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September 19, 2006

Maryland Transportation Authorit
Division of Capital Planning

2310 Broening nglxwly, Suite 151
Baltimore, Maryland 21

Dear Ms. Williams:

‘This letter is in response to your letter of request, dated September 12, 2006, requesting information relative
o the preliminary environmental iwventory for the Gevernor Harry W. Nice Memorial Bridge
Improvement Study. After reviewing the information provided with your request we offer the following
items that we believe should be in:luded in the subject study report:

Chesapeake Bay Critical Area

Mmofthes:udyunmlowedmﬂunmmlpukemndumMu Thamnponshould
address to meet all aaplicable State and local Critical Area regul
mdudupwﬁumfwmmwn:r ion of certain (ie' dand

angered species, ﬁsLFm!n:morMﬂngBirdhzhim plant and wildlife habitat),
dditional setback requi and in some instances (lands with a Critical Arca designation of Limited
Devel Areaor R Conservation Area), ¢1so include limits on impervious surfaces and forest
clearing. If the Critical Area designation is Intensely Developed Area, then the project will be required to
meet the 10% Pollutant Reduction Rule. For more incormation on Critical Area requirements please contact
Lisa Hoerger of the Critical Area (“ommission at 410-260-3478.

Forests and Roadside Trees

The Forest Conservation Act requ res that before the of a grading or sedi control permit, the
appuamnsha]lheveannpm\'edlomComurmionPlanandFomtSmddeuucn(NuRas.An.S-
1601--5-1613, Annotated Code of Maryland). TheAt:t ides for the ion of fx i areas in
areas on the subject property.

Any tree that originates within a public road right-of-way is considered a roadside trec under the Maryland
Roadside Tree Care Law (NRA 5-406) and Regulations (COMAR. 08.07.02) end any plans to remove, trim, or
plant trees within the public fight-of-way are required to obtain a permit from the Maryland Department of
Nartural Resources Forest Service.

Please contact Marian Honeczy, 410-260-8511
Maryland Forcst Conservation Aet Coordinator

Tawes Stat2 Office Building * 580 Taylor Avenue + Annapalis, Maryland 21401
410.260.8DNR or toll fres in Aaryland . .| * TTY users call via Maryland Ralay

DNR-Forest Service, 580 Taylor Avenue, Tawes State Office Building,
Annapolis, Maryland 21401

Rare, Tt d and Endangerad Speci

The Department’s Wildlifi: and Heritage Service has records for Federal or State rare, threatened or

planmor imals within the subject study arca. For further information on the
ueﬁmges«vsunzlo-zéﬁ.sm

Department of Natural Resourc:s Land

‘The applicant should include in th= study an evaluaticn of p ial i o D of Natural
Resources owned land within the study area. 'Ihamdymmlpmdacmdmmehhnhmhm
Environmental Area is within the study area. For additional information DNR lands please

contact Arnold Norden of the Department’s Public Lands Policy and Planning Unit at 410-260-8406,

Forest Interior Dwelling Bird Habitat

The forested areas within the stud, . area could contair Forest Interior Dwelling Bird habitat. Populations of
many Forest Interior Dwelling Bird Species (FIDS) are declining in Maryland and throughout the castern

UnmdSmes The conservation ¢ { this habitat is stroagly aged by the Dep of Natural
For more infe i onFDShabmtplmanomuLmA Bymofwrwuﬂllfemdw
Service at 410-260-8573.

Historic Waterfowl Concentration Areas

The subject study area includes ar area designated as a Historic Waterfowl Concentration Area under the
State’s Critical Area law, Potenti:l impacts to this area should be included in the study report, For more

" information on Waterfowl Concenitration Areas please contact Loxi A. Byrne of our Wildlife and Heritage

Service at 410-260-8573.

Anadromous Fish Spawning Ar:as

anmﬁlmpmwﬁsherymuumsbnuldnddmduﬁthmﬂumdydnmm Thaxubjemsm.dyare&:s
within the drajnage area of the Lower Potomac River and ins several trit 1o the P
mclndmgl’oposCmek,ChﬁnnthPasqua]mMW&vedyQukmﬂAlhmFm&hRm (‘mr
Fisheries Service has d fish ming in many of these streams within the
study area including: 1/ yellow perch (Perca ﬁmm-u), 2 wa perch (Morone americana), end herring
species (dlosa sp.). Striped Bass and herring species have also been documented spawning in the Potomac
River mainstem within the study irea. Additionally, Table F3-3 (sttached) lists fish species documented in
the Lower Potomac River Basin by our Maryland Biclogical Stream Survey Program., Many of these species
could be present in the Potomac Fliver and tributaries within the study area.

, Mo instream work is permitted in anadromous fish i during the period of March 1
through June 15, inclusive, during: myyw(expmdedml’ebnmyis where yellow perch are known to

presence of rare,
-within the subject s°te please conhctMs Lori A. Byroe ofourWiidhfemd
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spawn). The spawning periods for fish species likely 1o be found in the study area should be adequately
protected by the instream work time restriction stated above, sediment and erosion control methods, and other
Best Management Practices typica’ly used for protection of stream resources are utilized.

