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1 INTRODUCTION

The Federal Highway Administration (FHWA), as the lead federal agency, and Maryland Department of
Transportation (MDOT) State Highway Administration (MDOT SHA), as the local study sponsor and joint
lead agency, are preparing an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) under the National Environmental
Policy Act of 1969 (NEPA) for the 1-495 & 1-270 Managed Lanes Study. This Alternatives Public Workshop
Summary Report summarizes the process to introduce the 1-495 & 1-270 Managed Lanes Study Preliminary
Range of Alternatives and Screening Criteria to the public, and reviews public involvement efforts
conducted during the Alternatives Public Workshop Process, from June 18, 2018 to August 27, 2018.

MDOT announced the Traffic Relief Plan (TRP) in September 2017. The TRP is a statewide initiative to
provide a comprehensive transportation network to relieve congestion and benefit millions of users. The
[-495 & I-270 Public-Private Partnership (P3) Program is the largest effort of the TRP and includes all of I-
495 in Maryland and the entirety of 1-270 from [-495 to I-70. The first element of the broader 1-495 & |-
270 P3 Program is the 1-495 & I-270 Managed Lanes Study.

Located primarily within Montgomery and Prince George’s counties, Maryland, the 1-495 & I-270 Managed
Lanes Study extends from south of the American Legion Bridge in Fairfax County, Virginia, to east of the
Woodrow Wilson Bridge, and on I-270 (Dwight D. Eisenhower Memorial Highway) from 1-495 to |-370
including the east and west |-270 spurs (Figure 1). The purpose of the 1-495 & 1-270 Managed Lanes Study
is to develop a solution that addresses congestion, improves trip reliability on 1-495 and |-270 within the
study limits, and enhances existing and planned multimodal mobility and connectivity.

The scoping process for the 1-495 & I-270 Managed Lanes Study was the first step in gathering data and
input to use during the later phases of the study, including the development of the purpose and need,
identification of potential alternatives, consideration of major environmental resources, and
determination of how to assess impacts. Comments from the scoping open houses highlighted a desire
to better understand the study goals and the types of roadway alternatives that may be developed as part
of the study.

After the scoping process and prior to the first Alternatives Public Workshop, the study team continued
to receive public comments. These public comments were captured in the study record, documented in a
Scoping Report (https://495-270-p3.com/environmental/resources/), and were considered by the study
team in developing the Purpose and Need and the Preliminary Range of Alternatives.

The purpose of the Alternatives Public Workshops for the 1-495 & I-270 Managed Lanes Study was to
present the purpose and need, the Preliminary Range of Alternatives and the screening criteria that will
be used to narrow the range of alternatives. The intent of the workshops was to also gather comments
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and information that would help inform the alternatives development process including determining the
alternatives retained for detailed study and environmental, traffic, and property analysis.

Both the scoping process and Alternatives Public Workshops process included comprehensive
engagement with members of the public (e.g., citizens, elected officials, and key stakeholders), and

federal, state, regional, and local agencies.

Other formal opportunities for the public to comment will be available as the study progresses.

Figure 1: 1-495 & 1-270 Managed Lanes Study Corridors
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2 ALTERNATIVES PUBLIC WORKSHOP OVERVIEW AND FORMAT

MDOT SHA conducted a series of Alternatives Public Workshops in Montgomery and Prince George’s
counties for the 1-495 & 1-270 Managed Lanes Study to present the study status and schedule, Purpose
and Need summary, Preliminary Range of Alternatives, and the Screening Criteria developed to evaluate
the Preliminary Range of Alternatives. Alternatives Public Workshop activities began with the publication
of the Press Release on June 18, 2018, and the Study Newsletter on June 22, 2018, (Appendix A), and
continued with the publication of study information and materials to the 1-495 & 1-270 P3 Program
website, Alternatives Public Workshop notifications, a series of Alternatives Public Workshops, an
Alternatives Public Workshop comment period, and the evaluation and consideration of all comments
received.

The Alternatives Public Workshops provided an opportunity for the public to view, ask questions, and
comment on the study information through four methods: review informational boards on display; view
and listen to a general presentation; interact with technical staff at small working group tables; and
comment on the study at the stay connected comment area. The Alternatives Public Workshops were
held from 6:30 pm to 8:30 pm on July 17, 18, 24, and 25, 2018 at four locations near the study corridors.
Alternatives Public Workshop locations and a summary of attendees are presented in Table 1.

Table 1: Summary of Alternatives Public Workshops

Number of
Attendees?

Workshop Dates and Locations

Tuesday, July 17, 2018
Eleanor Roosevelt High School 126
7601 Hanover Parkway, Greenbelt, MD 20770
Wednesday, July 18, 2018

Clarksburg High School 111
22500 Wims Road, Clarksburg 20871
Tuesday, July 24, 2018

Central High School 44
200 Cabin Branch Road, Capitol Heights, MD 20743
Wednesday, July 25, 2018

Thomas W. Pyle Middle School 301
6311 Wilson Lane, Bethesda, MD 20817
TOTAL 582

1The number of meeting attendees does not include elected officials and media representatives.

- e—
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2.1 Station 1: Welcome Area and Sign-In

The welcome area and sign-in provided the public with an understanding of the meeting’s layout and
overall structure. Staff prompted the public to sign-in and provided a meeting handout that included the
meeting purpose and layout as well as ways to stay connected. Comment forms related to the
Alternatives Public Workshop materials and Title VI were also handed out and staff encouraged the public
to provide feedback in a written format at the workshop or on the 1-495 & 1-270 P3 Program website. The
same comment form that was provided in hardcopy at the workshops was available online through the I-
495 & 1-270 P3 Program website. Elected officials and media were asked to sign-in on a designated sheet
and directed to MDOT SHA staff that represented Government and Media Relations. The meeting
handouts are found with meeting materials in Appendix B.

2.2 Station 2: Informational Boards

The informational boards provided high level information to the
public in a static format to ensure the overarching programmatic
themes were presented in a clear visual format. The boards
included the purpose of the Alternatives Public Workshop, traffic
conditions, study maps, NEPA process and timeline, a scoping
open house summary, the study Purpose & Need, the Preliminary
Range of Alternatives, Screening Criteria, and ways to comment
and stay connected. MDOT SHA staff were available near the
boards to answer questions and discuss information on display.
The informational boards are found with meeting materials in
Appendix B.

Requests were made by citizens in Montgomery and Prince George’s counties prior to the Alternatives
Public Workshops to have Spanish and Chinese versions of the informational boards available at the
meetings. The public were able to view the boards upon request at the workshop.

2.3 Station 3: Presentation

Two presentations given by Lisa Choplin, MDOT SHA 1-495 & 1-270 P3 Office Director, and Jeff Folden,
MDOT SHA 1-495 & |-270 P3 Office Deputy Director at the
Alternatives Public Workshops occurred at 6:30 pm and
7:30 pm. The presentation lasted approximately 30
minutes and included the same content that was
presented on the informational boards. The purpose of
the presentation was to ensure complex concepts were
clarified before participants were encouraged to attend
the small working group tables. Lisa Choplin spoke to the
study process and schedule and Jeff Folden presented the
Preliminary Range of Alternatives. The Alternatives Public
Workshop presentation is found with meeting materials in Appendix B.

2.4  Station 4: Small Working Group Tables

To provide a more interactive setting that allowed for a free exchange of information with the Alternatives
Public Workshop attendees, small working group tables were set up to talk through the Preliminary Range
of Alternatives, Screening Criteria, and general questions on property and noise processes and on Public-
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Private Partnerships (P3). Three tables were designated for
alternatives discussion and each table had a technical expert
that guided the public through the Preliminary Range of
Alternatives being considered and the Screening Criteria
used to evaluate the alternatives. One table was designated
to answer questions regarding noise and property. A
technical expert was on hand to answer questions regarding
noise and representatives from the MDOT SHA Office of Real
Estate were available to answer questions regarding
property rights and procedures. One table was designated
to answer questions regarding Public-Private Partnerships
(P3). Facilitators were on hand to guide the public to the
appropriate small working group tables. Note-takers were
on hand at each table to capture the public’s questions and concerns throughout the evening.

2.5 Station 5: Stay Connected

To ensure the public’s voice was being captured accurately and appropriately, the stay connected area
provided opportunities for the Alternatives Public Workshop attendees to comment and stay connected.
Alternatives Public Workshop attendees were invited to submit written comments at the workshops via
hard copy comment forms. Stay Connected contact cards were available which included the I-495 & 1-270
P3 Program website address, program email address, and toll-free number. The comment form template
and Stay Connected contact card are found with meeting materials in Appendix B. Throughout the
Alternatives Public Workshop comment period, July 17, 2018 through August 27, 2018, the public could
submit comments through the methods identified in Table 2.

Table 2: Comments Methods

Comment Method Description

Hard copy comment forms were available to the public at
Alternatives Public Workshop Comment | Alternatives Public Workshops and were completed at the
Forms meetings or were mailed after the meetings with paid
postage

Alternatives Public Workshop online comment form that
was available on the website (495-270-p3.com/your-
Alternatives Public Workshop Online participation/past-public-outreach/) and (495-270-
Comment Form p3.com/your-participation/provide-feedback/) on July 17,
2018 - August 27, 2018

“Submit your comment” online form that is available on the
website (495-270-p3.com/contact/ and (495-270-
p3.com/your-participation/provide-feedback/)

“Submit your comment” Online Form

Toll Free Line (833) 858-5960

Emailed Comments 495-270-p3 @sha.state.md.us

MDOT SHA, 1-495 & I-270 P3 Office 707 North Calvert

Mailed Comments Street, Mail Stop P-601, Baltimore, MD 21202

e ee—
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2.6  Online Meeting

The Alternatives Public Workshop informational boards are presented on the program website in the form
of an online meeting. The informational boards accompanied by a narrated description, were made
available on the website (495-270-p3.com/online public workshop/) on July 17, 2018, and will remain
available through the study duration. The workshop handout and link to the “Submit your comment”
online form are also available through clickable buttons on the online meeting.

e
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3 ALTERNATIVES PUBLIC WORKSHOP OUTREACH CAMPAIGN

To reach the hundreds of thousands of travelers who use the corridors, as well as those living along the
corridors, a range of approaches were employed to advertise the Alternatives Public Workshops and the
comment period. These included notifications via the 1-495 & [-270 P3 Program website; print
advertisements (ads) and newspaper flyers; study newsletter mailed and emailed to study mailing list and
elected officials; a MDOT SHA press release; social media promotion; and emails to federal, state, and
local elected officials in the study area as well as in Frederick County. Table 3 summarizes the outreach
efforts for the Alternatives Public Workshops:

Table 3: Alternatives Public Workshop Advertising

Notification Source/Placement/Type Description Schedule

Press Release distributed to
News and Social Media.
Reached the 50,000+
“followers” of MDOT SHA's
social media channels

Facebook, Twitter, etc.
MDOT SHA MDOT SHA Office of ( ) June 18, 2018 &
I Announced the Alternatives June 22,2018 &
Press Releases | Communications : ; .
Public Workshops, their following

purpose and format, a link to
the 1-495 & 1-270 P3 Program
website, details on how to
provide comments, and contact
information for the Study Team.

The Washington Post

e 2 ads were placed at 3 weeks July9,2018
and 2 weeks before June 26. 2018 &
Frederick News Post Alternatives Public Workshops July 3 2’018
Nt?wspaper (Wash/ngton Post print was a June 28, 2018 &
Printed Laurel Leader single ad on July 9, 2018 only)
: L July 5, 2018
Advertisements e Ads were a % page in size
Howard County Times e Ads reached members of the June 28, 2018 &
public who do not utilize or do July 5, 2018
; , ; not have internet access June 28, 2018 &
Prince George’s Sentinel July 5, 2018

e
JANUARY 2019 9



Alternatives Public Workshops Summary

Notification Source/Placement/Type Description Schedule
. . June 29, 2018 &
El Tiempo Latino July 6, 2018
. . . June 29, 2018 &
Washington Hispanic July 6, 2018
Postcard insert was included in
Postcards the Thursday edition of paper in
. the Local Living Section and In-
frl:lse;\tlts)paper The Washington Post Mail; the total distribution was July 12, 2018
693,668 subscribers and non-
subscribers.
Mailed to approximately 3,900
residents who received
, property owner notification 1t Class Mailing
Postcards Traditional letters or signed up for the June 29, 2018
mailing list and requested hard
copy mail.
Emailed and mailed to public
who signed up to receive study
updates through the scoping
Electronic (emailed) and open houses or 1-495 & [-270 P3
Newsletter Traditional Program website; Mailed to June 22, 2018
approximately 3,500 residents
whom received property owner
notification letters; Emailed to
local and state elected officials.
Week of July 2,
WTOP.com 2018
Week of July 2,
online Digital DCBlack.com Banner ads with geographicand | 541
Ads g demographic programmatic Week of Julv 2
. targeting eekoriuly 2,
Afro.com 5018
Eltiempo.com Week of July 2,
' 2018

Media Earned Interviews as a result of press Press release on

Promotion release and media calls June 18, 2018
To stakeholders who have
signed-up for notifications
via the Program website,

Email Blasts as well as elected officials, | Announced the Alternatives June 26,2018 &
business owners, Public Workshops July 6,2018
homeowner’s association
(HOA), condo owner’s
associations (COA),

JANUARY 2019
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Notification

Source/Placement/Type

Description

Schedule

community organizers,
civic organizations, public
interest groups

Facebook
(MDOT SHA)

facebook.com/MDOTSHA/

Geographic locations and
demographics State-wide with
emphasis on meeting locations
to increase attendance

June 28, 2018

Program
Website

[-495 & |-270 Managed
Lanes Study and 1-495 & |-
270 P3 Program Overview

Informational hub to the public;
easily understood; able to view
on desktop computers and
mobile devices; includes
resources and Google Translate

June 22,2018

JANUARY 2019
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4 ALTERNATIVES PUBLIC WORKSHOP COMMENT RESULTS (JULY 17,
2018 - AUGUST 27, 2018)

As summarized in Table 4, 2,282 people and organizations provided comment submissions during the
Alternatives Public Workshop comment period (July 17, 2018 — August 27, 2018). This number reflects
the total number of respondents. Note that a person’s or organization’s submission may include multiple
comments on several topics. Figure 2 reflects the public comment frequency by zip code; 63 percent of
the submissions received noted a specific zip code. FHWA and MDOT SHA will continue to welcome
comments throughout the duration of the study. Submissions received after August 27, 2018 will be
considered and included as part of the study record. The majority of those who commented are from
Rockville and Silver Spring in Montgomery County.

Table 4: Comment Submission Type by Number of Respondents

Comment Submission Type Number of
Respondents
Alternatives Public Workshop Comment Forms 58
Alternatives Public Workshop Online Comment Form
(Survey Monkey) 384
“Submit your comment” Online Form 1,110
Toll Free Line 115
Emailed Comment Submissions 532
Mailed Comment Submissions 83
Total respondents providing comment submissions 2,282

Figure 2: Public Comment Frequency by Zip Code

e
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4.1 Comments from Local Elected Officials and Organizations

Through letters or emails, the Study heard from 27 community associations and organizations. Numerous
other organizations and associations were referenced in citizen comment submissions. Comment
submissions were received from the following:

Community Associations

e  West End Community Association, Rockville, MD

e The Promenade, Bethesda, MD

e Regent Square Condominium Association, Rockville, MD
e The Hanover Apartments, Greenbelt, MD

e Persimmon Tree Homeowners Association, Bethesda, MD
¢ Village of North Chevy Chase Council, Chevy Chase, MD

e Americana Centre Condominium, Inc., Rockville, MD

e Woodside Forest Civic Association, Silver Spring, MD

Organizations

e Suburban Maryland Transportation Alliance, Rockville, MD

e Safe Silver Spring Silver, Spring, MD

e Sierra Club, Montgomery County

e Sierra Club, Maryland Chapter, College Park, MD

e Greater Farmland Civic Association, Rockville, MD

e Peerless Rockville Historic Preservation’s Board of Directors, Rockville, MD
e Growing East County, Montgomery County

The Maryland Transit Opportunities Coalition authored a correspondence on behalf of the following:

e Indian Springs Citizens Association, Silver Spring, MD

e Action Committee for Transit, Silver Spring, MD

e Central Maryland Transportation Alliance, Baltimore, MD

e C(Citizens Against Beltway Expansion, Silver Spring, MD

e Coalition for Smarter Growth, Washington, DC

e Coalition for Transit Alternatives to Mid-County Highway Extended, Montgomery Village,
Gaithersburg and Germantown, MD

e Maryland Rail Passengers Association, Montgomery County

e Preservation Maryland Baltimore, MD

e Prince George’s Advocates for Community-Based Transit, Hyattsville, MD

e Sierra Club, Maryland Chapter, College Park, MD

e Transportation Advocates of Howard County

e Woodside Forest Civic Association, Silver Spring, MD

Petitions were received from Growing East County (with 1,323 signatures) and Sierra Club, Maryland
Chapter (with 627 signatures). Each petition was counted as one comment submission.

e
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4.2 Comments from Local Jurisdictions and Elected Officials

Through letters or emails, the Study heard from eight local jurisdictions and elected officials. Comment
submissions were received from the following:

Elected Officials

e Councilmember Mark Pierzchala, City of Rockville Councilmember

e Joint Correspondence from Senator William C. Smith, Jr., Delegate Sheila Hixson, Delegate David
Moon, and Delegate Jheanelle Wilkins, District 20

e Senator Cheryl Kagan, District 17

e City of Rockville Mayor and City Council

Local Jurisdictions

e  City of Rockville Manager
e Planning Director for City of Greenbelt
e Prince George’s County Department of Public Works and Transportation

4.3 Common Themes of Public Comments

Verbal Comment Themes during Alternatives Public Workshops

Staff note-takers documented the questions and discussion items proposed by the public at the
Alternatives Public Workshops’ Small Working Group Tables. The following highlights the common themes
captured from the verbal public comments at the workshops.

