Retained for Detailed Study.
Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.4.) for a response to impacts to greenspace and/or wildlife habitat.

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

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

Brindle, Jeffrey

1-1023

Refer to Appendix T Page SDEIS C-125 for your exact
comment.

Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.7 for a response to comments related to public involvement and engagement.
Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.4 for a response on the NEPA approach, analysis, and impacts.

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

Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.4.J for a response to impacts to greenspace and/or wildlife habitat.

Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.4.1 for a response to construction impacts.

Brindle, Rebecca

1-1024

Refer to Appendix T Page SDEIS C-126 for your exact
comment.

Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.7 for a response to comments related to public involvement and engagement.
Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.4 for a response on the NEPA approach, analysis, and impacts.

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

APPENDIX T — SDEIS INDIVIDUAL COMMENT RESPONSES

SDEIS R-19




¢

OP-LANES”

MARYLAND

1-495 & [-270 Managed Lanes Study

FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT

Commentor

Reference to Comment

Response

Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.4.) for a response to impacts to greenspace and/or wildlife habitat.

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

Briskin-Limehouse,
Laura

1-639

Refer to Appendix T Page SDEIS C-127 for your exact
comment.

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

Brochman, Mark

1-1025

Refer to Appendix T Page SDEIS C—128 for your exact
comment.

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

Refer to Chapter 9, Section 3.4.) for a response to impacts to greenspace and/or wildlife habitat.

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.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.B for a response to traffic modeling and analysis.

Brochman, Mark

1-1392

Refer to Appendix T Page SDEIS C-129 for your exact
comment.

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

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

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

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

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 for a response on the NEPA approach, analysis, and impacts.

Brochman, Mark

I-535

Refer to Appendix T Page SDEIS C-130 for your exact
comment.

Thank you for your comment concerning impacts to Gr