Nataral Oyster Bars

From the information provided with your request it appears that the Potomac River, within the study area,
includes several natural oyster bar. (NOB’s) including Pascahanza, Lower Cedar Point and Lower Cedar
PmmA.dd.iﬁon. TbumaMm&ebuundanuofNOB‘smapulﬁuuymhsheimm:udmmd
from and i idired detrimental to oyster popul ord ion of the bottom. Oysters
mmdmheqwenﬂymwrsmdmﬂwmdlmw X tions of rivers
and the Bay. mmngmmod,dwdgemlmmmnmdmomwmdm In addition,
sediments resuspended by dredgin ; activities may affect oysters, Potentially, larval oysters could be starved
by ingesting sediment particles which are the same size as prey organisms. Im'aloysmeouldallodelw
metamorphosis to spat because the substrate is covered with loose sedi and is therefi i

Orysters also become nactive during the colder months of the year and are more liable to burial (inability to
clear themselves of deposited sedi-nent) during this period of reduced activity.

The study report should address potential impacts to patural oyster bars within the study area. For additional
information on natural oyster bars lease contast Chris Judy of our Fisheries Service at 410-260-8259.

Submerged Aquatic Vi th

The Virginia Institute of Marine S -ience (VIMS) Sul i Aquatic Vegetation (SAV) Mapping for 2005
indicates that SAV is present alon: the shoreline of the Lower Potomac River in the area between Lower
Cedar Point and Waverly Point, and also in Allens Fresh, Pasquahanza Creck and Waverly Creck. The study
report should address potential im sacts to SAV within the study area.

Green Infrastructure

to look at t d and end d species, wetlands, forests, Critical Areas, etc.
has spiart “qﬁmmmmmﬁmmmmmfmd:mmﬂmw
inu:mlmuhlpsaspodal]yasnwemmnmﬁntha laceable natural biodi in the State, This
wwm“umpmwwnlmmﬂuwaswmwmﬁsmmmhm
ionally as Green Infr (GI).

Whi]eitis"
the

mewﬁmtdwelopmmnpumhrmemﬁzuwuochufmwﬂlmdsmbdnsmmm
Studies have conclusively shown “hat there is a bl of
natural aréas and biodiversity lost within them, th&umedms,formple become disconnected from
others, Forest Interior Dwelling Snecies (FIDS) are not able to sustain their populations. Both the size of
natural “Hubs” on the Jand. and their i ivity via natural “Corridors™ that species can traverse,
are now known 19 be crucial to sustain biologically diverse natural populations.

Mnrylmd s Green | fGIA), ia iz which identifies the Stae’s ecological hub

1 ranxing system or “Eco-Rank” at a 30 meter resolution over
thMarylandl.mdnape. Mmmmquuhummwvﬂmofﬂumtml

mmbnﬁlﬁrm»ecxﬁcecolosmlfeammmdfurmwuewﬁemgmlmlogwdhubm
Every feasibls s[fort should be mads to preserve the cohesive quality of these natural areas
as well as effonts 1o preserve their interconnectedness.

Thom:dydwmushoddomdd:()nenlnﬁmwm Impacts should consider issues such as
reducing the size of hubs, breeki ing forest and wetland blocks into isolated
ﬁmndmmmsedmhaﬂu relnnvemmmwhabummdmnm Mitigation approaches should
consider conservation of d green i to any losses or degradation of

&uumgyminﬁummmmﬁddtﬂomﬂy it shwldbe geted to enh and expand
g green reso
We ize the g tension

thcneedsfordevclopmanlmdﬂwunpulsmﬂnmmnl
llmdaoape. Wempuvidodnh.taweliumulwsmbmd pts to i of the
muvmuthuwahavchdzﬂywmhdmh th:smpomelnrdamaeﬂm State’s Green Infrastructure

mowm Yunmayﬁndmm i mtr’“‘ )
b yw.dnr.state us/greeny’ i . For more information an the State’s Green Infrastructure
d Services' Ecosy Analysis Center at 410-260-8785.

Thmkwummeoppmmuwmnmandmmmomrﬂmryw NweMummﬂBmize
Improvement Study Scoping. [f yuu should have any questi these you may contact
me at 410-260-8331 or by email at rdmhman@dnr.stﬁn.mdm

Sincerely,
? "o EM\M

RayC LCintaman, Jr., Director
Environraental Review Unit

July 2009
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United States Department of the Interior

FISH AND WILDLIFE SERVICE
Chesapeake Bay Field Office
177 Admiral Cochrane Drive
Annapolis, MD 21401

September 26, 2006

Melissa Williams

Planning Manager

Maryland Transportation Authority
2310 Broening Highway

Suit 150

Baltimore, MD 21224

RE: Project Planning Study for the Governer Harry W. Nice Memorial Bridge
Dear Ms. Williams,

This responds to your letter, received August 16, 2006, requesting information on the presence of
species which are federally listed or proposed for listing as endangered or threatened within the
above referenced project area. We have reviewed the information you enclosed and are
providing comments in accordance with section 7 of the Endangered Species Act (87 Stat. 884,
as amended; 16 U.S.C. 1531 et seq.).