Alternatives/Alternatives Development

Attendees asked about the proposed lane configurations of the Preliminary Range of Alternatives; the
potential effects from the Preliminary Range of Alternatives to land use, existing transportation
infrastructure, and planned transportation projects; the concept of induced traffic demand; and
coordination with the Virginia Department of Transportation. Attendees also provided suggestions for
potential combinations and modifications of the Preliminary Range of Alternatives; suggestions for
additional criteria to add to the proposed list of screening criteria; and suggestions for expansion of
existing public transit networks such as MARC and WMATA.

NEPA Study/Public Outreach/P3 Processes

Attendees asked about how public comments would be incorporated into the alternatives development
process; how the financial viability screening criterion would be considered in the alternatives
development process; the viability of non-toll alternatives under a Public-Private Partnership; and the
potential for the Public-Private Partnership investor to default on loans. Attendees also provided
suggestions for Public Workshop advertisement methods and commented on potential advertisement to
reach communities.

- e—
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Written Comment Themes

The public was invited to provide comment submissions through various written methods. The
Alternatives Public Workshop comment period began on July 17, 2018 and concluded on August 27, 2018.
During this comment period, 2,282 people provided more than 10,000 comments via the methods shown
in Table 4. The respondent submissions covered a range of topics related to the 1-495 & I-270 Managed
Lanes Study. Most people touched on more than one topic.

Of the 2,282 total respondent submissions, 1,455 included a source zip code. As shown in Figure 2,
comments were received from a range of communities along the I-270 and 1-495 corridors as well as north
of these corridors into the Baltimore region. The majority of the comment submissions were from
Montgomery County, specifically the Rockville and Silver Spring areas.

Overarching themes common to a number of comment submissions are identified below. The original
comment submissions are provided in tabular format in Appendix C.

Acknowledgement that Congestion is a Problem
More than 530 comment submissions included statements acknowledging that the respondents have
experienced traffic/congestion in general or at specific locations along 1-270 or 1-495.

Alternatives and Existing Corridor Footprint

Many comment submissions included statements supporting or critiquing individual alternatives or
combinations of proposed alternatives. Other comment submissions featured questions regarding the
proposed alternatives. Each of the 15 alternatives received between 217 and 260 comments.

Of the thousands of individual topic comments, nearly 1,100 comments indicated support for
improvements that remain within the existing footprint/right-of-way. Many comment submissions under
this theme stated potential support for one or more alternatives if the existing corridor footprint is
maintained.

Environmental Considerations
Numerous comment submissions addressed natural resources and wildlife habitat, traffic noise levels,

vehicle emissions, and air quality. One of the most common statements was about residential property
and overall quality of life if the proposed alternatives were to be implemented. Several comment
submissions included recommendations to incorporate environmental considerations into the study
screening criteria.

High Occupancy Vehicle (HOV) Lanes/ Tolls
A number of comment submissions stated preference for HOV lanes, opposition to HOV lanes or
suggestions on how to most effectively implement HOV lanes in the study, and questions about tolling.

Transit and Bicycle/Pedestrian

Many comment submissions included statements about improving the region’s rail systems and
regional/local bus services. A few comment submissions included questions about providing bicycle
facilities as an element of the study.

Public-Private Partnership (P3)
Several comments were about utilizing private industry for public transportation improvements.

e
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Public Outreach

A number of comment submissions included statements regarding public outreach and notification
methodology and requests to be added to the study notification/mailing lists.

- ee—
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5 PUBLIC OPINION SURVEY RESULTS

In addition to the Alternatives Public Workshops and conventional comment methods, the study team
developed a public opinion survey and posted it on the 1-495 & 1-270 P3 Program website. The purpose
of the survey was to engage the public in the study, get the public thinking about the transportation
system, and how they use it. The survey was not part of the Alternatives Public Workshop process and
was not intended to gather comments regarding alternatives.

The public survey ran for three months, from June 18, 2018 to September 27, 2018, including timeframes
before, during, and after the Alternatives Public Workshops and the associated comment period. The
public survey garnered 7,412 responses. Facebook and Instagram advertising promoted the workshops
between July 3 and July 24, 2018. Additionally, the team promoted the survey on Facebook and Instagram
from July 30 to August 28, 2018. These survey advertisements reached over 197,000 Facebook and
Instagram users and generated 1,135 Facebook user likes, shares, or comments.

To encourage participation, respondents could answer or skip any question. No survey questions required
an answer, nor were responses contingent upon other responses. Therefore, the percentages shown are
not always a percent of the full number of responses. Rather than provide responses one-by-one, the
responses are grouped into categories that reflect the intent of the questions asked.

Most of the survey respondents who provided a zip code reside in Montgomery County.

Overall Knowledge about the Study and Experience with the Roadways

Eighty-eight percent (4,992) of respondents reported that they agreed that “addressing congestion on I-
495 and 1-270 in Maryland is an important priority for the state.” An overwhelming majority, 84 percent
(4,957) of respondents, reported that they always or usually experience a delay due to traffic congestion
when using [-495 or I-270. Only 13 people, or 0.22 percent, stated they never experience delays on 1-495
and |-270.

Respondents were asked to rank their preference of transportation improvement needs on 1-495 and I-
270. Nearly 60 percent (3,358) of those responding ranked relieving congestion as their top priority, 37
percent (2,077) ranked better travel time reliability as their second, and 29 percent (1,604) ranked
additional roadway travel choices as their third most important improvement.

When asked if survey respondents had previously heard about the studyto address congestion in
Maryland on 1-495 and 1-270, 47 percent (3,448) responded yes, while 45 percent (3,315) responded no.

s
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Therefore, the survey was successful in reaching out to new populations to make them aware of the study
and the Program website.

Fifty-four percent (3,713) of those responding reported that they typically travel on I-495 in Maryland two
or more times a week. When asked to select all of the time periods during which they travel, 68 percent
(4,486) of the 6,617 respondents said their travel occurs during peak commute times (5:00 am to 9:00 am
or 3:00 pm to 7:00 pm). Other time periods were also represented, with 46 percent (3,048) traveling I-
495 midday after 9:00 am and before 3:00 pm, and 31 percent (2,060) traveling after 7:00 pm or before
5:00 am.

The numbers were similar for questions about travel on 1-270, with 50 percent (3,384) of respondents
travelling on I-270 between 1-495 and Frederick at least two days a week. Sixty-four percent (3,992) of the
6,217 respondents chose that their travel occurs during peak commute times (5:00 am to 9:00 am or 3:00
pm to 7:00 pm). Forty-nine percent (3,017) reported traveling I-270 midday after 9:00 am and before 3:00
p.m., and 34 percent (2,087) traveling after 7:00 pm or before 5:00 am.

The Cost of Congestion

Nearly half of the respondents said they are experiencing cost impacts due to congestion on these
roadways. Forty-seven percent (2,677) of respondents answered that congestion on 1-495 or I-270 had
cost them more than time, such as extra fees at daycare or the cost of missed medical appointments.

Businesses are impacted financially and modify operations because of congestion on 1-495 and |-270.
Forty-three percent (1,922) of those responding agreed that they make fewer service calls or deliveries
because of the congestion on these highways.

Alternatives to Travel
A question highlighted alternative ways to travel, other than single occupancy vehicles. Eighty-one
percent (5,259) of respondents said they do not use the HOV lanes on |-270.

When asked if the Purple Line will provide an alternative to using I-495 or |-270 when it opens, 80 percent
(4,509 out of 5,648 responses) said no. Asked “if the Purple Line is an option for your commute, how likely
will you be to use it instead of commuting by vehicle?” Of the 4,318 who responded, 26 percent (1,118)
answered that they were very likely or likely to use the Purple Line instead of commuting by vehicle. Forty-
nine percent (2,111) answered that they were unlikely or very unlikely to use it, and 25 percent (1,089)
answered that they were neither likely nor unlikely.

When asked what respondents typically do to avoid congestion on 1-495 or |-270, five options were
provided with instructions to check all that apply. The top three choices were: 61 percent (3,631) adjust
their departure time to avoid congestion, 55 percent (3,265) selected use of an alternative route, and 39
percent (2,327) have no option to avoid congestion.

When asked “If you use an alternative route, does your travel take you through or near residential
neighborhoods,” 77 percent (4,329) of respondents selected yes.

Demographics

The last few questions of the survey asked questions based on the demographics of the respondents. Sixty
four percent (3,432) were male, 34 percent (1,832) were female, and 1 percent (67) responded that their
gender was not listed.
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Alternatives Public Workshops Summary

The largest percentage of respondents, at 28 percent (1,505), were 35 to 44 years old. The next largest
age groups were 25 to 34 years old at 24 percent (1,282); 45 to 54 years old at 21 percent (1,126); 55 to
64 years old at 13 percent (706); 65 years and older at 7 percent (398); 18 to 24 years old at 6 percent
(313); and under 18 years old at less than one percent (14).

Question 24 requested demographics based on where respondents lived. The top four areas represented
were Montgomery County, where 43 percent (2,309) of the respondents live; Frederick County, where 18
percent (935) of the respondents live; Prince George’s County, where 6 percent (327) of the respondents
live; and Howard County, where just under 6 percent (295) of the respondents live.

Comments
The comment section on the survey provided deeper insight into how the public feels about the 1-495 &
[-270 Managed Lane Study.

A typical comment acknowledged that congestion was a concern and noted support for improvements
within the existing footprint, alternative routes and public transportation. Some comments addressed
tolling, right-of-way, or the quality of life of the communities close to the highways.

Public survey results are provided in Appendix D.

e
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For Immediate Release
June 22, 2018
Contact: MDOT SHA Office of Communications, 410-545-0303

MDOT SHA to Hold Public Workshops on
Preliminary Alternatives on I-495 & 1-270 in
Montgomery and Prince George’s Counties

Citizens Encouraged to Attend July Evening Workshops in
Greenbelt, Clarksburg, Capitol Heights, and Bethesda

The Maryland Department of Transportation State Highway Administration (MDOT SHA) will
hold its second round of public workshops in July for the I-495 & I-270 Managed Lanes Study,
which considers improvements along two of the state’s most congested highways, 1-495 (Capital
Beltway) and 1-270 (Dwight D. Eisenhower Memorial Highway).

The study is part of MDOT SHA'’s statewide Traffic Relief Plan to reduce congestion. The
National Capital region is one of the most congested in the nation with some of the highest
commuting times being on [-495 and [-270. A preliminary range of alternatives to address
congestion on 1-495 and 1-270 has been developed based on feedback from the public at the
April Open Houses. At public workshops on July 17, 18, 24 and 25, MDOT SHA will present
these alternatives and garner additional public input.

Beginning in March, MDOT SHA initiated the environmental study known as the /-495 & 1-270
Managed Lanes Study, which includes 1-495 from south of the American Legion Bridge to east
of the Woodrow Wilson Bridge, and I-270 from 1-495 to I-370 including the east and west spurs
of I-270. This study is part of the larger [-495 & 1-270 P3 Program, which will include a future
study along [-270 from I-370 to I-70 beginning in 2019.

As part of the study, MDOT SHA has completed a scoping process that included comprehensive
engagement with members of the public, elected officials, key stakeholders, and federal, state,
regional and local agencies. Four open houses were held in April in Montgomery and Prince
George’s counties to solicit public input on the scope of the study, including the purpose and
need, potential alternatives to be considered, and environmental impacts to be evaluated.



To continue to keep the public engaged, MDOT SHA will hold its next series of public
workshops from 6:30 p.m. to 8:30 p.m. at these locations in Montgomery and Prince George’s
counties:

Tuesday, July 17
Eleanor Roosevelt High School

7601 Hanover Parkway
Greenbelt MD 20770

Wednesday, July 18
Clarksburg High School
22500 Wims Road
Clarksburg MD 20871

Tuesday, July 24

Central High School

200 Cabin Branch Road
Capitol Heights MD 20743

Wednesday, July 25

Thomas W. Pyle Middle School
6311 Wilson Lane

Bethesda MD 20817

The workshops will outline the preliminary range of alternatives and the screening criteria to be
used to evaluate the alternatives to be carried forward in the /-495 & I-270 Managed Lanes
Study. The workshop formats will include static board displays, scheduled general presentations,
and small working group tables. The general presentations will occur at 6:30 p.m. and 7:30 p.m.
and last approximately 30 minutes. The boards and small working group tables will be available
throughout the workshop with technical staff available for discussion of comments and
questions.

Alternative descriptions and graphics featuring typical details of the potential improvements will
be presented. A virtual workshop also will be available on the program website 495-270-p3.com
starting July 17, 2018.

Further technical analysis will be conducted through the fall on the alternatives carried forward
from the July workshops.

All workshops related to the study will be accessible to persons with disabilities. Any person
requiring special assistance, such as a language interpreter, should contact (833) 858-5960 or via
email at 495-270-P3@sha.state.md.us at least 48 hours before the workshop.

CONTACT INFORMATION: The public is welcome to comment on-line at the study’s
website (Www.495-270-P3.com), via email at 495-270-P3(@sha.state.md.us, or by hard copy
during the workshops. Hard copy comments can also be mailed to the I-495 and 1-270 P3 Office
at the Maryland Department of Transportation State Highway Administration, 707 North Calvert
Street, Mail Stop P-601, Baltimore MD 21202.



Lisa B. Choplin, DBIA

Director, 1-495 and 1-270 P3 Office

Maryland Department of Transportation State Highway Administration
707 North Calvert Street, Mail Stop P-601

Baltimore MD 21202

(833) 858-5960; 495-270-P3(@sha.state.md.us

For more information on this project, please visit the project website 495-270-p3.com.
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Scoping Open House Review and Report

The Maryland Department of Transportation State Highway
Administration (MDOT SHA) is conducting the |-495 & I-270
Managed Lanes Study, which is following the National
Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) process. In April, MDOT
SHA held the first set of public workshops, called Scoping
Open Houses, to introduce the study to the public and
gather feedback on the potential environmental and
transportation considerations to be explored by the study.

The Scoping Open Houses provided an informal setting
where the community could speak to representatives

from MDOT SHA and the study team. Comments from the
public highlighted a desire to better understand the study
goals and the types of roadway alternatives that may be
developed as part of the study. These comments and more
detail regarding the outcome of the scoping process can be
found on the program website 495-270-p3.com.

Purpose & Need

MDOT SHA and the Federal Highway Administration
(FHWA) developed the study purpose and need through a
comprehensive process that included a review of past and
existing studies, analyzing regional, environmental, and
socioeconomic conditions, and feedback from the public
and federal, regional, state, and local agencies. The purpose
of the I-495 & I-270 Managed Lanes Study is to develop

a travel demand management solution that addresses
congestion, improves trip reliability on I-495 and 1-270
within the study limits and enhances existing and planned
multimodal mobility and connectivity. The study will
address the following needs:

« Accommodate existing traffic and long-term traffic growth;
» Enhance trip reliability;

» Provide additional roadway travel choices;

» Accommodate homeland security; and

» Improve movement of goods and services

Additional capacity and improvements to enhance reliability

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

Given the highly constrained area surrounding the
interstates in the study area, MDOT SHA will work to avoid
and minimize community, wetlands, waterways, cultural,
noise, air quality and parkland impacts, and mitigate for
impacts when not avoidable to the extent practicable.
MDOT SHA will work with our federal, state, and local
resource agency partners in a streamlined, collaborative,
and cooperative way to meet all regulatory requirements
to ensure the protection of significant environmental and
community resources. More detailed information regarding
the purpose and need is on the program website.

Alternatives

A Preliminary Range of Alternatives is being considered in
the I-495 & 1-270 Managed Lanes Study. These alternatives
include the No-Build alternative and corridor-wide
solutions that are intended to address congestion along
I-495 and I-270, offer more travel mode choices, and
enhance travel efficiency. A wide range of alternatives are
being evaluated and will include adding general purpose
lanes, managed lanes, and transit alternatives.

MDOT SHA developed Screening Criteria to evaluate the
reasonableness of the range of alternatives. This screening
evaluation will determine which alternatives are carried
forward in the study. MDOT SHA is interested in hearing
your input on the Preliminary Range of Alternatives
presented at the July public workshops. Alternative
descriptions and simple graphics featuring typical details
of the potential improvements will be presented.

This Fall, the study team will complete further detailed
technical evaluation on the alternatives carried forward
including traffic, air, noise, environmental analyses, and
identify potential effects to properties. The Team plans
to present the detailed technical evaluations for public
feedback to inform MDOT SHA in the identification of its
Preferred Alternative at a later date.

M chARYLAND DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION




Your Voice Counts. Your Feedback is Critical

A preliminary range of alternatives has been developed based on feedback from the public at the April Open Houses. In July, MDOT SHA
will host public workshops to present these alternatives and the screening criteria that will be used to evaluate the alternatives to be
carried forward. Your input at this next phase of outreach is critical in determining alternatives to be carried forward for further study.

In addition to the public workshops, the study team will reach out to the community beyond the traditional workshop format. You will
find the MDOT SHA study team across the region, including at festivals and local civic events, where we will be capturing your feedback
on the study. These events will ensure that we increase the diversity of ideas and gather your input on the study. Additionally, an online
survey intended to capture public feedback will be available on the program website at 495-270-P3.com.

What to expectin July?

MDOT SHA is hosting a series of public workshops in Montgomery and Prince
George’s counties to present:

Study status and schedule;

e Purpose and Need summary;

¢ Preliminary Range of Alternatives developed from the scoping process; and
e Screening Criteria to evaluate the alternatives

The meeting formats will include static board displays, scheduled general
presentations, and small working group tables. The general presentations will occur
at 6:30 p.m. and 7:30 p.m. and last approximately 30 minutes. The boards and small
working group tables will be available throughout the meeting with technical

staff available for discussion of comments and questions. Alternative descriptions and simple graphics featuring typical details of the
potential improvements will be presented. Environmental and property information will not be available at this stage of

the study. A virtual workshop will also be available on the program website 495-270-p3.com starting July 17,2018.