The federally threatened bald eagle (Haliaeetus leucocephalus) nests within the project area or
within the vicinity of the project. For further information regarding activity at this nest,

Glenn Therres of the Maryland Wildlife and Heritage Division should be contacted at (410) 260-
8572. Any construction or forest clearing activities within one-quarter mile of an active nest
may impact bald eagles. If such impacts may occur, further section 7 consultation with the U.S.
Fish and Wildlife Service may be required.

Except for occasional transient individuals, no other federally proposed or listed endangered or
threatened species are known to exist within the area. Should additional information on the
distribution of listed or proposed species become available, this determination may be
reconsidered.

This response relates only to federally-protected threatened or endangered species under our

Jjurisdiction. For information on the presence of other rare species, you should contact Lori
Byme of the Maryland Wildlife and Heritage Division at (410) 260-8573.

An additional concern of the Service is wetlands protection. Federal and state partners of the
Chesapeake Bay Program have adopted an interim goal of no overall net loss of the basin’s
remaining wetlands, and the long term of increasing the quality and quantity of the basin’s
wetlands resource base. Because of this policy and the functions and values wetlands perform,

July 2009
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the Service recommends avoiding wetland impacts. All wetlands within the project area should
be identified, and if construction in wetlands proposed, the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers,
Baltimore District should be contacted for permit requirements. They can be reached at (410)
962-3670.

We appreciate the opportunity to provide information relative to fish and wildlife issues, and
thank you for your interest in these resources. If you have any questions or need further
assistance, please contact Craig Koppie (410) 573-4534.

Sincerely,

ey

Mary J. Ratnaswamy, Ph.D.
Program Supervisor, Threatened and Endangered Species

cc: Lori Byrme, Maryland Wildlife and Heritage Division, Annapolis, MD

Sacchet, Kerri

From: ProjectReview ProjectReview [ProjectReview.Richmond_PO.DGIF @dgif.virginia.gov]
Sent: Friday, September 29, 2006 3:51 PM

To: gsmith2@ mdta.state.md.us; Sacchet, Kerri

Ce: Jeff Cooper; John Kauffman; trevor_clark @fws.gov

Subject: ESSLog# 22977_Nice Memorial Bridge Improvement Study andScoping Meeting
Attachments: JPEG; EagleGuidelines.pdf

22977_eagles.jpg EagleGuidelines.pdf
(131 KB) {41 KB) .
‘We have reviewed the subject project to study alternatives for improving traffic flow and
volume on the Nice Bridge in King George County, VA and Charles County, MD. The Virginia Department of Game
and Inland Fisheries (VDGIF), as the Commonwealth's wildlife and freshwater fish management agency, exercises
enforcement and regulatory jurisdiction over those resources, inclusive of state or federally endangered or threatened
species, but excluding listed insects. We are a consulting agency under the Fish and Wildlife Coordination Act (48 Stat.
401, as amended; 16 U.S.C. 661 et seq.), and we provide environmental analysis of projects or permit applications
coordinated through the Virginia Department of Environmental Quality, the Virginia Marine Resources Commission, the
Virginia Department of Transportation, the U. S. Army Corps of Engineers, the Federal Energy Regulatory Commission,
and other state or federal agencies. Our role in these procedures is to determine likely impacts upon fish and wildlife
resources and habitats, and to recommend appropriate measures to avoid, reduce, or compensate for those impacts.

According to our records, Federal Threatened State Threatened bald eagle has been documented in the project area.
Documentation of this species in the study area includes bald eagle nesting locations and the Potomac River Winter
Concentration Zone (see attached .jpg*). Until a work plan is proposed, we are unable to determined what, if any,
impacts upon this species may result from this project. Due to the proximity of this project to known eagle locations, we
'ecommend further coordination with this agency for recommendations as to how to avoid, reduce or compensate for
.mpacts upon this listed species. Further, we recommend coordination with Trevor Clark in the US Fish and Wildlife
Service's Annapolis, MD office at 410-573-4527 or trevor_clark@fws.gov. We have attached the "Bald Eagle Protection
Guidelines for Virginia" for your review. This document outline what recommendations may be made by this agency
and/or the USFWS regarding protection of this species during this project. Recommendations may include activity
restrictions/modifications, time of year restrictions and/or other conservation recommendations we believe are warranted
to protect bald eagle resources from harm.

The Potomac River and its tributaries in the study are have been designated Anadromous Fish Use Areas. Again, until
we have further information, we are unable to determine what, if any impacts, upon this resource may result from this
project. Further coordination with this Agency is recommended to protect this resource. We may recommend time of
year restrictions on instream work, particular work methods or other conservation recommendations.