1-495 & 1-270 MANAGED LANES STUDY TIMELINE

Notice of Intentto | . Alternatives Analysis & Development of Combined Final
Initiate NEPA Study Rapvsiofiliematies Environmental Technical Analysis § Environmental Impact Statement EIS/ROD
Define Purpose & Need Draft Environmental Im
) . pact
: Select Alternatives Retained
Scogggsgspen Develop Preliminary for Detailed Study (ARDS) Statement (DEIS)
Range of Alternatives ) ) Identify MDOT SHA's Final EIS/Record
45-day Comment ) o Complete Technical Analysis of ARDS Preferred Alternative of Decision
; Screening Criteria
Period Public Workshops : :
Public Workshops DEIS Public Hearing
The website includes a contact page where you can request a presentation
for your community association meeting.
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JOIN US AT ONE OF THESE
PUBLIC WORKSHOPS!

Tuesday, July 17,2018
6:30 p.m. - 8:30 p.m.
Eleanor Roosevelt High School
7601 Hanover Parkway, Greenbelt, MD 20770

Wednesday, July 18,2018
6:30 p.m. - 8:30 p.m.
Clarksburg High School
22500 Wims Road, Clarksburg, MD 20871

Tuesday, July 24, 2018
6:30 p.m. - 8:30 p.m.
Central High School
200 Cabin Branch Road, Capitol Heights, MD 20743

Wednesday, July 25,2018
6:30 p.m. - 8:30 p.m.
Thomas W. Pyle Middle School
6311 Wilson Lane, Bethesda, MD 20817

REQUEST FOR ASSISTANCE: The Maryland Relay Service can assist teletype users at 7-1-1. Persons requiring assistance to participate, such as an interpreter for hearing/
speech difficulties or assistance with the English language, should contact the project toll-free number at 833-858-5960 by July 10, 2018.

Stay Connected

Visit the website at www.495-270-p3.com
Submit a comment online or by mail to:

Maryland Department of Transportation
State Highway Administration

1-495 &1-270 P3 Office

707 North Calvert Street, Mail Stop P-601
Baltimore, MD 21202

Contact the study team via email at
495-270-P3@sha.state.md.us

Call the study team toll free at 833-858-5960

Sign up for email notifications on the
website at www.495-270-p3.com

M DrMARYLAND DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
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KEEPING YOU CONNECTED

B MDOT SHA is committed to keeping the public informed about this

important study.

B The study team will reach out to the community beyond the traditional workshop format.

PUBLIC
WORKSHOP

You will find the MDOT SHA study team across the region at festivals and local civic events
where we will be capturing feedback on the study. This will ensure that we increase the
diversity of ideas and gather your input on the study.

B To learn more about the study, visit the project website at 495-270-P3.com

B You can reach the study team and provide comments:

By email at:

495-270-P3@sha.state.md.us

By calling toll free at:
833-858-5960

Visit the program website to take a
survey on your goals for the program.

1-495 & 1-270 MANAGED LANES STUDY TIMELINE

By mail at:
Maryland Department
of Transportation

State Highway Administration

[-495 & 1-270 P3 Office
707 North Calvert Street
Mail Stop P-601
Baltimore, MD 21202

Notice of Intent to s
Initiate NEPA Study Range of Alternatives

Define Purpose & Need

Scoping Open

Houses Develop Preliminary

Range of Alternatives

45—daF))/eCric())r3ment Screening Criteria

Public Workshops

Alternatives Analysis &
Environmental Technical Analysis

Select Alternatives Retained
for Detailed Study (ARDS)

Complete Technical Analysis of ARDS
Public Workshops

Development of
Environmental Impact Statement

Draft Environmental Impact
Statement (DEIS)

Identify MDOT SHA's
Preferred Alternative

DEIS Public Hearing

Combined Final
EIS/ROD

Final EIS/Record
of Decision
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THANKYOU FOR JOINING US

1-495 & 1-270
Managed Lanes Study

Tonight's meeting will:

- Provide an update on the study
status and schedule

- Provide a summary of the study
Purpose and Need

- Present a Preliminary Range of
Alternatives developed from the
scoping process

- Present the Screening Criteria to
evaluate the alternatives

Future meetings will focus on detailed alternatives
and environmental/property information.

LOOK INSIDE FOR IMPORTANT
MEETING FORMAT INFORMATION
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PUBLIC
WORKSHOP

Tuesday, July 17,2018
6:30 p.m. - 8:30 p.m.
Eleanor Roosevelt High School

7601 Hanover Parkway, Greenbelt, MD 20770
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For tonight’s meeting, study information is being presented in four areas:

1

Display Boards are available in the cafeteria. You can review the meeting materials at your own
pace. Staff are available to answer questions.

Small Working Group Tables are also available in the cafeteria. Staff are available at these tables for
discussion, comments, and questions.

Stay Connected Comment Area where you can provide written feedback for the study record.

4 A General Presentation, lasting approximately 30 minutes, will occur in the auditorium at 6:30 p.m. and

7:30 p.m. The presentation will include the same information as shown on the display boards. Your specific

questions can be discussed with project staff at the small working group tables following the presentation.

As you review the Preliminary Range of Alternatives developed from the scoping process,
consider the screening criteria that will be used for future evaluation. This evaluation will
determine which alternatives are carried forward for more detailed study. The screening criteria
include the goals identified in the Purpose and Need of the study:

« Accommodating existing traffic and long-term traffic growth;
- Enhancing trip reliability;

- Providing additional roadway travel choices;

- Evaluating ease of usage for travelers;

« Accommodating Homeland Security by improving evacuation options and improving
emergency response;

- Improving movement of goods and services by improving freight travel times and by improving
access to employment centers;

- Addressing financial viability;
- Improving multi-modal connectivity by enhancing access to existing and planned transit; and

- Consideration of key environmental resources: need for additional right-of-way, and impacts to parks,
historic properties, and wetlands and waters.

AN
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MEETING HANDOUT

Eleanor Roosevelt High School - MEETING LAYOUT

Elevator

Down
Auditorium

,—"'J_ Entrance
| ]

AUDITORIUM

4

General Presentation
(Same presentation at
6:30 p.m.and 7:30 p.m.)

Hallway to Auditorium

Meeting Entrance

3 Stay
Connected

1 Display
Boards

I 2 Small Working
Group Tables

M chARYLAND DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION




____ e

I.MA‘I\‘I%GE,UDY W\

WELCOME!

Alternatives Public Workshop for the
1-495 & 1-270 Managed Lanes Study
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B Provide an update on the
study status and schedule

B Provide a summary of the
study Purpose and Need

B Present a Preliminary Range
of Alternatives developed
from the scoping process

B Present the Screening Criteria
to evaluate the alternatives

Future meetings will focus on detailed alternatives and
environmental/property information.
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TRAFFIC CONDITIONS

EXISTING B Top 5 highest volume freeway sections in

4 TRAFFIC N\
& RELIEF PLAN
S’

Maryland are within study area

. \ Existing Conditions — 8 AM \ ‘

| Existing Conditions — 5 PM |\,

s s’ NP B Today, on average, severe congestion
I X lasts for 7 hours each day on I-270 and
- 10 hours each day on 1-495
N B Study area includes several of the most
® S N ke S unreliable freeway sections in Maryland
-- . e (highly variable travel times day to day)

B Many sections experience speeds less than
NO BUILD 15 mph under existing conditions and

traffic is expected to deteriorate

Average Annual Daily Traffic (AADT)

5 m LB\ f 1-270: 1-370 to 1-495 259,000 299,000
‘\C.;;.;’[;w; 1-495: VA Line to I-270 253,000 282,000

| 1-495: 1-270 to 1-95 235,000 252,000

1-495: 1-95 to MD 4 230,000 245,000
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1-495 & 1-270
P3 PROGRAM

The overall 1-495 & 1-270
Public-Private Partnership (P3)
Program includes improvements
for over 70 miles of interstate in
Maryland including:

B [-495 (Capital Beltway) from
south of the American Legion
Bridge to east of the Woodrow
Wilson Bridge

m [-270 from 1-495 to I-70,
including the east and
west [-270 spurs
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PUBLIC-PRIVATE PARTNERSHIP (P3)

B MDOT SHA will seek proposals from B The state will use a competitive
the private sector to enter into a process to ensure the best value for
Public-Private Partnership (P3) to the citizens of Maryland

glev_elop i OVE?tlve approaches to B The state will maintain ownership
esign, build, finance, operate, and

2 L of the transportation facilities and
maintain potential improvements

developed through the I-495 & 1-270 will ensure they meet their public
Managed Lanes Study functions

B Using a P3 encourages efficiencies
and innovations to provide a better
long-term value for the publicin a
shorter amount of time

M DrMARYLAND DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
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@D 1-495 & 1-270 Managed Lanes Study |-495 & |-27O
MANAGED LANES STUDY

The first element of the P3 Program is
the I-495 & I-270 Managed Lanes Study:
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e FUTURE STUDY
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THE NEPA PROCESS

B The National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) of 1969 requires federal agencies
to evaluate the environmental impacts of their proposed actions

B The I-495 & I-270 Managed Lanes Study will include the development of an
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS), which will document the potential
natural, cultural, and socioeconomic impacts of the study’s alternatives

U.S. Department of Transportation

B The Federal Highway Administration
(./ Federal Highway Administration

(FHWA) serves as the lead federal
agency for the EIS

B The Maryland Department of Transportation State Highway M D‘I’
Administration (MDOT SHA) is serving as the local project A RYLAND DEPARTMENT
sponsor and joint lead agency OF TRANSPORTATION

STATE HIGHWAY
ADMINISTRATION
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THE NEPA PROCESS

Preliminary Range of
Alternatives and Screening

Alternatives Retained for
Detailed Study (ARDS)

Draft Environmental
Impact Statement (DEIS)

Combined Final EIS/Record
of Decision (ROD)

Gathering input to be included in the study

Development of preliminary alternatives and
criteria used for evaluating those alternatives
based on input from scoping process

Identification and development of Alternatives
Retained for Detailed Study

Evaluation and documentation of the natural,
cultural and socioeconomic impacts of the ARDS
and the MIDOT SHA's Preferred Alternative

Documentation of the impacts and mitigation
for the Selected Alternative and, responses

to comments received on the DEIS. This
completes the NEPA Process

M DrMARYLAND DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
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Notice of Intent to
Initiate NEPA Study

Range of
Alternatives

Alternatives Analysis & Development of

Combined Final EIS/ROD

Scoping Open Houses

45-day Comment
Period

Define Purpose & Need

Develop Preliminary
Range of Alternatives

Screening Criteria

Public Workshops

Environmental Technical Analysis Environmental Impact Statement

Select Alternatives Retained Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS)
for Detailed Study (ARDS) .
) ) Identify MDOT SHA's Preferred Alternative Final EIS/Record
Complete Technical Analysis of ARDS of Decision

DEIS Public Hearing
Public Workshops

M cll_'MARYLAND DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
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SCOPING UPDATE

Scoping is the first step in the National

Environmental Policy Act (NEPA)
process. It provides opportunities for

public and agency input on the purpose

and need, potential alternatives, and
environmental considerations to be
addressed during the study.

The 1-495 & I-270 Managed Lanes Study

scoping occurred in Mid-March-Early
May 2018 and included:

B Coordination meetings with local,
State and federal agencies.

B Publication of a Notice of Intent
(NOI) in the Federal Register on
March 16, 2018.

%’ TRAFFIC %
4 RELIEF PLAN
N 90

B Launch of a website in March,

which provided a study overview,
contact information and the
opportunity for the public to
submit study-related comments
and questions and to be added
to the study mailing list.

B A series of four Open Houses

designed to share study
information and obtain
community feedback.
374 citizens attended
the Open Houses.

M DrMARYLAND DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION
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PUBLIC SCOPING COMMENTS
620 comments submitted from March 16 to May 1, 2018 including:

B 143 written comments at the Public Scoping Open Houses
B 126 comments via P3 study website and email and one letter received via mail

B 713 survey responses were received during the scoping period.
Note: 345 comments via the study survey

B Six comments by phone to the toll-free number

M DrMARYLAND DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION
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MAJOR THEMES FROM THE
PUBLIC SCOPING COMMENTS

B Support for the study, specific
recommendations, or fixing congestion

B Statements about tolls and partnership
with the private sector

B Concerns with effects to the environment,
noise, air, and properties

B Support for improvements to transit

B Questions about the study timeline and
initial outreach

The Scoping Report, including a complete
matrix of comments received, is available on
the website under Environmental > Resources

M DrMARYLAND DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION
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PURPOSE & NEED

The purpose of the 1-495 & I-270 Managed Lanes Study is to develop a travel
demand management solution that addresses congestion, improves trip
reliability on 1-495 and I-270 within the study limits and enhances existing and
planned multimodal mobility and connectivity.

The study will address the following needs.

B Accommodate Existing Traffic and Long-Term Traffic Growth
B Enhance Trip Reliability

B Provide Additional Roadway Travel Choices

B Accommodate Homeland Security

B Improve Movement of Goods and Services

Additional goals of the study include incorporating funding sources for financial
viability and developing the study in an environmentally responsible manner.

M DrMARYLAND DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION
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TRANSPORTATION TERMINOLOGY

General purpose (GP) Lanes are lanes on a freeway or expressway that are open to all motor vehicles

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

High-occupancy Vehicle Managed Lanes (HOV) are a highway or street lane reserved for the use of high-occupancy vehicles,
a motor vehicle carrying at least two or more persons, including carpools, vanpools, and buses.

Priced Managed Lanes combines two highway management tools: § =t
Congestion Pricing: The use of pricing to moderate demand during peak periods is common in sectors such as susz aa ;ﬂds
power and air travel. Similarly, the concept of value pricing within the highway sector involves the introduction of :
road user charges that vary with the level of congestion and/or time of day, providing incentives for motorists to
shift some trips to off-peak times, less-congested routes, or alternative modes. Higher prices may also encourage
motorists to combine lower-valued trips with other journeys or eliminate them entirely. When peak-period
volumes are high, a shift in a relatively small proportion of trips can lead to substantial reductions in overall
congestion levels and more reliable travel times.

Lane Management: The rationale for lane management is to maintain a superior level of service and provide an alternative
to general-purpose lanes during peak travel periods. Lane management involves restricting access to designated highway i
lanes based on occupancy or vehicle type. By limiting the number of vehicles in designated lanes, it is possible to maintain  # £J|
a desirable level of traffic service. Managed lanes are separated from general-purpose lanes by differentiating pavement ; riced
striping or physical barriers, with entry often but not always limited to designated locations.

Priced Managed Lanes

Contraflow Lane is a managed lane operating in the opposite direction of the normal flow
of traffic and designated for peak-direction travel; separated by pylons or movable barrier.

Reversible Lane is facility in which the direction of traffic flow can be changed at different
times of the day to match peak direction of travel, typically inbound in the morning and
outbound in the afternoon.

Contraflow Lanes

Transportation Systems Management (TSM) are actions that
improve the operation and coordination of transportation
services and facilities.

Travel Demand Management (TDM) is a variety of strategies, e

techniques, or incentives aimed at providing the most efficient

and effective use of existing transportation services and

facilities (e.g. rideshare and telecommuting promotion, managed

lanes, preferential parking, road pricing, etc.) /W) _OOT MARYLAND DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION
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PRELIMINARY RANGE OF ALTERNATIVES

ALTERNATIVE / DESCRIPTION

1 No Build (Existing):
All projects in Constrained Long-Range Plan (CLRP)
(including 1-270 Innovative Congestion Management (ICM)
improvements)

2 Transportation Systems Management (TSM) /
Travel Demand Management (TDM):

Solutions along 1-495 and 1-270: restriping within existing
pavement, peak period shoulder use, ramp metering and
Active Traffic Management (ATM) strategies

10asMm ‘030ud

Peak Period Shoulder Use

3 Add 1- General Purpose (GP) Lane:

Add one general-purpose lane in each direction on
1-495 and 1-270

4 1-Lane, High-occupancy Vehicle (HOV)
Managed Lane Network:

Add one HOV lane in each direction on 1-495 and retain
existing HOV lane in each direction on 1-270

1-Lane, Priced Managed Lane Network:
Add one priced managed lane in each direction on 1-495
and convert one existing HOV lane in each direction to a
priced managed lane on 1-270

Legend
[ New GP Lanes
[ New HOV Managed Lanes * Note: Managed Lanes
I New Priced Managed Lanes Could Include Buses NOTTO SCALE
[ Contraflow Lanes M DrMARYLAND DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION
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ALTERNATIVE / DESCRIPTION

6 Add 2 General Purpose (GP) Lanes:

Add two general-purpose lanes in each direction on 1-495
and 1-270

7 2-Lane, High-occupancy Vehicle (HOV)
Managed Lane Network:

Add two HOV managed lanes in each direction on 1-495
and retain one existing HOV lane and add one HOV
managed lane in each direction on 1-270

8 2-Lane, Priced Managed Lanes Network
on 1-495, 1-Lane Priced and 1-Lane, HOV

Managed Lane network on [-270 only
Add two priced managed lanes in each direction

on 1-495 and add one priced managed lane and
retain one HOV lane in each direction on 1-270

NN
NN NN
ANANSNS

9 2-Lane, Priced Managed Lane Network:

Add two priced managed lanes in each direction
on 1-495 and convert one existing HOV lane to a
priced managed lane and add one priced managed
lane in each direction on 1-270

1 o 2-Lane, Priced Managed Lane Network
and 1-Lane HOV Managed Lane Network
on |-270 only

Add two priced managed lanes in each direction
on 1-495 and on 1-270 and retain one existing HOV
lane in each direction on 1-270 only

New GP Lanes

New HOV Managed Lanes * Note: Managed Lanes
New Priced Managed Lanes Could Include Buses /W T MARYLAND DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
Contraflow Lanes STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION
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ALTERNATIVE / DESCRIPTION @ @

, ’ / f 0y 18 N -27 could include impravemnts \
/ / N v/ from another alternative \ N
11 Collector/Distributor on 1-495: /)0 OV A\
Physically separate traffic using collector-
distributor (C-D) lanes, adding two GP lanes in // / / J J i ‘ \ \ \ \\

each direction on 1-495; retain existing lanes
on |-270

It

1-270 could include improvements \
/ from another alternative
Contraflow on 1-495: / /[0 O\ \ \
12A Convert existing general-purpose lane // // 414 | AN \\ \\ )

on 1-495 to contraflow lane during peak periods

RN

Contraflow on 1-270: \
12 B Convert existing HOV lane on 1-270 to contraflow A \ A \ N \\

lane during peak periods while maintaining GP lanes

p 1-270 could include improvements [SEEA

a0 from another alternative N\

/10 AN
oy ARSI

13A Priced Managed, Reversible Lane
Network on 1-495:

Add two priced managed reversible lanes on 1-495

v\

/ 1-495 could include improvements \
/ from another alternative
7 7

Priced Managed, Reversible Lane
Network on 1-270:

Convert existing HOV lanes to two priced managed
reversible lanes on 1-270 while maintaining GP lanes

13

New GP Lanes

New HOV Managed Lanes * Note: Managed Lanes
New Priced Managed Lanes Could Include Buses /W T MARYLAND DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
Contraflow Lanes STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION
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PRELIMINARY RANGE OF ALTERNATIVES (continued)

ALTERNATIVE / DESCRIPTION

14A

14B

14C

15

Heavy Rail This alternative considers heavy rail transit parallel to the existing 1-495 and/or 1-270 corridors.
Heavy Rail is a mode of transit service (also called metro, subway, rapid transit, or rapid rail)
operating on an electric railway with the capacity for a heavy volume of traffic. It is characterized
by high speed and rapid acceleration passenger rail cars operating singly or in multi-car trains
on fixed rails.