Amy Martin, VDGIF Environmental Services Biologist, will attend the October 12th meeting to provide input as well as
gather information related to this project. As the project moves forwards and greater detail on the type of work proposed,
we will be able to provide more detailed comments regarding the protection of wildlife resources in the project area.
Please contact Amy at 804-367-2211 or amy.martin @dgif.virginia.gov if you need further assistance.

*The attached map contains sensitive information on the location of bald eagles within the study area. This map and/or
the data contained within it should not be reproduced or distributed for any reason other than Nice Memorial Bridge
Improvement Study scoping without prior approval from VDGIF.

Thank you

Amy Martin

Virginia Department of Game and Inland Fisheries Environmental Services Section
1
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| :’ %} .= y DEPARTMENT OF Michael S. Steele, Lt. Governor
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“{‘ée’-ﬁ o)) 7 secretary
— —
COMMONWEALTH of VIRGINIA

October 11, 2006

;Fm“':g:;:ncwm Department of Historic Resources RIS X ek
S 2801 Kensington A , Richmond, Virginia 23221 Ms. Melissa Williams
I:'-_‘m]?:?‘g?‘-‘l Capital Planning Division
TOD: (804) 167-1386 Maryland T}'anspf)nation Au'thority
wwwdhe. virginia.gov 2310 Broening Highway, Suite 150
October 5, 2006 Baltimore, MD 21224

RE:  Environmental Review for Governor Harry W. Nice Memorial Bridge, Project Planning
Ms Melissa Williams Study from North of Route 234 to Dahlgren, VA area, Charles County, Maryland.

m:nr:;;::m‘:x Authority Dear Ms. Williams:
Suite 150 land 21204 The Wildlife and Heritage Service (WHS) database indicates that there are the following records for
Baltimore, Mary| rare, threatened or endangered plants and animals and protected habitats known to occur on, or in close

proximity to, the study area within its Maryland portion.

Re:  Govemnor Harry W. Nice Memorial Bridge Improvement Project agle nests

King George County, Virginia The WHS has records for four Bald Eagle nests within the study area, known to be recently active. The
DHR File # 2006-1393 approximate locations of these nests are indicated on the attached map. The bald eagle is listed as a threatened
species by the state and the federal government. State law requires that appropriate protection measures be
Dear Ms Williams: incorporated into actions by state agencies. To protect these nest sites the following guidelines should be
implemented:
We have received your invitation to the scoping meeting for the above referenced project. It is our P
understanding that the Maryland Transportation Authority and the Virginia Department of Transportation 1. Establish a protection area of %- mile radius around the nest tree. Within this area, establish three zones of
(VDOT) proposes to conduct impi to the Governor Harry W. Nice Memorial Bridge which carries protection: Zone 1 extends from the nest tree to a radius of 330 feet, Zone 2 extends from 330 feet to 660 feet in
US Route 301 across the Potomac River between Charles County, Maryland, and King George County, radius, and Zone 3 extends from 660 feet to %- mile (1320 ft.)
Virginia. We apologize for not being able to attend the scoping meeting for this project. However, please
do not let our absence be d as disi The undertaking has the p ial to affect historic 2. No land use changes, including development or timber harvesting should occur in Zone 1.
properties in Virginia. Due to its location on the banks of the Potomac River, we anticipate there may be
archacological resources present. We look forward to continued consultation between your office, VDOT, 3. Construction activities, including clearing, grading, building, etc., should not occur within Zones 1 and 2 and
and the Dep of Historic R (DHR). ideally no closer than 750 feet from the nest.
If you have any questi garding our please call me at (804) 367-2323, Ext. 114, 4. No construction or timber harvesting activities should occur within the 1/4 mile protection zone during the eagle

nesting season, which is from December 15 through June 15.

These general guidelines are used by our biologists for bald eagle nest site protection. Specific protection
measures depend on the site conditions, planned activities, nest history and other factors. For more specific
technical assistance regarding your project relative to bald eagle protection contact the WHS.

Architectural Historian
Office of Review and Compliance

Ce: Ms Helen Ross, VDOT

Adeministrative Services Capinnl Region Office Tidewaer Reyian Office Roanoks Region Office. Winchesier Region Clfice . )
'+ Coarihonts Annue THOE Kensingion Ave. 14415 Old Cosinhouse Way. 29 Floor 1030 Penmar Ave.. SE 107 K. Kont Stnet, Suite W3 Tawes State Office Building - 580 Taylor Avenue - Annapolis, Maryland 21401

«vtershury. VA LIHO3 Richarnd, WA 2322} Houport News, WA 23008 Romphe, VA 24012 Wincheuiar, VA 22601 410.260.8DNR or toll free in Maryland 877.620.8DNR + www.dnr.maryland.gov + TTY users call via Maryland Relay

Tek: (804) 363- 1624 Tel: 1%04) 3672323 Tel: (757) X86-2507 Tel: ($40) K57-7585 Tel: (540 7223427

Fax: {S(K) R62-619% Fax: (%04) 367-2391 Fax: (747) £40 2808 Fax:(5a0) 257.758 Fax: (540 T22-7535 -
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October 12, 2006

Natural Heritage Areas

There is a Natural Heritage Area (NHA) known as Allen’s Fresh NHA occurring partially within the study area.
Activities within NHAs are regulated so that the structure and species composition of the area are maintained.
This NHA is known to support state-listed end: d Long’s B lamine longii), and Deciduous
Holly (Ilex decidua) and Spongy Lophotocarpus (Sagittaria calycina), both state rare species. In addition, the
wetlands at Allen’s Fresh are designated in state regulations as Wetlands of Special State Concern (WSSCs).
WSSCs are regulated by Maryland Department of the Environment (MDE), and therefore your project may
need review by MDE for any permits associated with this WSSC.

Another NHA that occurs in the study area is the Popes Creek NHA. Activities within NHAs are regulated so
that the structure and species composition of the area are maintained. The Popes Creek NHA is designated as
such for the presence of lary wetlands cc ities, known Forest Interior Dwelling Birds (FIDS)
habitat, and because it supports nesting Bald Eagles. Popes Creek itself is also designated in state regulations as
a Wetland of Special State Concern, along with its tributaries which also occur on the study area, including:
Huckleberry Branch, Glasva Branch, Drinks Run and Ellenboro Hill Run. WSSCs are regulated by MDE, and
therefore your project may need review by MDE for any permits associated with this WSSC.

RT&E Animal Records

In Mill Run (draining to Piccowaxen Creek) in the study area, the WHS has a record for the state-listed
threatened Flier (Centrarchus macropterus). This record indicates that in 1994 this site had the highest number
of individuals found during that year’s survey efforts for the Flier. This fish species could still occur here or in
other areas of appropriate habitat in the study area.

The WHS database also has records for the state-listed endangered Rainbow Snake (Farancia erythrogramma)
known to occur in the vicinity of the study area. This species could potentially occur in the study area, in areas
of appropriate habitat.

Waterfowl Concentration Areas

The open waters that are part of the study area, to the north and to the south of the existing Nice Bridge on the
Maryland side of the Potomac River, are known historic waterfow] concentration areas. For further technical
assistance regarding waterfow] concentration areas, please contact Larry Hindman of the WHS at (410) 221-
8838. ’

Colonial Waterbirds

'WHS records indicate that there is a waterbird colony located under the existing Nice Bridge during the
breeding season. Double-crested Cormorants have been documented as nesting here. Waterbird colonies in the
Chesapeake Bay Critical Area are generally protected during their breeding season within a %4-mile radius of
their colony location.

Tawes State Office Building - 580 Taylor Avenue - Annapolis, Maryland 21401
410.260.8DNR or toll free in Maryland 877.620.8DNR « www.dnr.maryland.gov + TTY users call via Maryland Relay

Page 3
October 12, 2006

Forest Interior Dwelling Bird Habitat

Our analysis of the information provided suggests that the forested area on or adjacent to the project site
contains Forest Interior Dwelling Bird habitat. Popuiations of many Forest Interior Dwelling Bird Species
(FIDS) are declining in Maryland and throughout the eastern United States. The conservation of FIDS habitat is
strongly encouraged by the Department of Natural Resources. The following guidelines will help minimize the
project’s impacts on FIDS and other native forest plants and wildlife:

Avoid placement of new roads or related construction in the forest interior. If forest loss or disturbance is
absolutely unavoidable, restrict development to the perimeter of the forest (i.e., within 300 feet of the existing
forest edge), and avoid road placement in areas of high quality FIDS habitat (e.g., old-growth forest).
Maximize the amount of remaining contiguous forested habitat.

Do not remove or disturb forest habitat during May-August, the breeding season for most FIDS. This seasonal
restriction may be expanded to February-August if certain early nesting FIDS (e.g., Barred Owl) are present.

Maintain forest habitat as close as possible to the road, and maintain canopy closure where possible.
Maintain grass height at least 10" during the breeding season (May-August).

Thank you for allowing us the opportunity to review this project. If you should have any further
questions regarding this information, please contact me at (410) 260-8573.

Sincerely,
Ao 0. Bopo—
Lori A. Byme,

Environmental Review Coordinator
Wildlife and Heritage Service
MD Dept. of Natural Resources

ER #2006.2049.ch
Ce: K. McCarthy, DNR

L. Hoerger, CAC

Brian Bernstein, KCI Technologies Inc.
Attachment

Tawes State Office Building + 580 Taylor Avenue + Annapolis, Maryland 21401
410.260.8DNR or toll free in Maryland 877.620.8DNR + www.dnr.maryland.gov + TTY users call via Maryland Relay
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COMMONWEALTH of VIRGINIA

DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY
Sirves adiress: 629 Fast Main Street, Richmond, Virginia 23219

L. Preston Brysnt, Ir. Mailing puidress: P.O. Box 10009, Richmond, Virginia 21240 Uawid K. Faglor
Seenskary of Nawrg Resounes Fax {804) 698-4500  TDD {804} 698-402 [
www,deq virginia, gov 04169

1800 S02 5483
Oetober 16, 2006
M. Dennis Simpson
Division of Capital Planning.
Suite 150

2310 Broening Highway
Baitimore, MD 21224

RE:  Govemnor Harry W, Nice Memonal Bridge Improvement Study
Dear Mr, Simpson:

Thark you for giving YDEQ"s Division of Air Program Coordination the opportunity to
review the above-referenced project. King George county is currently in attainment with the
ozone and particulate matter national ambient air quality standards. State air pollution
regulations which may be applicable to the construction of the project are listed below.