Light Rail This alternative considers light rail transit parallel to the existing 1-495 and/or 1-270 corridors,
such as the Purple Line currently under construction. Light Rail is a mode of transit service
(also called streetcar, tramway, or trolley) operating passenger rail cars singly (or in short,
usually two-car or three-car, trains) on fixed rails. Light rail vehicles are typically driven
electrically with power being drawn from an overhead electric line via a trolley or a pantograph
and driven by an operator on board the vehicle.

Fixed Guideway This alternative considers fixed guideway bus rapid transit (BRT) along a new alignment parallel

Bus Rapid Transit to the existing 1-495 and/or 1-270 corridors. Bus Rapid Transit is a high-quality bus-based

(Off Alignment) transit system that delivers fast and efficient service that may include dedicated lanes, busways,
traffic signal priority, off-board fare collection, elevated platforms and enhanced stations.

Dedicated Bus Managed Lane
on 1-495 and 1-270 Roadways

M DrMARYLAND DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION
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SCREENING CRITERIA
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Why do we screen the Preliminary Range of Alternatives?

The screening of alternatives is one of the key elements of the
NEPA process to determine which alternatives will be carried
forward to more detailed analysis in the DEIS.

The initial screening of alternatives will involve a general,
qualitative assessment of each alternative to determine if it
is reasonable or unreasonable, or if there is another similar
alternative that would better meet the screening criteria.

The following criteria related to the study’s Purpose and Need will be used to evaluate and screen the Preliminary Range of Alternatives.

ENGINEERING CONSIDERATIONS

B Existing Traffic and Long-Term Traffic Growth: Does the alternative

accommodate existing traffic and long-term traffic growth?

B Trip Reliability: Does the alternative enhance travel time reliability?

B Additional Travel Choice: Does the alternative provide an additional

travel choice while retaining full-time general-purpose lanes?

B Ease of Useage for Travelers: Will the alternative include complex
operating configurations that could lead to driver confusion?

HOMELAND SECURITY

B Does the alternative provide additional capacity to assist in
accommodating population evacuation?

B Does the alternative extend the ability to quickly coordinate a
traffic response by allowing use by emergency responders?

MOVEMENT OF GOODS AND SERVICES

B Does the alternative improve the movement of goods via truck
freight travel?

B Does the alternative enhance the movement of services by
improving access to employment centers?

FINANCIAL VIABILITY

B Does the alternative have the potential to be financially
self-sufficient?

MULTI-MODAL CONNECTIVITY

B \Would the alternative enhance connectivity to and between
existing transit facilities near the corridor?

B Could it accommodate new or modified transit service within
the alternative?

ENVIRONMENTAL
B \Would the alternative require additional property?
B \Would the alternative impact park properties?
B Would the alternative impact historic properties?
|

Would the alternative impact wetlands and waters?

M DrMARYLAND DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION



___ A
“S\495/55%
MANAGED

LANES STUDY @\
STAY CONNECTED

B MDOT SHA is committed to keeping
the public informed about this
important study

B To learn more about the study, visit the
project website at 495-270-P3.com

B You can reach the study team and
provide comments:

By email at:
495-270-P3@sha.state.md.us

4 RELIEF PLAN
N %

By calling toll free at:
833-858-5960

By mail at:

Maryland Department of
Transportation

State Highway Administration
1-495 & I-270 P3 Office

707 North Calvert Street

Mail Stop P-601

Baltimore, MD 21202

M DrMARYLAND DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION
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COMMENTS

Tuesday, July 17, 2018
Eleanor Roosevelt High School
7601 Hanover Parkway
Greenbelt, MD 20770

STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION

(PLEASE PRINT)

NAME: DATE:
EMAIL:

ADDRESS:

CITY: STATE: ZIP:

I/WE wish to comment or inquire about the following aspects of this study:

H ‘ ‘ ” NO POSTAGE
NECESSARY
IF MAILED
IN THE
UNITED STATES
|
|
|
I 1. The information presented was easy to understand?
| Good Okay
| :
I 2. The presentation was informative and useful?
| 00 ay oor
BUSINESS REPLY MAIL — = = :
FIRST-CLASS MAIL PERMIT NO. 17715 BALTIMORE MD [
POSTAGE WILL BE PAID BY ADDRESSEE .. 3. The presenters responded well to my questions?
—— g pocuig —
| :
I 4. Meeting information was in the language | requested?
ATTN: LISA B. CHOPLIN,DIRECTOR Good okay Poor
-495 & 1-270 P3 OFFICE _
MARYLAND DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 5. How can MDOT communicate more effectively?
STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION
707 NORTH CALVERT STREET MS P-601 MAILING LIST*: [0 Addmyname [] Delete my name
BALTIMORE MARYLAND 21298-6521 *Persons who have received a copy of the project meeting announcement

through the mail are already on the project Mailing List.

[0 check here if you prefer email communications only

Submit your Comments by August 27, 2018
You may use this form or send your comments electronically to
495-270-P3@sha.state.md.us via the website at 495-270-P3.com.
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Please provide your comments on the specific alternatives below:

PUBLIC WORKSHOP
LANES STUDY COMMENTS

You can also view the online meeting with alternatives and provide comments on the

program website 495-270-p3.com

Alternative 1 - No-Build (Existing)

Alternative 11 - Collector/Distributor on 1-495

Alternative 2 - Transportation Systems Management (TSM) / Travel Demand Management (TDM)

Alternative 12A - Contraflow on 1-495

Alternative 3 - Add 1- General Purpose (GP) Lane

Alternative 12B - Contraflow on 1-270

Alternative 4 - 1-Lane, High-Occupancy Vehicle (HOV) Managed Lane Network

Alternative 13A - Priced Managed, Reversible Lane Network on 1-495

Alternative 5 - 1-Lane, Priced Managed Lane Network

Alternative 13B - Priced Managed, Reversible Lane Network on 1-270

Alternative 6 - Add 2 General Purpose Lanes (GP) Lanes

Alternative 14A - Heavy Rail

Alternative 7 - 2-Lane, High-Occupancy Vehicle (HOV) Managed Lane Network

Alternative 14B - Light Rail

Alternative 8 - 2-Lane, Priced Managed Lanes Network on 1-495, 1-Lane Priced and 1-Lane,
HOV Managed Lane Network on 1-270 only

Alternative 14C - Fixed Guideway Bus Rapid Transit (Off Alignment)

Alternative 9 - 2-Lane, Priced Managed Lane Network

Alternative 15 - Dedicated Bus Managed Lane on 1-495 and I-270 Roadways

Alternative 10 - 2-Lane, Priced Managed Lane Network and 1-Lane HOV Managed Lane
Network on 1-270 only

General Alternative Comments




CONNECTED

please visit the website at 495-270-P3.com

X

»

STAY CONNECTED

495-270-P3@sha.state.md.us
833-858-5960

Maryland Department of Transportation

State Highway Administration

[-495 & 1-270 P3 Office

707 North Calvert Street ol ffrytypedind
Mall StOp P_60‘I ‘OF TRANSPORTATION
Baltimore, MD 21202 ADMINISTRATION
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Comment Type Number of Comments
Received

Theme |Supports I-495 |Does Not Acknowledge [Supports Altl |Alt2 (Alt3 |Alt4 [Alt5 |Alt6 |Alt7 (Alt8 |Alt9 |Alt10 |Alt1l (At12A |Alt12B (Alt13A |Alt13B |Alt14A |Alt14B |Alt14C |Alt15 |Transit [Supports |Does Does Not [Bicycle and |Environmental |Noise |Air |Property [Screening |Quality |Concerned Outreach
& 1-270 Support I-495 [Congestion is a |Improvements HOV Not Support |Pedestrian Criteria of Life |about the use
Managed Lanes |& 1-270 Problem within Existing Lanes Support |Tolls of Public-

Study Managed Footprint Only HOV Private
Lanes Study Partnerships
()

Workshop Comment Forms 58 1 30 46 26 29 23 22 25 18 17 20 20 19 18 24 24 24 26 31 24 22 19 27 9 2 4 3 11 5 5 13 4 6 1 9
Toll Free Line 115 12 19 58 0 0 0O O O 2 2 2 2 2 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0o 0 7 0 3 3 0 3 2 1 44 4 8 2 26
Website Comments 1110 83 115 466 18 26 15 17 8 10 10 10 10 10 15 22 17 7 7 16 17 16 16 452 31 6 152 40 348 160 158 511 11 333 37 45
Survey Monkey 384 33 57 68 168 163 163 160 167 165 161 161 161 157 156 159 156 158 151 164 167 155 146 159 16 1 55 12 64 37 23 117 1 11 14 21
Emailed Comments 532 11 242 402 4 18 7 8 3 2 2 3 6 3 5 12 1 3 3 7 6 6 8 158 10 0 28 8 217 98 90 340 20 305 26 22
Mailed Comments 83 5 68 59 31 24 31 28 25 29 27 29 28 26 25 25 26 30 31 31 32 30 29 48 7 3 10 3 23 12 13 45 4 33 1 10
145 531 1099 247] 260[ 239| 235] 228| 226] 219] 225[ 227] 217] 221] 242] 234 222 218] 249] 246] 229 218] 851 73 15 252 66 666| 314/290] 1070 44| 696 81 133

Percentage of Rockville

Comment Type %

Workshop 19%
Toll Free Line 32%
Website 45%
Survey Monkey 28%
Emailed 64%
Mailed 46%

Overall 45%



Date Received

Comment

Alternative 1 Input

Alternative 2 Input Alternative 3 Input

Alternative 4 Input

Alternative 5 Input

Alternative 6 Input

Alternatve 7 Input Alternative 8 Input Alternative 9 Input

Alternative 10 Input

Alternative 11 Input

Alternative 12A Input

Alternative 12B Input

Alternative 13A Input

Alternative 13B Input

Alternative 14A Input Alternative 14B Input

Alternative 14C Input

Alternative 15 Input

General

7/17/2018

7/17/2018

7/17/2018

7/17/2018

7/17/2018

7/17/2018

7/17/2018

7/17/2018

7/17/2018
7/17/2018

7/17/2018

7/17/2018

7/17/2018

7/17/2018

7/17/2018

7/17/2018
7/18/2018

7/18/2018

7/18/2018

7/18/2018

7/18/2018

7/18/2018

7/18/2018
7/18/2018

7/18/2018
7/18/2018

7/18/2018
7/18/2018

7/18/2018

7/18/2018

7/18/2018

7/18/2018

7/18/2018

7/18/2018

7/24/2018

7/24/2018

7/24/2018

7/24/2018

7/25/2018

7/25/2018

7/25/2018

7/25/2018

7/25/2018

7/25/2018

7/25/2018

7/25/2018

7/25/2018

7/25/2018

7/25/2018

7/25/2018

7/25/2018

7/25/2018

7/25/2018

7/25/2018

7/25/2018

7/25/2018
7/25/2018

7/25/2018

Scope- it appears to have been desgined so narrowly that only highway wdening meets the criteria. Screen criteria- where re
considerations of climate impact? Air pollution? Environmental justice? | take the beltway in Silverspring everyday on my rush
hour commute. We need TRANSIT.

1. | wish to see alternative methods of traffic diversion in the event of an emergency situation as opposed to halting traffic at a
stand still. 2. I would also like to see more frequent road assistant vehicle on the beltway, especially in early morning hours, and
the later night hours

Residential zoning and future construction should be primary factors in study if increases in population density increase traffic
flow, the expansions impact in easy traffic is rendered moot.

Outreach: April meetings not well publicized. What is the process for adressing the proposed transfer and changes to 1-295
(Baltimore-Washington Parkway)? -Public comments. What are the relative costs of each of the alternatives.

2 things: 1. Why not look at building any passes for these as is being done throughout Montgomery, PG, Howard counties. I'm
sure as other counties as well. (Townson, Route 50 in MD) 2. How about separate truck lanes? When they go up hills they drive
slowly; going down, go faster.

Why is the effect any project will have on climate change not mentioned anywhere? | also don't see what the point of this all is
if you have no idea what the impact of any of these will be? A 10 yr old could google a list of alternatives that is just as helpful.

A dedicated bus lane, BOT free, not cost, for riders. Some method of moving traffic which is from outside the area and travelling
to places outside the area-dedicated separate lane?

My wish is for specific regulation of public sector contractors for: employees assigned to this project, especially lower level paid
employees. 1. 40 hours per week (no on-call, split share) 2. Sick leave 3. Vacation 4. Medical insurance 5. Retirement financial
opportunities. This project is for peoples use. It should not be nuilt by employees who may not be able to afford to even use toll
roads.

| approve of light rail, bus lanes, HOV lanes. However, | do not support TOLLS!

Unsubstantiated claim about traffic growth. Please provide references to support claim. Why wasn't completion along original |-
95 right of way considered? What is current revenue of ICC and I-95 North of Harbor Tunnel? Why isn’t improvement of current
rail service considered? Where is the overall Transportation Plan? ... very haphazard

| am curious what transit alternatives are beign considered - both improvements to existing transit (MARC - Brunswick Line) and
new corridors, especially in south-central Prince George's, where circumferent's transit is very limited. | think that transit
improvements are a much better long-term solution, given the need to conserve fossil fuels and reduce CO2 production.

No mention of other alternatives- MAGLEV, tube tunnel project, additional MARC trains

Neighborhoods impacted in College Park- land taken by imminent domains, noise reduction plans

Why is air and water quality not an eval criteria? Your purpose and need is rather vague and generic. When you identify
accomadating existing traffic and growth, this is in regard to whom. Are we addressing the general public over all improvements
or selective service groups. Provide additional travel choices. Again, this is so generic it becomes meaningless unless defined.
Travel choices to urban center, to commerical, retail, social services, day care?

| believe I'm on the Historic Structures (Section 106) review. | remain interested and concerned. Looking for mitigation
opportunities. Please advise if BW Parksway is involved.

1. Complete study of 1-270 North of 1-370 at the same time; the IMPS could be phased to occur after 1-495/1-270 (South of |-
370) IMPS are completed. 2. Consider including completion of mid county hwy (M-83) in its entirety between ICC and MD 355/ |-
270 as a congestion relief option , to address potential closures of 1-270 North of [-370. The connection will also remove a good
number of vehicles on 1-370 WB to 1-270 NB.

| am strong proponent of this project. Wanted this to happen sooner. Also, would like this to be expedited.

Environmental issues, including air pollution, green house gasses, water pollution should be a primary consideration. Giving
electric/hybrid vehicles priority in some way would be helpful. Emphasizing public transport would be helpful. Developing an
alternative that does not selectively adversely affect poor people is important.

Clarksburg Village Community and up county needs solution!

No Construction
Pay to play toll roads are in my mind, completely un-American!

Request Presentations

No questions. | just want to be kept informed.
I'd love to see something that engages both carpooling (HOV) and Mass transit, along with managed pricing. | like # 10,
13a,13b,and 14c in particular

Roads should be simple for mistakes don’t happen. Attendant who spoke up at end of meeting. She knows people who drive on
the highways changing from lanes to get to the exit. The don't own I-phones. - Can't afford it!

We need to get cars off the road by encouraging carpool or vanpool. When a group of seven commuters vanpool, they remove
6 cars off the road, resulting in less congestion and less pollution. One way to encourage commuters to carpool/vanpool is to
provide them with HOV lanes that will decrease their commute time. Toll lanes do not accomplish the same goal as HOV lanes.

Who decide to pursue this? This is crazy! Have you visited and driven on our roads? They are already dangerous! Why can't MD-
Wash-VA be leaders in public transportation! Keep our environment simple, safe, and clean!

You MUST send letters to ALL homes that are within 700 feet of 1-270&495

Sound barriers for my development. Rambling Hills Development butting early 70s before sound barriers. We have experience
increase noise levels from beltway traffic.

First, | see no date on traffic patterns! Where are they coming from and where are they going? We should start there first.
Where is MDOT public DATA at?