= Fugitive Dust and Emission Control (¢ VAC 5-50-60 et seq.)
= Open Burning Restrictions (9 VAC 5-40-5600 et seq.)

Please feel free to contact me at (804) 698-4407 with any additional questions.
Sincerely,

Sonya Lewis-Cheatham
Office of Air Data Amnalysis

CHARLES COUNTY GOVERNMENT

Department of Public Facilities

MICHAEL T. MUDD, Director

October 17, 2006

Dennis N. Simpson

Maryland Transportation Authority
2310 Broening Highway

Suite 150

Baltimore, Maryland 21224

Subject:  Harry W. Nice Memorial Bridge
Improvement Study

Dear Mr. Simpson:

As per your request, we have reviewed MTA's study area for the Nice
Bridge improvement project. Currently, Charles County Government/
Department of Public Facilities does not have a public park or recreation
facilities within the study area.

Should your office have any specific questions, please feel free to
contact our office directly at 301-932-3470.

Sincerely,

e AQ//
LT IS

Tom Roland
Chief of Parks & Grounds

TCR/bdd/simpson

1001 Radio Station Rd. L Pletar, Maryland 20646 301-932-3440 or 301-870-2778  Fax: 301-932-3449
EQUAL OPPORTUNITY COUNTY  JUST SAY NO TO DRUGS
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Sacchet, Kerrl

From=  Qlen Smith [gamith2 & mdip ebate-md.us]

Beni: Monday, Octshar 23, 2006 10:24 AM

T Dannks Simpzon; Bamaten, Brian; Jen Looihkd; Seechet, Karr, ldalmena, Bob; 3hawn Bumett
Hubject: FW: Nice Memoral Bridge Scaping Aavdsw

FYl

From: Rayflekd Bettina [maltio:boryekiices vingink.omy]
Serh Monday, Oclober 23, 2008 10:17 AM

To: Gan Smith

L= Michalae. NesEradot. virgnla.gor

Bubject Hice Memoriel Bridge Scoping Review

Ooctober 23, 2006

ir. Dennin N. Sinmpezm

Deputy Director

Divigion :Jl'Clpihﬂleming
Maryland Transporiadon Agthority
0o Bmemg Highway

Site 1.

Bal&mou. Maryland 21204

E: Niee Memorisl Bridge improvensat Stody
Dear W, Simpeam:

Virginia has permitting antherity for activities covered by 2 Virginia Water Protsotion (¥ WE) Fermit for activitien lndward
of the Jow witer llne in aooordance with ¥irgini v Maryloed, No. 129, Odg. and Guidanes Memorandom 02-2016.

Baged oo ﬂndeWeﬂmmmmminmm wetlnnds and yrenma et locatsd within your Smdy Area. Impacts

Hlling. g, or aliaring, wm&nvirymnngmqﬂmlmpm NWI e do
mmhﬁhﬂsmltcmd‘anewaterdelinaaﬁm Vng)mmqnlml.hltdﬂrmﬂhm be conducted in scordapon with
ical Raport Y-87- 1, Tanuery IW,HnﬂW(FMMIImD

O srsemyostunry withic: the study ares Is Identified es a Vingiaia Impeired Weatsrs (Williene Cresk). Ope stream/sstoary
wimlnﬂl.em;rmmmuﬁuduaslﬂmﬂlwm(Gamhoﬁaek)andhuacmt\’npmlkpnhmntofﬂmlﬂl
{VDH) Shellish Coudemnation.

The Virgimia Depariment of Transportation hay vast experdence with the epplicadon and menzsgement of Y'WP panmits.
Dmmmmend:ﬂmymuseﬂrempeniumdaﬂnnmamv:pmmdn Juer-Agency Coontinatien Meetings) in
obaning 2 VWP pormit.

If you shonld have any quastions, or pesd additional informaticn, pleass fes] fres to cootact me a1 £04.698 4204 or
borwyfleld @ deq. vipahlp, ey, :

Sincersly,

102372006

Briting
Envirenmenm? Spacialiet [T

e informating containad in this communication (iocluding aoy attachmants) may be confidential and legally
privileged This smail may not serve a8 a contrectual agresment unless explicit written agresment for this purpose
has bean mads, If you are nat the intanded secipiest, you ans berehy notified that any dissmination, digtribudon,
or copying of iy communication of any of it's contents is sirictly If you have recaived thia
commopicetion in error, please re-send thia commumication to the sender mdicating thel it was received in aror
and delets the originel message end any copy of it from your compoter sysbem.

LOr2372006
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COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA

Deprartment of Mines, Minerals and Energy

Division of Mingml Resources
Fantsine Bescarch Park
D00 Narural Resounes Drive, Sudie 300
Clharlottesville, Visginia 239030667
(424} d51-6341
e dmem s wirgink. guy

October 26, 2006

Maryland Transportation . Authority
2310 Broening Highway, 3ufte 150
Baltimore, Maryland 21224
Attention: Denis Simpson

Re:  Harmry W. Nice Memorial Bridg: Project
King George County, Virginia

Draar Mr. Simpson:

The Virginia Depar'ment of Mines, Minerals and Energy has reviewed the map
and letter that yau providad for the above-referenced project. Based on a review of
" ragional geolegl: mapping, it appears that the Virginia side of the project site is
principally underiain by unconsolidated silt clay, sand and gravel of the Sedgefield
member of the Tabb forration. A recent study suggests that this formation has the
potential to become acld wpon exposure at the surface, creating low pH runcff ancd
causing premature faliure »f concrete and metal structures. As a result, a site-spacific
evaluation may te warraned to determine "he potential for problems for your project.
Our records show two inactive sand and Jravel pits in the vicinity. For addilonal
information ragarding one 3f these operations (#201794A), please call cur Division of
Mimeral Mining at {434) 951-6310. Similar mineral rescurces may exist in the area.

Please contact me if further information is required.

Sinearels,

Y
Matt )-&‘Dsr P.G.
Geologls: Manager

' QUAL 0P PORTUNITY EMPLOYER
TE 3 (800) B28-1 120 ~- Virginia Reluy Ceater

RECEIVED

APR 0 9 2006
DIVISIon UF CAPITAL
PLANNING
COMMONWEALTH of VIRGINIA
L. Preston Bryant, Jr. M ars: P C et mm;w

Secretary of MNatural Resources 2600 Washington Avenue

Third Floor
Newport News, Firginia 23607

April 5, 2007

Mr. Dennis N. Simpson
Maryland Transportation Authority
Division of Capital Planning
2310 Broening Highway
Suite 150
Baitimore, Maryland 21224
Re:  Nice Bridge Improvement Project

Dear Mr. Simpson:
We are in receipt of your letter dated March 19, 2007, inviting the Virginia Marine

Resources Commission (VMRC) to act as a participating agency in the NEPA planning process
for the Governor Harry W, Nice Memorial Bridge Improvement Project.

Please be advised that the Virginia Marine R C ission, p to Section
28.2-101 of the Code of Virginia, has regulatory authority over any encroachments upon the
Potomac River, appurtenant to the shore of the Commonwealth of Virginia. Accordingly, since
your planned improvements to the Nice Bridge will likely require a permit from our agency, the
VMRC accepts your invitation to participate in the NEPA review process.

Although your letter was specifically addressed to Mr. Jay Woodward of the VMRC,
please note that [ will be serving as your point-of-contagt.

Should you have any questions regarding this matter, please feel free to contact me at
(757) 247-8028 or ben.meginnis@mre. virginia.gov.

Sincerely,

T

Benjamin A. McGinnis
Environmental Engineer
BAM/moj
HM
cc:  Mr. Jay Woodward
An Agency of the Notural Resources Secretariat

Web Address: www.mre virginia.gov.
Telephone (757) 247-2200 (757) 247-2292 V/TDD Information and Emergency Hotline 1-800-541-4646 V/TDD
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Preston Bryant, Jr.

clary of Natural Resouress
COMMONWEALTH of VIRGINIA
DEPARTMENT OF CONSERVATION AND RECREATION
203 Governor Street
Richmand, Virginia 232192010
(804) 7866124
April 19, 2007
Dennis Smith
2310 Broening Highway
Suite 150
Baltimore, MD 21224
RE:  DCR 07-066: Governor Harry W. MNice M ial Bridge Imp Project
Dear Mr. Smith:
The D of Co ion and (DCR) among it's many functions, administers the

Vlrsmia Scenic Rivers and the Virginia Byways programs. Additionally, DCR is responsible for
davelnpm,g the Virginia Outdoors Plan (VOP), the state’s } outdoor and open

Further, DCR administers the Land & Water Conservation Fund, in Virginia, for the U.S.
Depamnmi of the Interior, National Park Service.