TSM/TDM - 1. Purchase 200 to 300 electric smart cars, which take up half the road space as person SUV's and personal vehicles.
These vehicles would be leased to regular commuters who use this highway network. The lease rate would be very low $500
year segregate through trucks and through motor vehicles for safety. Toll theses! Do not widen the road south of Clarksburg
accept in very small areas that need full reconstruction.

| appreciate SHA efforts to engage the public on this important study. However, | have strong concerns about the outreach in
the community. The Largo HS or the PG Community College is a better location to get input from residents. Central HS is out of
the way and the surrounding community doesn't use the beltway as much as the communities near the beltway. Please make a
better effort to engage users and reduces living near the beltway!!

It is too dangerous to add lanes to 495! We should NOT add any lanes to 270 from the beginning of 270 through Germantown!
We should get rid of the local lanes on 270. Adding lanes will increase traffic not make it more manageable.

Destruction of neighborhoods, increased noise and air pollution. Stop expanding roads; storm water drainage issues if you pour
more concreate (Ellicott City) Get alternatives to work schedules, use reverse lanes, quit developing so far out. Let's brainstorm
other ways to live without dependence on cars. Expand metro service, parking at metro stops so people can use it. How can you
say it will being 2019 when so many studies need to be done? Sounds like you have already decided this.

1. | appreciate that materials were available on the website 2. | also appreciate that this round of public meetings is taking place
3. You must be transparent about plans and public development 4. I'm concerned about impacts on my way home, will you take
my home? 5. Why can't you tell me | have any chance to affect the outcomes? The current process is construed 6. If you do
take my home, will | get fair value, and will | get assistance in relocation? 7. Why cant you tell us why alternatives will widen the
roadway?

Small part of the overall project, but big potential to reduce congestion by improving bike/pedestrian trail access
about/behind/across 495 and 270 as part of other work - no bigger potential than adding bike / trail access over American
Legion Bridge. Far more bike recommendations in this region than rest of state.

Outer Beltway - at least , 2 more Potomac crossing, catch up with population increase!

Please build more metro and underground railway systems. Better parking enforcement. NO MORE PEOPLE except babies. Save
the bike routes. Build up instead of flat. Have the 2 new lanes above the old ones.

Any building or construction to add priced managed lanes should not be paid to outside company. If MDOT has money to pay for
this it should be to Maryland Transportation and therefore money stays in MD and pricing and accountability for charging to use
these new priced managed road is held by local government rather than handed over to a company that cares where MD
autonomy is chipped away whatever construction extends to VA can be negotiated with the local VA government. I'm
concerned about private company dictating what we local commuters must pay.

The information should give foot width variability. It currently varies, but each alternative should provide information. Every P-3
is put together to make money. Why was this not addressed? MDOT vision 2035 and 2040 is not being considered. That vision
has large environmental components that aren't being considered. Where are the screening criteria? How about all the homes
taken? More transit please!

The environmental criteria needs to include greenhouse gases and local air quality as the primary criteria not an afterthought to
be studied later. As weather around the globe clearly affects, we are in early stage climate change and it will get much worse.
Maryland has aggressive climate change goals. Unless they are primary in major transit study they will never be met. | believe
that the rail options are the only way to meet this - but unless they are studied from the beginning, how will we ever know.

Your process for these events needs to be fixed.

The plan to widen I-270 through Rockville will destroy green space and create unbearable noise in neighborhoods near 1-270
even if property is not taken. Nothing has mentioned loss of Green Space (Including Rockville Senior Centers). Financing of this
boongoogle has not been presented. clearly. Tolls will only impact some of expense. Impact statements must include
greenspace effects and noise. The funding of the studies already done as well as

The 6 high-level criteria do not give adequate weight to the taking of private residential and commercial property. This should be
one of the high-level criteria by itself. There was too little opportunity for questions. In the big presentation you can hold
questions to the end, but then you should take questions in a big group. You can have people put questions on cards to control
the Q&A part. But you should have it. The whole thing had a feeling of managing people.

Will the American Legion Bridge be rebuilt? Have you looked at enhancing MARC? Will the project also include needed
maintenance/ renewal of these roadway? Induced Demand, no more road!

Improving the public transportation demolishing of home
Impact on community amenities and home values in South Four Corners - Alternatives for eliminate tolls on MD-200 add tolls to
American Legion bridge

The proposals are horrible. They will not make congestion any less. Extend Motion Parkway to the 1/C . Add more general
purpose lanes on [-95 & 270. MAGLEV TOO

This would be vastly preferable to the widening
schemes

Please explain this in etail

No something has to be done

| do not favor adding additional lanes

Yes

No

Not an option - need to do something

Worst Option!

Good

The poster should specify "2050" next to "No-
Build".

This seems o be one of those pro force "stressed Without additional travel corridors into and away from

dogs" only being considered to please the NEPA

gods. How will this improve transportation infout This alternative does not provide additional travel

of city centers?

Not sustainable

Sounds good

COG Model may not be corrected! Are there
various growth scenarios?

Yes! On 495 and 270 through Germantown

This is y preference

Support

There are already many accidents on 495,
including from lane changing more lanes will
increase such accidents and deaths! This before
expanding/widening.

Yes

Doesn’t work but no need to move

Advantage - Feeder roads aren't overwhelmed
with new traffic that can't be handled. Currently
many roads are at capacity near [-270 and 495.
Where would new traffic go?

YES!

In some areas of 1-270 (e.g. I-270 Falls Road to |-

370) could be a no build area

No

This sounds best to me, minimize damage.

Best retains established community amenities

Dumb

Makes a lot of sense and worth exploring

Whats the difference between TSM and TPM? Do emergency vehicles (i.e. ambulances, fire trucks,

police cruisers) have priority in these lanes

Build over passes as in number of counties in MD but
on smaller, less congested roads compared to 495 &
270

No No

| favor adding systems to existing lanes

Good low cost near-term mitigation plan.

| hope that the consideration of aggressive TDM
applications are considered. | wonder to the city center in
strictly controlled in Bejing. SOV is limited and transit is
very subsidized. | was in Bermuda and private van services
are available everywhere. DC is encouraging that all
leading occurs after widening.

Yes No

No No

Good first step Need to do more than that

This is a positive alternative

Sounds ok too

Utilize one set of shoulders. There is no need for two
shoulders during rush hour! Do not allow police and
fire to block move lanes that absolutely necessary,
pleas! That should be illegal!

Good

Red Light Camera entry points have been very successful
in the Los Angeles area. It keeps traffic/flowing - is
egalitarian - fair - and works well!

Blocking entrance ramps will cause traffic backings on the
roads that connect to the ramps, which they are not
prepared to handle

It would seem that this study is predicated against this
alternative, as financial/ viability defined as being
costing taxpayers nothing, would be unattainable

city centers this will not improve transportation access.

corridors.

No No, capacity will be rich sooner or later

Crash

Narrowing lanes could increase accidents otherwise,
these sound sensible

This would be a short term congestion reliever-NOT
long term! Also very expensive . A waste of money.

| like this!

Would need constant enforcement by state police.
Concerned about motorists following signs.

It would be helpful if you did not use jargon Adding lanes will bring more cars. This is NOT a good

option
| don't think you made this clear. What is this?
No Comments Oppose
Sounds pretty good. If no building, LA has better traffic No Thanks

with metro added.

This is theoretically being implemented with the million
proposal. If more can be done, great.

Needs to handle transit and carpools as priority, not
general lane

This should be added in junction with another solution Don't do this because of induced demand

Trucks worth a try if it's safe No

Could remove barriers between local and general purpose Not Rockville!
open additional lane or two (rather than hov) Must
happen ASAP

Maybe Can you do it without physical, widening of the

footprint? If do, yes. If not, no!

This sounds clever and a good use of existing resources | am generally opposed to paving over more of

Maryland and taking peoples homes

Also protects established communities. Will come at significant detriment to

Stupid Will help a little

Are there going to be more HOV lanes
implemented on 495 with peak times?

eh, not my first choice. Should encourage HOV
in existing lanes

No

Good support - need to discourage single
occupancy vehicles

What would happen to HOW lane when it ends
at the Virginia Border?

ok

Adding lanes just adds more traffic. In a few years,
we won't be able to tell a difference

What does this mean exactly? Would you have to
pay extra mony to utilize this lane?

No

No - Northern VA

No

Will never be fair for drivers?

No

Don’t like giving up HOV lane. Have to think about
this. | know money works in VA but leaves out
people who can't afford it. Make free for buses.

Without additional travel corridors into and way Without additional corridors into and out of city

from city centers this will not improve

centers this will not improve transportation access.

transportation access. This alternative does not This does not provide such additional access
provide such additional corridors. Simply moving corridors. "Same As 4"

congestions from one place to another is not an

improvement. This study needs to be move.

No priced lane

Encourages carpool and vanpool, which reduces No

the number of vehicles on the road and reduces

pollution. Best option.

Crash

Ok... toll?

Limited impact. Non- HOV users would drive
into the lanes

No

This is already in place, right?

Oppose

Not used legally

Reasonable alternative

HOW is having abused

No

Could use median separation local lanes into
HOV lane

Can you do it without physical, widening of the
footprint? If do, yes. If not, no!

HOV is good, but fewer cars would be better

Same as 3

Crash

This would increase congestion in the remaining 3
lanes

Limited impact

No

No

Same comment as for 12B

| do not like this. It is confusing and expensive

Pretty good on 495 not 270

How much would it cost? If it's like Virginia, it's not
effective as current studies have shown.

Toll lanes are often unused

No

Would this alternative lead to no new property
obstruction / acquisition?

Can you do it without physical, widening of the
footprint? If do, yes. If not, no!

Will not help

Are there any vehicles prohibited from using the What will be the peak times these lanes are

GP lanes? i.e. commerical vehicles

No

No

No

No need to do more than that

Not clear to me that this would provide a cost-
effective, long-term benefit

"Same as 3"

No

Crash

No!

Concerned about property impacts and noise

No!

Oppose

Worse

No! Not environmentally friendly

No

All of these would probably require a physical
widening of existing highways so no!

May help reduce congestion

They havent worked in Virginia (financially). Why °
would they be bette rhere

What will be the peak times? Are these prices based on rush hour and non rush

enforced? hour times

Good idea if people don't put dummies in their  Don't become Northern VA

vehicles

Same response as 8 answer

eh, not my first choice. Should encourage HOV in No No
existing lanes

When to say "enough"?

All price managed options will have minimal impact
on non-toll travel [roads]. Incentivizes contractor to
maintain congestion on non-toll lanes to increase
profit on the toll lanes.

Both these options are preferable No Both these options are preferable

This seems to be the best option

Good Support
Both HOW and Managed lane on I-270 would be
confusing
Too economically discriminatory
This is a great choice as well. "One Paid" "One
HOV"
No No
"Same as 4" "Same as 4" "Same as 4"
No
Very good option. See Alternative 4. No No
Crash Crash Crash
Concerned about land impacts
No No
No way! Destroys neighborhoods No No
Oppose Oppose Oppose
No one would use it legally No Comment Pretty Good

No! Not environmentally friendly No! Not environmentally friendly No! Not environmentally friendly

No No No

| do not understand this one- needs clarification No adding lanes

All of these would probably require a physical
widening of existing highways so no!

All of these would probably require a physical
widening of existing highways so no!

All of these would probably require a physical
widening of existing highways so no!

Will not help Little effect Same as above

What will be the peak times?

Same as Alternative 8 answer

No

No

Both HOW and managed land on 1-270 could be
confusing for drivers

"Same as 4"

No

Crash

No!

No

No

Oppose

Nope

No! Not environmentally friendly

No

No

All of these would probably require a physical
widening of existing highways so no!

Dumb and expensive for users

What is this exactly?

No

No

No

Good

"Same as 4"

No

Crash

These are good too

No! This does not work on 270

What is this?

No Comments

Not going to stop traffic, too many people

Too much pavement. Not acceptable

Ok

Will significantly expand row and destroy

surrounding communities. Difficult to build on

curves!
Little help but better than nothing

How will this affect rush hour traffic?

N/A

This is like Colesville Road in Silver Spring during  Same as 12A

rush hours. It works.

Hazard

| favor using exisitng lanes.

No

(circled)
No

No

"Same as 4"

Ok

Crash

Preferred #1

Sounds Dangerous

Potentially would work, might be dangerous.

No Comments

Yes

If no build do it

Yes

Possible

Worth a try

Ok - not taking property or destroying green
space

Ok, just 1 lane

Hazard

| favor using the existing lanes

No

(circled)
No

No

"Same as 4"

Ok

Crash

Yes!

Preferred #1

Sounds Dangerous

This seems economically feasible alternative

Not opposed so long as it fits in with existing
foot prints of highway

Yes!

Same as above

Yes

Possible

Please do this! One direction only needs 2 or 3
lanes whiles the other needs 4-5 lanes.

Worth a try

Not taking property or destroying green space

Ok, just 1 lane

Will preserve communities, but may be confusing Some issues as 12A, but fewer pass-through

to o out-of-state drivers passing through MD.

May help

drivers to confuse

Good

What will be the price range of this concept?

No

No

(circled)
No

Too Complicated

Traffic is congested on both sides of 1-495
reversible lanes would be ineffective

Good One too

"Same as 4"

No

Crash

Preferred #2

Good to Consider

Please don't use jargon. That is not good
communication. If you are talking about

No - penalizes low income

No Comments

No

Possible

No

Not sure

Hurt Users Money

N/A

No

No

(circled)
No

Too Complicated

Good One too

"Same as 4"

No

Crash

Preferred #2

Good to Consider

Toll lanes, please say so.

No - penalizes ow income group

Same comments as 12b

Absolutely No!

Ok

Possible

Maybe a free reversible lane on 270

No

No extra lanes through existing property! But
seems to add toll lanes

Not sure

Hurt Users Money

Strongly support- and it would be cheaper! Please take these
seriously. Your goal should be less to relieve congestion on
spefic routes and more to move people from Ato B 9 as
opposed to moving cars).

What are the peak times? What are the peak times?

Not yet looked at detail. Any of these better Not yet looked at detail. Any of these better

Don't think so. Metro has enough problems now to add more - Yes if there is more than one stop along way. Not just
no good Bethesda directly to New Carrollton

Works everywhere else in the world Works everywhere else in the world

Improved Brunswick Line service is an obvious alternative that This option seems particularly appealing in the New
would likely be superior to and cheaper than- highway Carrollton to Largo corridor, probably as an extension
widening. Red line extension might help, too, but would be less of the Purple Line.

bang for buck.

No mention of additional MARC trains from
Washington to Baltimore

No mention of potential MAGLEV from Washington to
Baltimore

Strongly in favor. Each metro line in MD has an existing station
within roughly 1/2 mile of beltway. Would dramatically
increase the viability of metro as a commuting option &
increase use of existing metro.

No No
No No
Good Good

Very desirable to enhance/expand this alterative Very desirable to enhance/expand this alterative

| don't mind to pay higher tax for this option. Top 1 Choice | don't mind to pay higher tax for this option. Top 2

choice

This alternative has good potential to add travel corridors in
and out of city centers

This alternative has good potential to add travel
corridors in and out of city centers

Transit

No No

We must improve Metro! We already have metro. We should
improve it and use it.

I'd like more info on this Add more parking at metro lots

I'm supportive of extending MARC service with a 3rd rail and
enhanced hours and park service

Yes we need this please do it Please connect DC and Baltimore with it. Its money

making and lets me keep my house

Consider MARC. It's already there. Why isn't it part of the
alternatives? Virginia is moving forward with VRE and ridership
is up as more services are added. MARC should do the same.

Consider, study please

Improvements to metro please!

Can 2-way/ all day/ weekend MARC be implemented sooner,
with less cost?

No We have purple line.. Why not see how that works

Would this alternative require acquisition of properties. Why
not add money to metro?

Why require new lanes - could use median between
general purpose and local lanes. Like plan for BRT on
355

Are these really practical given the need to provide parking and Are these really practical given the need to provide
access to the stations, etc.? parking and access to the stations, etc.?

There doesn’t seem to have been much through put into these There doesn’t seem to have been much through put
into these

Needed
Will be very expensive to build, but station design and
placement could possibly enhance communities

Need
Less expensive then 14a, but could still impact quality
of life in surrounding neighborhoods if done right

Might Help A lot! Might Help too!

What does this mean exactly?

Not yet looked at detail. Any of these better

I normally don't like rules but this could work

See comment on 14B

Yes

No

Good

A positive alterative

That is perfect

The area involved will keep growing
tremendously. So, BRT, without creating more

road, tools, etc. would be more efficient to more

traffic flow through MOCO.

"Same as 4"

No

We should look at this and assess

What will be the peak times this is implemented?

Should be separate lanes for trucks as well

I normally don't like rules but this could work

It will be great to keep an alterative that will enhance
transit options along 495 and whole of 1-270

Good

A positive alternative

Buses should be on right - most lane. They are dangerous
when they cross lanes

"Same as 4"

Only bus traffic

No

We should study this option

I'm supportive of investing in BRT on MD-355 and Support if it doesn’t expand the physical footprint of the

continuous design of the CCT

Adds traffic, dumb! Money loss front yard
becomes bus stop and on ramp

CCT? Or a modified CCT is a good alternative

Can plan fund MoCo BRT-- we already have a
plan, why isn't the state working on this?

No

Like BRT for 355 as proposed but not take
property or destroy green space

Are these really practical given the need to
provide parking and access to the stations, etc.?

Buses are good. Would trolley busses work?

It's not clear if this is demand for BRT.

Questionable

highway

Not smart people will go in their that aren't busses

Yes, possible

Are these really practical given the need to provide
parking and access to the stations, etc.?

Buses are good

Needed

Same

I would like to see at least (1) one additional lane added to 495 inner, and outer loop to expland to 5 lanes.

Dedicated truck lanes?

Talk about climate change, air ludle quality, and think larger than 20 yrs. Traffic will come back b/c indued demand

Alternatives that involve widening the roadbed strike me as very undesirable, due to impact on communities of widespread demolitions.

All options are likely to increase noise and take houses in my neighborhood. | would like noise reduction to be a serious consideration-
properly sized noise barriers and berms, road routing to minimize noise in neighborhoods.

ROW is a major concern in my community, as is the cost of project, cost to taxpayers, and cost to user

Make sure the trail corssings (i.e. Cherry Hill) are involved in mitigation; make sure "tourist areas and corridor" signage is included;
daylight an improve stream access. Possibly include ART

Any future alternative considered for 1-270 North of 1-370 must explore completing Mid County Hwy (M-83) between ICC and I-
270/MD355

Facilitate HOV Vehicles and Buses

#1 Priority - minimize environmental impact #2 Priority - move people (not just cars) in a cost effective way

1. MDOT and other pubic entities need to ensure that the P3 always decides for the good of the public. 2. | question whether moving
goods by truck should be screening criteria. Goods are candidates for public transit height restrictions. 3. As in the past and elsewhere,
every option to ease private vehicles will fill quickly. They are all losing and vital options. 4. Short term, lowering the toll on MD 200 will
ease traffic for parts of 270 and 495 5. By 2040, automated private wheels and buses will be able to coordinate with each
other to drive more closely together and at the same speed. You should consider this. 6. A compromise between heavy and light rail is to
offer express service between the most popular stations. 7. Transit use would increase if smaller feeder vehicles, such as vans and half-
buses, went deep into neighborhoods to pick up commuters, etc. who should be discouraged from driving a few or more miles to a transit
station. | observed these used successfully in Bolivia. Smaller vehicles are also good for increasing use (the main barrier to transit use is
waiting time) on less- popular routes. 8. More than 4 lanes together is dangerous. 9. Using the shoulder is dangerous 10. The quality of
paper for this form and handouts is wasteful. 11. The P3 should be about all travel needs in the area, with mass/public transit getting
priority. 12. Having to pay for itself is low priority, Much higher priority is serving the needs of everyone to move around efficiently at less
cost to the environment. Serving these higher needs will compensate for higher initial cost. 13. 270 in Frederick needs to be included. in
the plans. NB evening traffic will continue to back up and impact all of 270 and some of 495 until 270 in Fredering County is widened. 14.
Consider changing HOV-2 to HOV-3 for heaviest traffic times. 15. Consider incentives for development and work-at-home to lighten
traffic load. MDOT shouldn't be sold within state government. 16. Consider tighter subsides for mass transit use 17. Start thinking many
decades ahead, like the West Europeans do. It's time: MC & PGC are filling up

Encourage carpool/vanpool to reduce pollution and get cars off the road

Why make more huge businesses in Montgomery County, which creates problems that even road expansion will not accommodate.

No Criteria including environmental justice impaction other road system, all modes, bikes and pedestrians

Too Many Alternatives!!

It was clear that the public was not able to ask questions or give options after

Should not be prices. This punishes/ penalizes lower income groups and would not add lanes

Better and wiser to build extra route. Good for everyone also. Esp. counter-terrorism point of view or even potential war like attacks.

| do not like any of the price managed options. | resent that my tax dollars are used and then | still have to pay to use the road. | would
feel differently if we stopped paying after road was paid for. It makes me angry every time | go to VA and see the prices. | am depleted. |
avoid using the ICC for this reason.

Build more underground trains

Don't pay separate company to do this construct priced managed lanes-keep the money and accountability with the local government.

There is always government cost. The first words at the workshop were "no government funding". This isn't true - let's be honest.

Use the lanes you have more efficiently. Avoid widening at all costs.

You canincent carpooling, you can incent smaller cars, you can penalize 1-person SUV commuters

None of the criteria for evaluation consider community impact. Many buses along the row will be impacted directly and indirectly!

Extend Montrose Parkway to the I/C and consider elevated express lanes on I-95 and 270
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Confirming location of next public meeting

Why no public testimony at meetings

Need a map which shows homes that will be taken (Upper Marlboro)

Need information mailed — Washingtonian Towers — Gaithersburg

Concerned about losing property- when are the meeting

Concerned about meeting format — no testimony - Rockville

Concerned about meeting format — no testimony - Rockville

Concerned about meeting format — no testimony - Rockville

still concerned about losing property - called previously

Need ASL interpreter for eleanor roosevelt meeting

Looking for workshop materials on website.

RSVP for public meeting

~34 called complaining that no meeting was scheduled for the Silver Spring area
concerned about losing property- Gaithersburg

When will project start construction- will | lose my home

General project questions- not enough community outreach

When does comment period end

Frustrated with open house and process

Potential Alternatives

House near the beltway - Want to understand how the prospect will help me
Calling about an Association Meeting

City PI1O (Rockville) - Online feedback - Can this be used for comments

Woodley Garden Civic Association - Looking for a date for next week and will call
Trying to submit comments

comment deadline

Opposed to project — destroy homes, community — Rockville

26 calls captured - Opposed to project — destroy homes, community — Rockville
Some key concerns:

e She has some document that has 300 ft boundary and assumed it was the limit of disturbance;
e Claims homes along 1-495 Exit 29 (Wheaton)/Muirwood/Waterford Road have been structurally
damaged by the noise wall and construction on [-495;

e Claims existing noise walls are not working;

e Wanted to know if eminent domain would be invoked;

e Requested a ROW Specialist, | referred her to Tina Swain (District 3);

Deadline for comments - Want to offer suggestions for references

Concerned about losing property- Rockville- repeat caller

Concerned about losing property — Rockville — repeat caller

Dedicated Buses - Don't demolish homes - Look into Frederick

Against widening - Do not destroy comments

Permenetly opposed to this project it will bring utter devestation

Concerned about say on project - | want to protect out neighborhood

Concerned about toll free lines - Why does it take 6 lanes for it to happen

Live along 1270 focus on alignments that do not impact the transit, reversible lanes

Concerned about losing property — Rockville — repeat caller

Opposed to widening in Rockville - Public transportation is the solution - Alreadt dragged on prospect
value - Lee Vhang Study ( effective of expanding)

Highly object to the widening - Will make our houses less valuable - Widen near Germantown - You are
devaluing our homes - Make sure everyone calls

Find another solution - Don't display lanes

Very Concerned - Don't widen 270 at all - Will impact widen lanes

Very frustrated — please do not take our homes

General Questions

Opposed to the widening - Property line behind the present sound barrier (270) - Reversible Lanes

Totally Opposed

Totally opposed to widening - Please do not widen

You need to add lanes in Frederick, not in Rockville

Concerned about the widening

Concerned about Lexus Lane - Concerned about the project - Homes will be destroyed

Purchased my home in 2016. This will put me right on 270 - Noise Issue - Property Value - Opposed

Line in Rockville neglected - Concerned about exposition - Not a good solution at all - Get rid of HOV -
Just finished the new school

Concerned about expansion

Concerned about toll free lines - Why does it take 6 lanes for it to happen

Why did you go into my backyard - Property - Use ICC

Home is at 270 - Concerned about how impact property - Also sent letter

Do not widen | - 270 - Look at new bridge to support American Legion - Combine Route 27- & 28 -
Upgrade exachanges - Use local 270 lanes - Reversible Lanes

Reserve Lanes - Least disruptive to homes

Expanding 270 is a terrible idea - Do rail similar to VA - Rail better for enviorment

Firmly Opposed - Loss of homes - We will oppse this

Against the widening of our neighborhoods this would be severly impact - No physical widening - Lane
reversible

Live in Rockville - Concerned about physical wideig of I-270 - Reversable Lanes - Public Transportation -
Concerned about impact on neighborhood

[Street name provided] - Rosewell Park - Totally again widening of I-270 - No one wants their homes
taken away

Need exact highway lane markings

Oppesed to wideing - Destroy the parks - Destroy the Shopping Centers - Do multi use lanes with
reversible lanes

Alternatives - 6,7,8,9,10,11 opposed - will depress and destroy community

MD National Assocate Paving Conference

Object to the widening - Alreadt 12 lanes - No moral right to do this

Opposed to widening

Widening 270 would ruin the community

Reverse Lanes (yes) - Against | - 270 targeting homes and commuting lanes

Will property be offered?

Against wideing 270 - Widen the entrances of 495

This is not necessary - Do feasible lanes during rush hour

Do not widen 270 - Will destroy communities - more lanes,mean more traffic - pollution - also oppose P3
- Invest in public transpotation

Regent Condominiums - Opposed to expansion - Better solution an outer beltway, further out
(germantown) - Or a light rail system

Called to discuss format
called back to clarify
maild meeting notice
called back to provide info
called back to clarify
called back to clarify
called back to clarify
called back to clarify
Handled

Called to clarify.

called back to clarify
Explained meetings will move around
called back to clarify
called back to clarify
called back to clarify
called back to clarify
called back to clarify

called back to clarify

Referred to Tina Swain in ROW



Date Received

8/22/2018
8/22/2018

8/22/2018
8/22/2018
8/22/2018
8/22/2018
8/22/2018
8/22/2018
8/22/2018
8/22/2018

8/23/2018
8/23/2018
8/24/2018

8/24/2018

8/24/2018
8/24/2018

8/24/2018

8/24/2018

8/24/2018

8/24/2018
8/24/2018
8/24/2018
8/24/2018
8/24/2018
8/27/2018

8/27/2018

8/27/2018

8/27/2018

8/27/2018

8/27/2018

8/27/2018
8/27/2018
8/27/2018
8/27/2018
8/27/2018
8/27/2018
8/27/2018
8/27/2018

Comment

West end of Rockville - Eliminate HOV at the (spurs) North and South of Frederic area is the problem

Against the project - You would be taking homes - All you will do is increase traffic - Need reversable
lanes - Decision should be no
Fallsworth Community - Against widening - We want our homes - Do reversable lanes
Opposed to any of the two lane widen footprint - 6,7,8,9,10,11 adamately opposed
Again Lexus lanes - State will tax residents - Please don't let this go it's enough
No physical widen of I1-270 - Reversable lanes - Been home 40 years - Frankly devastating
Opposed widen of 270 - Already 11 Lanes behind my house - Will delay neighborhood
Call Back
Widen current proposal -Do not HOV
Concerned about spread of the profit - Need to look into more options - New budget is needed
(American Legion Bridge) - Loo for exchanges and reverse lanes
Opposed to widening — Rockville
Rockville — do not widen highway — already 12 lanes
Severe concerns about expanding
Understand the needs to address traffic
But look at the area where the road narrows to two lanes
The portion you are looking at — exit 8 on down — does not need to be widened
Widening lower will not help homeland security — look further into Virginia/Herndon
Examine options further north (Frederick)
Concerned about environmental impacts you would buy and destroy existing communities and
businesses
Wildlife will be affected — deer that cross under 270

¢ No physical widening of I-270

e Reverse the traffic in the mornings and evenings

e WWant to print out power point

e Business owner

e Great neighborhood — when we purchased there was no discussion about widening
e Not fair — you have to find another solution

e Impact the neighborhoods and our lives and our finances

e Opposed to any changes that involve widening
e | am a DC resident but | lived in Woodley Gardens
e These should not be a toll road — roads should be free to use by the community
We already have 12 lanes
This will cause people to lose their homes
Widen in Germantown and Frederick
The entire neighborhood is against this
Do reversible lanes — or widen toward Germantown and Frederick

Do not choose an option that means physical widening — already 12 lanes wide
Destruction of homes and commercial property

Recognize the need to address traffic — use the reverse lanes option

Adding more lanes is environmentally destructive

Rockville — do not widen [my street] — this is a condo — you would have to pay all of us

Rockville — strongly opposed to widening

Woodley Gardens — totally against the widening — reversible lanes

the issue is the American legion bridge — widen that bridge

Rockville — totally against the project — widen in the Frederick area

e Rockville — Woodley Gardens

e Opposed to widening

e Use alternate lanes

e Take out the middle barrier

e Widening will ruin the communities and businesses

e Screening criteria leaves out a major concern — destroying homes and destruction of businesses
e Studies show that expanding highways do not decrease traffic congestion

* The projects can actually result in emotional/mental problems for the persons whose lives are
disrupted

e Opposed to any expansion of 270 or 495

e The definition of the need — is undemocratic — you have reached a limited audience
e We do not need to accommodate additional traffic growth

e We need to expand and enhance traffic

e Heavy and light rail and BRT is what needs to be expanded

* The needs for the study are fundamentally flawed

e The screening criteria foes not even address carbon output (global warming)

e Tolls benefit wealthy males

e Rose Hill Falls

e Lived here for the past 25 years

® 320 Winding Row Drive

 Paid extra monies for landscaping and natural trees and strongly oppose widening of 270
e | could lose my home or the value would decrease

e Trying to survive off the equity in my home

e We do understand that there is congestion — but please do not add lanes

Green Place Terrace (Rockville)
Progress YES but not at the expense of our neighborhoods
Do reversible lanes
What is the deadline for comments? - Are you looking into car emissions as part of enviorment criteria?

Do not widen 270 (Rockville)

Totally opposed to project — will destroy the community (Rockville)

Opposed to widening — Rockville

Opposed to widening — Rockville

Opposed to widening — not opposed to progress — have to figure out another way
Opposed to widening

do not expand 270 (Fire Princess Court)

so not expand 270 — project goal is wrong — tolls wrong — P3 wrong (Rockville)

Response Executed
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7/18/2018 12:21

7/18/2018 12:51

7/18/2018 13:20

7/18/2018 13:35

7/18/2018 14:23

7/18/2018 14:43

7/18/2018 16:30

7/18/2018 17:22

7/18/2018 19:08

7/18/2018 19:35

7/18/2018 20:37
7/18/2018 21:39

7/18/2018 22:46

7/18/2018 22:48

7/19/2018 15:02

How is the study going to take into account the reduced traffic that will be brought about related to the Purple Line being built? Also, the ROl of a Beltway widening vs. greater
investment in public transit? And finally, the public health effects of increased pollution brought by more cars to the surrounding neighborhoods? | am opposed to increasing
lanes on the Beltway and I-270 as it will simply encourage more cars to enter the roadway, causing a number of other cascading problems.

| would like to see alternatives that include the majority of the work increasing rail service between the major hot spots. | foresee the I-270 corridor having rail between
Rockville, Frederick, and Hagarstown and points in between. |'d also see many of the vehicles eliminated on 1-495 once the purple line is completed and by complementing that
with rail service between Baltimore County, Howard County, Upper-East Mongtgomery County down to Silver Spring. Virginia is expanding it's rail service out past the airport
because that's where people live. Rail service in Maryland needs to be following these same rules.

Pricing of toll lanes needs to be capped at a reasonable level that is accessible to ALL Maryland motorists. "Lexis lanes" with the sort of dynamic pricing we see on |-495 in Virginia
are acceptable.

No toll lanes. No public/private 'partnerships'. That's just a way to funnel huge profits into private companies and friends of politicians at my expense. | pay federal, state, and
local tax. | pay gas tax. | pay property tax and sales tax and registration fees. You can damn well find a way to fund highway maintenance and improvements out of all those
taxes. | will do my very best to vote out of office any politician who supports tolls or public/private partnerships.

In advance or in conjunction with any upcoming construction plans, are you exploring options to reduce overall traffic? Perhaps tax incentives to companies to implement 4-10
work schedules? Enforcing a system where different companies fully close on different work days or where 20% of the office picks a different day could substantially reduce the
demand on our roads during rush hour. Similar incentives for companies to create work from home policies would continue to reduce demand. How about government
subsidized satellite office space where workers could get access to high speed internet and a desk situated before key choke points? Besides reducing traffic demands on our
roads, these policies would have environmental impact in reduced emissions and reduced demand for gas.

Another suggestion would be to restrict dump trucks and semi's during key rush hour windows. | know from experience that dump trucks struggling to get up hills on 270 cause a
lot of slowdowns and blockages. More efficient management of the traffic flow would stop bottlenecks and prolonged congestion as a higher volume of cars could take
advantage of existing lanes. Thank you for your consideration and attention to the traffic problems.

| am strongly opposed to toll roads. The Federal Government and State governments have plenty of money. The government does not need all of its employees working in DC.
And they don't all need to work 9-5 hours.

Build more roads. Use eminent domain. Expand Metro rail service, but give priority to roads. A carpool lane during high traffic periods is acceptable, but only for new lanes. Keep
the existing lanes as is.

When will plans for fixing 355 and old Baltimore be made? | have lived and worked in Germantown / Clarksburg for 25 years and there is "plans" for improving infrastructure
between these areas but all | see are new communities being built adding to make the congestion worse. The communities have 4 lane internal "roads to nowhere" that do
nothing to improve the Clarksburg-Germantown connection (270, 355, and Old Baltimore remain as choke points with no improvements being made). Montgomery county is
charging almost S100K per new house for improved infrastructure that is not realized.

| hope the transit option is seriously considered. Here in southern MD we also have terrible congestion, and there is no transit at all to DC except for 3 hours in the morning. If we
had all-day transit | believe that would serve to remove a certain number of cars from the road, which could help. There's been a study but nothing is being done with it. | believe
the same thing is true of northwestern Maryland, so | hope you consider transit, and not just "study" it and then put the study on a shelf to gather dust.

If Maryland transportation leaders want to reduce congestion, a moratorium on new homes in the 1-270 corridor is necessary. How many new homes with new drivers will be
added during the next 'few years' that you are contemplating solutions?

Part of the slow down on the beltway is caused by other factors than just volume. One is poor design of the shared entrace/exit lane. A perfect example is where the BW
Parkway meets the outer beltway. The congestion in this area is often due to traffic in the right lane having to slow down significantly to enter the exit lane. The lane is shared
with the entering traffic from the BW parkway and is way too short to accomodate the volume of traffic that uses it. Please make sure to address these issues. Because adding an
extra lane or a toll lane will not fix the problem in this area.

Please also look at using governing lights on the entrance ramps (as they do in many other states). This helps to spread out the traffic as it merges on to the interstate and
prevents a lot of breaking and chain reaction slow downs in the travel lanes.

Fixing the road surface on the beltway would make me happy. Take the Governor and Highway superintendent for a ride on the beltway and let them see and feel the huge
craters in the road. Especially inner loop between RT 1 and RT 201, The outer loop at 450 is HORRIBLE. In less than 2 years | put 3 new windshields in my car due to rocks hitting
my windshield on the beltway and 2 front end alignments due to driving on the crater-way.

Does anyone read these comments?

While | certainly appreciate the effort, and concede that "something" needs to be done about traffic on these roads, the plans to widen the Beltway footprint is a non-starter. And
| say this as a lower MoCo resident who drives on the Beltway daily.

First, a rhetorical question: how on Earth are you conducting public meetings to discuss widening 495 and not holding one in Silver Spring? Are you afraid of the response? As a
former resident of a home that will definitely be taken in any Beltway expansion, you need to be upfront with residents that any widening WILL result in homes being taken,
probably at financially unfavorable terms for the owners, or worse, the Beltway will simply be moved 20-30 feet closer to their homes for peanuts in compensation. | found the
response by an official at the Greenbelt meeting, as reported in the Washington Post, to be dismissive and insulting. Of course we know which homes/businesses will be fully or
partially taken. It's too late to widen the Beltway. Too much has been built around it. What are you going to do with Holy Cross? Blair High School, specifically, the stadium? All the
parks and playgrounds that extend right up to the sound walls? The golf course? The YMCA? And that's just in Silver Spring alone. The property acquisition costs alone would
seemingly kill this project before it even starts. Unless you screw certain residents, of course, for "the greater good." This is in addition to cutting down thousands, probably tens
of thousands, of trees that serve as a natural barrier for these communities. The reason that advocates are so vocal about opposing plans like this is that you guys go into PR mode
from the beginning and refuse to discuss the natural consequences of such a project. Just be upfront and let people decide. It's simply too late to consider expanding the footprint
of the Beltway. Find a different way (and don't say "Purple Line").

| commute to/from Virginia from Silver Spring.

On the Capital Beltway, have you considered maintaining a 5th lane on the inner-loop from the American Legion Bridge to just past the exit for River Road? It would entail paving
(or otherwise modifying) a short stretch (~500 feet) from the ALB to where the Clara Barton merges in, and opening the shoulder (or adding a new lane) from where the Clara
Barton merge-in ends to where the Cabin John Parkway merges in (about 1 mile). | understand there's more to it than just that, but that's the crux of it.

Those changes would keep that right lane open all the way from the AL Bridge to the exit at Rt. 355 and reduce the effects of merges over that distance (and probably back into
Virginia). Thanks for listening. | do "performance engineering" for various federal agencies, so | know there's more to it than what I've suggested here (especially the down-
stream effects), but thought I'd throw it out to you as a suggestion.

| am very opposed to any sort of toll or added monetary cost solution. Tolls and fees place an unnecessary burden on our lower income citizens, and basically give our wealthier
citizens a literal free ride to roads with less traffic. Even a toll of S40 each way is not an issue for a wealthy person. They will pay it, and will enjoy the benefit of a road with less
traffic on it, as well as no impact to their monthly bottom line. Whereas to a poor person, that toll might mean no food for the week. Tolls and fees to use public access roads
basically mean 'free for rich people'. And it means that people with less access to expendable cash for things like road fees and tolls will be forced to take longer alternate routes,
or not use those roads at all, in ways such as cancelling vacations or local road trips, or not taking jobs in areas where they would have to use a road with a toll or fee to get to
work on time. We in Maryland already pay some of the highest taxes in the nation. Our taxes are paying for these roads to be constructed in the first place. To them turn around
and add additional monetary penalties to drive on these public roads is unfair. Please find a solution that does NOT punish lower income drivers.

What about the American Legion Bridge?

| read with interest the article on widening 1-270 and adding toll roads and bus lanes. But | didn't see any indication that you also are considering extending Metro to Frederick
with intermediate stops between Shady Grove and Frederick. A large volume of traffic on I-270 is coming form areas north of Shady Grove Road. | urge you to add to the
proposals extending Metro. The tracks would be above ground and could run parallel to the train tracks. Metro extension makes more sense to me than dedicated bus lanes

As an interim fix, | think MDOT needs to address the disparity between the existing north- and south-bound HOV lanes on I-270. | have never understood why there is such a big
difference between the extent of the HOV lanes. Going north, the HOV starts on |-270 spur, and extends all the way to Exit 18 (Clarksburg), immediately before 1-270 reduces from
3 lanes down to 2 lanes. You would think, then, that going south, HOV would start at Exit 18. But, no, going south, the HOV lane doesn't begin until between Exit 8 and Exit 9
(which means it's AFTER the exit for the Shady Grove Metro station) -- that's a 10-mile difference!! HOV going south needs to start much sooner. Traffic in the morning rush hour
is very heavy in Germantown and Gaithersburg. Starting HOV sooner might help encourage more car pooling. Additionally, it might increase incentive to take public
transportation to Shady Grove Metro. Right now there's no incentive, if you're coming from the north, as it's a faster trip by car than by bus when's there's no HOV for a bus to
take.

The other thing | would like to see as an interim step, in conjunction with starting HOV southbound at Exit 18, is raising the 1-270 from HOV-2 to HOV-3 (both directions). This
would increase carpooling and incentives to take buses, and might also help create slugging along the 1-270 corridor.

| have been a MD resident since 1959 and a Frederick/Urbana resident since 2006. Its about time [-270 north of Exit 18 got the attention it should have gotten since the road was
laid!! All these years Moco and PG have gotten the lions share of funds and still have horrible traffic and road problems. At the same time, north of Exit 18 get repaved instead of
widened to accommodate commuters outside the money and voters!

| believe in the toll lanes on 270 North and South. The HOV lane that was created is totally useless to people who have two or more in their car, unless there are police patrolling
this lane everyday. This lane is slower than the other three on most mornings and evenings. The reason, people who are not HOV are riding in this lane because they know there
are no cops to pull them over, which then clogs the lane for the people that are actually HOV cars. | know this because | live in Germantown MD and work in Arlington VA and
travel this lane everyday. | can tell when the police are patrolling, because the lane moves much faster than normal. Putting in toll lanes will make money for MD and cause
people who don't want to pay or get tickets in the mail, to not use this lane and make it a better express lane than the way it is set up now as an HOV lane.
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| STRONGLY oppose any options that involve widening of 495 and 270. Any relief of traffic congestion from widening would be only temporary, and the cost to neighborhoods,
parks, and the environment would be WAY too high. Money and time should be put toward improving traffic management on existing roadways, mass transit, carpooling,
telework, etc.

Overall, I do not think any of the proposed alternatives provide a sustainable, equitable, or efficient way of properly serving the demand for transportation across the Beltway or 1-270
corridors. Widening either of these highways should be a non-starter. This would require the demolition of countless homes and businesses, for a project that has questionable long-term
benefits. The principle of induced demand clearly shows that road expansion efforts, while providing short-term traffic relief, ultimately lead to the same or even higher levels of traffic
congestion as the increased road capacity alters people's transportation decisions. These efforts also promote sprawling development, which runs counter to Montgomery County's goals of
sustainable, green development practices. Instead, the state should focus on promoting better land-use practices and improving mass-transit. By increasing the number of homes built near
job-heavy areas served by transit such as Downtown Silver Spring, Bethesda, Rockville, and other Red Line stops, we can increase the number of people taking transit or walking to work,
reducing the number of people that need to sit in traffic. Additionally, the state should look at using these funds to instead improve our existing transit. For instance, building a third track
along the Brunswick MARC line would allow for bi-directional, frequent service. This rail line serves many communities that are served by I-270, such as Frederick and Germantown.
Improving this would provide a much better and more sustainable way of moving people along this corridor. This would also support increased residential and commercial development
among these MARC stations. The state should also focus on building the CCT and BRT along 355, ensuring that both operate in completely dedicated lanes with off-board fare collection and
transit signal priority. These would connect areas that are underserved by transit to job centers and the Metro, obviating the need for I-270 expansion. To address Beltway congestion, the
state should focus on supporting Montgomery County's efforts to build BRT along Viers Mill Road, with dedicated lanes. Additionally, the Purple line and the increased residential
development along its stations should help provide an alternative to the Beltway. To improve this further, Maryland should consider cooperating with the state of Virginia to extend the
Purple line to Tysons--which would help alleviate congestion at the American Legion Bridge and connect Maryland with an important regional job center--and have an ultimate goal of
having a circumferential Purple Line, with extensions to Tysons, Falls Church, Alexandria, The National Harbor, Largo, and then to New Carrollton. This would provide a transit alternative to
the Beltway that is more sustainable economically and environmentally than expanding the Beltway and further destroying a community. Overall, adding lanes to 270 and the Beltway is
needlessly destructive and short-sighted. It will provide no long-term benefits to the areas concerned. We have already seen one expansion of I-270, and clearly traffic has not improved. It is
time to consider bolstering our existing and under construction transit such as MARC, buses, and the Purple Line to provide these transit alternatives, and to examine how we can improve
our land use to create denser, mixed use communities offering easier access to jobs, entertainment, and transit.

will hov-3 ride for free just like they do in va?

why isn't there option to convert existing 2 lanes to toll lanes on 495 and make it reversible?

| am writing to voice my strong opinion that highway widening should NOT be undertaken unless it is focused solely on increasing average vehicle occupancy, such as HOV lanes
and support for mass transit. It is well-understood that adding additional lanes of travel to a highway creates an induced demand for more car traffic. These solutions almost
never solve the core problems that citizens complain about, which are congestion and long travel times. Furthermore, the increased VMT due to additional car traffic only further
perpetuates our reliance on fossil fuels and contributes additional pollution to our atmosphere, which has both local and global consequences for health. New traffic projects
should focus on incentivizing modes of transit that raise average vehicle occupancy, such as HOV lanes and BRT systems that interconnect with other forms of mass transit. Please
also consider improving other mass transit service, such as decreasing headways on buses - especially during rush hour - so they become a viable commuting option.

WIDENING THE BELTWAY (NOT A GOOD IDEA)

Widening the Beltway (1-495) will not accomplish anything in the long run.

More traffic will be allowed to happen with the exiting choking the arterial streets.
Homes and places of worship will be destroyed.

Parkland will be lost.

Recreational areas will be lost such as the Sligo Creek Golf Course and the YMCA.
The area around the Beltway will become more congested.

Property values will decrease.

People will not want to live in the area near the Beltway.

Tax revenue will be lost.

10. Current elected officials will be voted out-of-office.

From current residents of Silver Spring, MD:

R

| like the effort to encourage new ideas, including variable toll lanes. It has been frustrating to see Virginia be the local leader in transportation.

But, | am disappointed not to see new ideas such as autonomous vehicles and shared mobility.

| am working with two west coast cities to deploy a family of techniques to reduce traffic congestion and stimulate economic growth along major corridors. Our approach
combines reverse congestion pricing (pay people not to use single occupant vehicles); business partnerships (we focus on the travel needs of their employees “ and in return they
provide financial and management help); travel is done in shared vehicles (with faster speeds on HOV lanes and reduced costs for places with tolls); and autonomous vehicles.
The AV will be phased in, but these will reduce costs.

It would be great fun to see Maryland try something similar.

| am writing to express total opposition to any proposal which would widen 1-270 or [-495.

| support proposed options 1, 2, and 12. | strongly support options 14 and 15, so long as they do not include any expansion of either interstate. | will do everything in my power as
a Maryland voter to oppose ecpansion politically, especially voting out Gov. Hogan. The traffic in this region is a tremendous problem, but the way to solve it is not to widen
highways. All empirical research shows that widening highways does not improve congestion in the longterm, it simply induces new demand and encourages sprawling
development. The best way to reduce traffic congestion is to provide alternatives to driving, and to encourage dense development that reduces the need for driving. We should
continue to invest in adding affordable housing stock in Bethesda and Silver Spring. We should not be building highways to effectively subsidize far-flung exurbs in Frederick
County, straining our infrastructure even more. It's particularly egregious to benefit a smaller exurban population at the detriment of the greater number of people who live in the
more densely populated areas around 495 and the southern end of 270. These are the people whose homes will be seized through eminent domain to widen the highways and
whose families will be exposed to pollutants and environmental health risks by increased car traffic. The future of this state has to be dense urban development. We are seeing
this in the massive migration into cities and close in suburbs, and the expressed preferences of job-creating businesses like Amazon and Mariott to situate themselves in dense,
transit accessible areas. Widening interstates is a step backwards, and in the long run, will be seen as a short-sighted, politically motivated boondoggle. Again | am totally opposed
to any proposal which would widen 1-270 or 1-495. | support proposed options 1, 2, and 12. | strongly support options 14 and 15, so long as they do not include any expansion of
either interstate. | am prepared to vote accordingly in November.

| believe a rail option, especially a light rail (14A) would be the best for relieving congestion in the crowded DC suburban area, and especially in Montgomery County. Not only is it
more environmentally-friendly than constructing a new lane, but it also encourages the use of public transportation, which in turn relieves carbon emission effects. Furthermore,
a rail would pay off itself in a matter of no time. Over 1 million people ride the Metro on weekdays, according to Metro's ridership statistics for the month of June. A decently-
sized portion of that population hails from southern Maryland, a group whose fare could help boost the Maryland economy. A railway that runs up Montgomery County and
connects with DC's Metro would certainly ease commute to Rockville, Bethesda, and DC, the hotspots of business, as well as ease travel from Frederick to Clarksburg, a commute
that many staff members of upcounty MCPS schools must take every day. With so many lane-related options on the table, | think it'd be a shame for such a cost-effective and
green solution to be swept under the rug, and | truly believe that it should be given serious consideration.

With the two roads in question already having double digit numbers of lanes it seems incredibly wasteful to continue widening the roadways here while the Marc Brunswick Line
languishes and there are no transit options between Montgomery and Fairfax Counties. There's no way to build your way out of congestion when you also have major jobs
corridors along the two highways in question. Focus on moving people rather than cars using the Red Line, the Purple Line (extended in to Virginia) and frequent two-way service
on the Brunswick Line. Then expand bus options across the legion bridge and help people move around (like | could if offered a job in Maryland) without adding to congestion and
pollution.

| am strongly against any widening of the Beltway or I-270. Adding more automobile lanes will simply lead to more automobiles and the same level of or greater congestion, with
additional pollution being spewed into our air and the highway-adjacent communities. A better solution for improving mobility is adding mass transit, such as buses with
dedicated lanes or rail transit, that can move greater numbers of people more efficiently and sustainably. Adding alternatives to automobile transportation is ultimately the only
way to reduce congestion on these highways, especially as the population of our region continues to grow.

Widening highways worsens car traffic and will lead to increased pollution and commute times. Increases access to public transit and improvements in rail service between
Washington, D.C. and Baltimore will reduce traffic congestion and provide more equitable access to transportation while decreasing our dependence on cars. INDUCED DEMAND
IS REAL AND IGNORING IT IN MARYLAND WOULD BE CATASTROPHIC.

It is time for Maryland to live up to its "progressive" reputation. Widening the beltway will only put more cars on the road and the extra lanes will soon become just as congested
as the current lanes (see https://en.m.wikipedia.org/wiki/Induced_demand). Let's stop using old, worn out solutions, which do not work for our people or the environment.
Instead let's bite the bullet and spend our time, energy, and money on real innovative solutions to our traffic woes. Please, show some courage!

| have lived through a couple of I1-270 expansions. They made traffic worse during construction. Upon completion, they only helped for about 6 months. This is NOT a solution! All
companies along the corridor should offer (or should require) telecommuting whenever possible. A decent bus service from upcounty (Montgomery) would help. Currently, the
#90 RideOn bus only goes from Damascus to Shady Grove Metro. A bus should go from Damascus/Clarksburg to the Germantown Transit Center and to the Fallsgrove Transit
Center.

This project looks like more of the same solution of enlarging the funnel to cram more commuters into a center area. | have lived in the Los Angeles and San Francisco areas
where the same solutions were tried. All this process leads to is a wider road that ends up with the commute at the same congested speed and travel times running up to three
hours. Why not instead spend the planning time and money on ideas of how to spread the centralized job center outward? If a state is willing to offer so much to get Amazon
why not spend some to encourage other businesses to come to where people live rather than the reverse? Less traffic in one directional flow plus a gain for all the support
businesses that would thrive from more local interaction. Malls are suffering from less consumer traffic. Why not give tax breaks to businesses that could populate half of mall
centers? Commutes would become local, mall businesses would thrive and local taxes would increase. Parking lots are already in place. Bus transportation is already available.
And if necessary neighborhood job shuttles could be added. There are other sites in addition to malls that can also be used. The Discovery building comes easily to mind. All of
this serves the current commute jobs in existence by moving them locally while at the same time adding more to the communities. Instead of trying to think outside of the box
about bringing more people into the box why not think in terms of concentric circles of prosperity surrounding DC? Instead of creating DC in the image of Atlanta, Dallas, Los
Angeles and San Francisco bring the jobs outward rather than jamming more commuters inward. The proposed plan is destructive to local communities. Why not plan to add
rather than subtract?
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| strongly oppose the widening of the beltway project. It is only going to create more traffic and destroy a neighborhood. We moved to South Four Corners because of the
community, the proximity to the hospital and the walkability with minimal noise. This proposal destroys the neighborhood and the good does not outweigh the bad.

| think adding lanes to 495 or 270 is not a good idea. It is clear from the 30 years of experience | have living in the MD suburbs of Washington, DC, that building more highway
capacity is NOT a solution to the region's traffic problems. Widening highways only provides more incentive for people to move further away from the current employment
centers. Highways that are widened quickly become more congested and overall traffic worsened. We already have too many single occupancy vehicles in Maryland and in the
DC area - they kill 40,000 Americans per year, they clog the DC area with polluting (noise and exhaust) traffic, they take up way too much space for travel and parking, and they
are contributing substantially to runaway global warming. What we need to do is provide more non-car alternatives to getting around, including more mass transit options like
BRT, make it safer for people to bicycle to jobs, to entertainment and to mass transit.

The proposal to widen 495 and 270 in any amount is utterly disappointing. As a lifelong resident of Montgomery County, | can verify from personal experience that smart growth
is the only alternative. Adding more lanes to the major vehicle arteries in an around the county will only encourage the already-detrimental and overwhelming tendency that
DMVers [have to drive. As study after study proves, more drivers on the road leads to more pollution, loss of animal habitat, and still allows congestion to form in even higher
amounts. What the hardworking taxpayers in Montgomery County need is improved, sustainable, and functional public transit. Furthermore, we need to encourage and
incentivise corporations and non-profits to establish headquarters around the county, to allieviate our citzen s need to commute all the way into DC. Our small communities
deserve to be revitalized, self-sustaininga place where we can truly live, work, and play. | am truly sickened by the notion of beltway/270 expansion. This is a haphazard and
careless option that shows absolutely no interest in preserving the sustainability and liveability in the DMV. My husband and | purchased our first house in Four Corners in early
2016, the home we plan to retire in. Since then, we have had two children who benefit from the offerings of this amazing community “walkable parks, trails, community centers, a
hospital, all of which are now at risk of destruction if the beltway expansion proposal moves forward. You will both literally and figuratively uproot the lives of many young
families like ours, should any physical expansion of the beltway or 270 occur.

This can't be considered a serious option. The amount of loss to the whole neighborhood would be profound - would you really do away with one of the major maternity care
hospitals in the region, with much needed and much used parks and community centers? Do you realize how mobilized and well-educated that community is? You will have
people laying on bulldozers. And if you widen the road, then less people will take mass transit and there will eventually be just as much congestion on the beltway as before, and
then what? You can't pave the whole neighborhood and make the beltway 20 lanes each way.

| do not support a public/private partnership for 270 and 495. This will hurt local businesses and have a major impact on the lives on Maryland's most prosperous county. Also, |
don't want Hogan friend's benefiting for prosperity of this county.

| am AGAINST expansion of the Beltway and 270. Transportation is now the largest source of climate-disrupting greenhouse gas in the U.S. The current proposal could increase
CO2 emissions by more 100,000 tons over a 50 year period according to a Sightline Institute study. This is the equivalent emissions from more than 21,000 passenger cars. In
addition, there are other solutions to consider than an extraordinarily expensive lane increase. Some other solutions might include waiting to see the effect of the Purple line,
increasing and improving HOV lanes, running express buses, and creating more interconnected bike paths.

| would like to ask if the Spanish version of the Online Public Workshop would be accessible. Is there one in Chinese as well? Thank you.

Is there consideration of the environmental impact studies that were done that were instrumental in not allowing for a direct exit off 495 for the BRAC of Walter Reed and
Bethesda Naval Medical Center? Just wondering how a new study of similar areas could be different? Thank you

| do not agree with the plans to widen the beltway or 270. 270 is already 5 lanes wide. The Beltway was built through old neighborhoods in the Silver Spring, Bethesda area and it
would be incredibly destructive. We already have the construction of the Purple Line coming through. What we do need is an OUTER BELTWAY. Extend 200 to connect to Route
50. Extend 200 to connect to VA, and build 2 new bridges. | also have a bad intuitive feeling about the P3 initiative. | do not condone those relationships, it is not working in
Northern Virginia and it will not work here. It is a very bad idea. More public transportation, less development, smarter use of what exists is the solution | want to see. No to the
495-270-P3 idea. It's not healthy for the people who live here.

| believe the best way to reduce congestion along this corridor would be to install dedicated bus lanes and run buses heavily during rush hours (but also during other times) to key
points, including Shady Grove Metro, Bethesda Metro, Rockville Town Center, Montgomery Mall, NIST, and so on. | know that if the buses ran at frequent intervals, | and my
family would use them, even for recreational trips south, rather than drive. With dedicated lanes, the buses could run quickly and on schedule. That would be a huge incentive for
people to park their cars and relax on the bus instead. What | sincerely hope NOT to see is an additional build out of I-270 for increased auto traffic, whether toll lanes or not. As a
society, we must look to mass transit to solve our commuting and traffic issues. Increased pollution, congestion and burning of fossil fuels only harms people and the
environment. If you build additional roads to Frederick County, developers will continue to build homes farther out, and the problems will only increase. Please, take this
opportunity now to start to shape transit for a better, greener future for our children and their children.

While traffic is a major issue in our area and something needs to be done, my biggest concerns to date about this study are the impact on feeder roads (many of those additional
vehicles will exit onto River Road, Old Georgetown Road, Democracy Boulevard, Connecticut Avenue, Rockville Pike, etc.). There is a concern that the study for this project is not
taking these flow issues into proper consideration. In addition, it would be important that the study examine issues related to noise, exhaust and environmental spillover effects
from this project.

BELTWAY EXPANSION -(July 25, 2018)

1.More roads lead to more traffic congestion because Traffic expands to meet the available road space. Landmark Paper - Downs, A. (1962) The Law of Peak-Hour Expressway Congestion B Increasing road capacity leads to 1) Drivers
substituting alternative routes to highways with expanded capacity, 2) Off peak drivers decided to drive during peak times 3) Transit is undermined by riders shifting to driving. - (1992 theory of "triple convergence"). (2013 “ Study by
Univ. of Richmond, Kent State Univ. Virginia Commonwealth Univ. Traffic congestion: an experimental study of the Downs-Thomson paradox) According to the Downs-Thomson paradox, improved road capacity increases travel times along
both routes (expanded and alternative) because it attracts more users to the road and away from the metro, thereby worsening both services.

So it begs the question, if experience (and the science has shown) that more roads induce more traffic “ why are roads being proposed as a solution (to congestion)??

2. The aim should be to move People not Cars! ~ No region in the world can build enough roads to permit rush-hour traffic to move without congestion delays. - (Brookings Institution, A. Down 2004, Still Stuck in Traffic) - Yet, it is
imperative that we address the demand for transport in sustainable and low-carbon ways. In the United States, from 1980 to 2000, we added 1.2 more cars, trucks and buses to the vehicle population for every one person added to the
human population. At this rate and exacerbated by income levels/car ownership in this region we will continue to build roads but NOT address the congestion problems and our mobility needs. Therefore, it behooves the Feds, State,
County and municipalities to adapt existing road infrastructure and invest in non-vehicular modes of transportation to provide the public with multiple choices/modes of mobility. The Managed Lanes Study 495/270 should prioritize
Alternatives 1, 2 and adapt the other Alternatives to work within the existing the lane structure to test their impacts before pursuing more social, economic and ecologically prohibitive options. Other low-hanging, cost efficient alternatives
that should be considered, include BRT with dedicated lanes - as underway of Rockville Pike, Rt. 22, and expand system to Connecticut Ave., HOV lanes also used by buses, increase Park/Ride capacities, increase bus lines and existing
service (Metro and Ride ON) beyond peak periods. Public funds should be prioritized for such projects to align with demographic trends, millennial interests, climate challenges and technological advancements that will make automobile
ownership in metro/urban areas decline in the near future. Moreover, given the lack of national climate action, sub-national governments now have the responsibility and opportunity to optimize public funds for low-carbon alternatives
and fiscal incentives “ eg: transit subsidies, to encourage/nudge more sustainable societal behavior.

3. Lastly, please note, the NEGATIVE Effects of more lanes in addition to more cars and more congestion - is more air pollution - more particulate matter - more respiratory ailments/disease “ more greenhouse gases (GHGs), including
carbon dioxide, nitrous oxide, methane - more urban sprawl - and more unsustainable public behavior. MD as a state that prides itself as being Green “ the costly and intrusive beltway expansion is a step in the wrong direction!!
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Hi,

Following last night's public meeting, | am very concerned with any proposed widening along the 495/270/Rockville Pike interchange. The environmental and community impact
is tremendous, and study after study shows that such widening will be a temporary Band-Aid and not a long time solution. | live a at most a quarter mile from 495, and while it is
clear that something needs to be done to ease traffic, a plan to widen this highway is clearly not the solution. | am concerned for my home, the homes of my neighbors, and the
homes of thousands of families along these roads.

Thanks,

Attended the meeting in Bethesda. In considerstion of using the HOV lane for buses | saw now plan for providing park and ride lots further up feeder roads. Use of park and ride
lots in combo with shuttle vans and community buses is an established less expensive and less impactual method for reducing road traffic volume. Additionally there was no
communication regarding the impact and destruction of communities to be impacted by large road expansion. In South Four Corners, Silver Spring we stand to lose some or all of
our highly rated High School, the Sienna School, our YMCA center, our only local park and our Senior/Community Center which is a seven day full use facility for senior health and
care as well as servicing as a meeting place for our Community Organization, numerous other organizations and large family gatherings. Additionally the plan may wipe out our
only cross community corridor road which will necessitate either new road planning and construction or altered and increased traffic patterns down our crowded residential
streets. The project is large but not nearly as large as the impsct to each small community.

| am completely opposed to any expansion of the Beltway beyond its current alignment. 495 is fully expanded. Any widening will be destructive of local communities and the
environment. Traffic relief through widening is a myth and a waste of money.

Thank you for organizing these sessions. | did not participate in any "workshop" however, and would urge you to consider using another descriptor. The smaller groups seemed
to be all Q and A, which is helpful, but certainly not a workshop.That said, | was very concerned by the answer to my question. It was, "what will happen with the comments that
you received from the public?" The answer | received was a typical, bureaucratic response without a specific answer. The implication is that there is no process in place (yet) and
there was no indication of WHO gets to decide how to use the public's comments and when! Just because you ASK for comments doesn't mean that you can take credit for
"addressing the public's concerns." You MUST let us know WHAT will be taken seriously and BY WHOM. More attention needs to be paid to mass transit alternatives that use
existing lanes. Exit ramps off of 495--particularly at Georgia Avenue, Route 29 and New Hampshire Avenue must be reconfigured with traffic lights to ease back up onto the
Beltway! Experiment with all the alternatives that you can! In general | am greatly disturbed by the lack of real attention is being paid to mass transit options THAT DO NOT ADD
ADDITIONAL LANES TO 495. There also seems to be no time built in to the schedule to experiment with any of the alternatives, which could certainly inform the final decisions
(such as temporary

| support expansion. As long as it does not impact Holy Cross Hospital, | am in favor of it. BTW, | do not work for Holy Cross, nor do | do any business with it. It is the only hospital
in the area, and services many people.
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| attended the meeting last night at Pyle Middle School. First of all, | was amazed and appalled that the the first phase of the study were done, not only in a very short time, but
with little notice to the community. It appears that this was rushed and that the only options for consideration are the 15 alternatives. As many people pointed out last night,
there have been numerous studies showing that more roads lead to make traffic congestion and that the plans should be how to move People not Cars. Alternative plans could
include BRT with dedicated lanes, HOV lanes allowing buses, increase the Park & Ride capacities to encourage ride sharing, increase bus lines and times that they run. Why not
have the Ride On become more capable with different routes that run throughout the day. Perhaps the study could begin with the easiest and less expensive and disruptive
alternative 2, to see if that would make a difference. Adding lanes to the Beltway and the American Legion Bridge would have great impact on our neighborhood. We are already
suffering with the airplane noise and bringing the Beltway closer would add to the stress and anxiety with more beltway noise. Also, the environment will suffer as will everyone's
health. | hope that you can come up with something that won't allow that to happen. Another suggestion was to add a separate highway outside the city for trucks and other
traffic that is just traveling up the eastern corridor. Wasn't that what the next phase of 370 was suppose to do?

| oppose any & all plans to widening the Beltway, it is an outdated solution & dangerous.

The State should be looking at this current solution from the Boring Company, & others already in the works in Maryland.

https://www.boringcompany.com/eastcoast/

Went to the meeting last night & fortunately 90% are not buying this sales pitch, everyone is aware that this is a road contract to support campaign contributions.

A friend from Chevy Chase, sent me this email: Despite the driving rain and lots of deepening water on Wilson Lane, we went to the 6:30 presentation last night in two car pools
from our community and | saw most of our Village of NCC Council members there plus Bob Weesner, the recently retired but still working part-time village manager. | resented
being shunted around by SHA s many handlers “all hands on deck as one of them put it, and | asked how many employees were there to work at such a meeting and the person |
asked estimated at least 40 [ Plus there were uniformed, armed police there to keep the peace, | suppose, (though it was a very educated and well-behaved crowd). The speakers
several times asked the standing room only crowd to be respectful and civil. | was insulted.No speaking from the floor was allowed. People were told to leave the auditorium
after the 30 min. presentation which was a quick powerpoint one. Then people were moved along to the various other rooms with roundtables allowing people to talk to lowly
SHA people who said things like: That s a very good point. They each had a note taker beside them, but they weren t taking a lot of notes that | could see. At the first door to the
school just outside, the Sierra Club handed out some excellent talking points against the SHA proposals. | have them and they will be good to use in letters of protest. | agree
about the general disgust (and almost disbelief) of those citizens who attended. These are not stupid people. IF we fight hard and get everyone to vote against Hogan, we should
be able to mitigate this and hopefully change it altogether. One of Marc Elrich s lieutenants Dale Tibbits “sp?-- was there (with a badge identifying himself from Elrich s staff at the
county council. He was just attending and listening and of course he told me afterwards, Elrich is against this. Stay connected.

The slides shown this past week indicate that you have not seriously considered public transportation solutions, and you have not seriously quantified the effect of the increased
traffic on those living near 495 or 270. Half of the slides were about how to manage the new lanes - pay, HOV, etc. Please look further ahead. we cannot go on forever making
our roads bigger and better so that we can drive our individual cars. Have the courage to propose and stand up for longer term solutions.

Note too that public transportation solutions serve poor people better than bigger roads.

Specifically, please consider a Metro "beltway" like purple line. Many of us do not commute directly to and from downtown and a suburb, and the time required to travel into
Metro center and then back out in a different direction makes Metro riding much less attractive. Many people are willing to double their commute time with Metro, but when it
goes up a factor of 3, that is a little much.

Thanks.

| am against this proposed plan. It is outdated and will destroy homes and communities. This plan will be quickly outdated and surpassed in a few years as the population
continues to grow.

Listen to the community! We don t want this.

Read between the lines! Gov Hogan will get kickbacks to fund his private jet.

| am strongly opposed to the plan to expand I-495 and I-270. The plan to spend S9 billion on such an expansion is not a viable long-term plan to reduce congestion or to address
traffic problems in Maryland. Our neighborhood, Locust Hill Estates, is a community that is next to the Beltway and the bottom of the 270 spur. We do not want our community
destroyed for what ultimately will be at most a temporary relief in congestion.

Widening the Beltway is a BAD idea. Other, more innovative and modern solutions exist to solve the problem.

| think that the most important need is to address congestion between the American Legion Bridge and 270. We need a new bridge, with space for pedestrian and bike use as well
as additional vehicle lanes. There should be HOV/HOT lanes from the bridge to 270. | am neutral about the need for HOT/HOV for 270. | don't think it's a good idea to build extra
lanes on 495 east of 270, because there is not enough space in the road footprint and many private properties/buildings will be affected (with one exception - see below). | am
also opposed to state takeover of the BW Parkway and to added lanes on that road. The road is designed to be an aesthetically pleasing drive, and much of that feel would be lost
by adding lanes. However, because 295 is frequently congested, | think additional managed lanes should be build on 495 between 295 and 95, and on 95 between 495 and
Baltimore. This would encourage more traffic to use the 95 corridor, which can better handle the traffic volume than 295 can. | would also support widening of Edmonston Road
between Greenbelt and Muirkirk in order to provide an alternate route from 295 to 95 via the ICC, but only if the expansion is built as a "complete street" with options for cyclists
and pedestrians, and if some sort of formal agreement can be reach with ARS/federal government that land along the corridor will not be converted from agricultural research to
other development.

Dear Sir/Madam,

| have attended the July 18 meeting at Clarksburg high school in Clarksburg, MD 20770 and here are my input on the I-270 and 495 expansion proposed project:

- Alternatives 1, 3, 4-13, 14¢-15: not good and will not solve the problems in the long term as constructions to build apartment buildings and town homes are all over the area.
- Alternative 2: this is good and it is used in Arizona

- Alternative 14a b: this is a good long term solution and will encourage people to take light rail, connect to the metro and reduce the demand on both I-270 and 495

- General Alternative Comments:

Build a bridge between Reston/Sterling Va and Poolsville, MD and add a new highway through that area, this will reduce the demand on [-270 and 495 in the long term

Expand I-270 in the area from Frederick and Clarksburg , MD and the add a lane close to the exit to Democracy Blvd.

Comments are based on the public meeting at Pyle Middle School July 25, 2018.

All comments pertain to the 1-495 portion of the project.

The impact on environment, property and traffic in communities close to the Beltway deserves more serious attention than the presentation indicated it would receive. Both in
the formal presentation and in the discussion groups, these concerns were treated as nuisances, not as serious issues for consideration.

The less land taken beyond the current envelope of the Beltway right of way, the better, for many obvious reasons.

This makes alternative 2 the most attractive, followed by any of 3, 4, 5 and 12A.

Within those, it is hard to rank order with the existing information. If price managed lanes lead to the very high tolls reported in Virginia, it is unclear whether they would attract
enough usage to be helpful.

Bus lanes is not a free standing option. It needs an associated study and proposal of bus service to drive those lanes. There was no information on what that service might look
like.

There was also no discussion of how increased neighborhood bus service might increase use of Metro and the Purple Line. Even if this has not worked very well in the past, it may
be worth a second look.

The illustrations are inaccurate at best, deceptive at worst. Where is there room for the new lanes to be built on existing medians on [-495?

The presentation and small group discussions seemed to be based on the idea that there will be only one solution for the entire 1-495 system. The options do allow for some
difference between 1-495 and I1-270. Is it really MDOT s point of view that there must be a single solution for the entire length of the Maryland portion of I-495?

The American Legion Bridge is a choke point. How, if at a