A g to the i ly in our files, the Barnesfield Park in King George County, Virginia
is a Land & Water Conservation Fund (LWCF) protected park. T‘lw Land and Water Conservation Fund
Program was established in 1965 for the purpose of the it 1 of outdoor recreation
areas to be maintained in perp in d wuhSeebunﬁ{l)G)aflhehnddem
Conservation Fund Act of 1965, as amended. Section 6 (f) (3) states that No property acquired or
developed with assistance under this section shall, without the approval of the Secretary [of Interior], be
converted to other than public outdoor recreation uses. The Secremy shall approve such oomwrslon only
if he finds it to be in accord with the then existing comp outdoor
recreation plan and only upon such conditions as he deems necessary to assure Ihu s-uhmlmmn of nlher
recreation properties of at least equal fair market value and of ful
location. '['he conversion pmcm allows for ﬂemhllﬂy within Ikw I..ani and Water Conservation ngram.
15 are andar actice Or 8 ves _the Conversions are

) s

mmumﬂe_mm_he
Park. Be aware that the Secretary of
The metes and

L'hls Intmar can re;en any aouvermn rnquen and!'or

bounds map that is submitted and approved by both “the Vnrgima Depanmem " of Conservation and

Recreation and the National Park Service serves as the basis for determining the area protected under the

6 (f) (3) Provision. If a conversion process is needed for the Harry W, Nwe Bridge Improvement Project,
bthe i

note that 1) King George County must contact DCR for i process, 2)
suitable replacement property must be found that is satisfactory to the D:punmanl of Conservation and
Recreation and thn National Parl: Service. In addition, | also advised that King George County should be

d for i 1g other existing and/or proposed recreation facilities within the Study
State Parks + Soil and Water C ion « Natural Heritage « Outdoor Ry i
Chesapeake Bay Local Assi « Dam Safety and Floodplain Management + Land C

Joseph H. Maroon
Dhirestor

and ies will 10 be added

op

Arca. Be aware that the LWCF program is an active progr
and placed in protection through future grant rounds.

Further, DCR's Division of MNatural Heritage has searched its Biotics Data System for occurrences of
natural heritage resources from the area outlined on the submitted map. Natural heritage resources are
defined as the habitat of rare, threatened, or endangered plant and animal species, unique or exemplary
natural communities, and significant geologic formations.

to the inf i ly in our files, a bald eagle zone (Halic
leucocephalus, G5/5283B,S3N/LT/LT) has been documented in the project area, Bald eagles are often
found in the midst of large wooded areas near marshes or other bodies of water (Byrd, 1991), Bald eagles
feed on waterfowl, seabirds (Campbell et. al., 1990), various mammals and carrion (Terres, 1980).
Threats to this specics include human disturbance of nest sites (Byrd, 1991), habitat loss, biocide
contamination, decreasing food supply and illegal shooting (Herkert, 1992). Please note that this species
is currently classified as threatened by the United States Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS) and the
Virginia Department of Game and Inland Fisheries (VDGIF). Due to the legal status of bald eagle, DCR
recommends coordination with USFWS and VDGIF to ensure compliance with protected species
legislation,

A di

Under a M jum of Agr , DCR. rep the Virginia Department of Agriculture and
Consumer Services (VDACS) in comments regarding potential impacts on state-listed threatened and
endangered plant and insect species. The current activity will not affect any documented state-listed
plants or insects.

Additionally, our files do not indicate the presence of any State Matural Area Preserves under DCR s
jurisdiction in the project vicinity.

Any absence of data may indicate that the project area has not been s rather than confirm that the
area lacks natural heritage resources. New and updated information is continually added to Biotics.

Please contact DCR. for an update on this natural heritage information if a significant amount of time
passes before it is utilized.

The Virgln:a Depldmull of Gnme and Inland Fisheries maintains a database of wildlife locations,
d species, trout streams, and anadromous fish waters, that may contain
in this

letter. Their database may be accessed from
) Lhtml, or contact Shirl Dressler at (804) 367-6913.

In closing, DCR would like to be included in the NEPA process for this project. Thank you for the
opportunity to comment on this praject,

Best Regards,

e s
oIS Hlbon
Robert S. Munson
Planning Bureau Manager
DCR-DPRR
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Maryland
9‘-__.} Transportation
Authority

Mantin 0" Mal . McHale
atin ley Margaret ‘_E‘r |
Anthony G. Brown Ren Serey
La. Geowernor Execmiive Divecror
. i
% = STATE OF MARYLAND
Byrd, M.A. 1991, Bald eagle. In Virginia's End d Species: P 1gs of a §; K CRITICAL AREA COMMISSION
Terwilliger ed. The McDonald and Woodward Publishing Company, Blacksburg, Virginia. Pp. 499-501. CHESAPEAKE AND ATLANTIC COASTAL BAYS
= 1804 West Street, Suite 100. Annapolic, Maryland 21401
Campbell, RW., N.K. Dawe, 1. McTaggart-Cowan, J.M. Cooper, G.W. Kaiser, and M.C.E. McNall 1410) 2603460 Fass (410 914538
1990. The Birds of British Columbia. Vol. 1. N ines ion and loons through waterfowl.
Royal British Columbia Museum, Victoria, British Columbu. Canada. November 5, 2007
A d Vol. 2:
H u:ke.flr,.l [ﬁm:lsinfr : 1992, andpa:c,?::;ﬁ and ﬂlmmed.sp:c:::;;:imls status and distribution. Vo Ms. Megan Blum )
7 Maryland Transportation Authority

Terres, JK. 1980. The Audubon Society lopedia of North American birds. Alfred A. Knopf, New 2310 Broening Highway Suite 150
York. Baltimore, MD 21224

Re: Nice Bridge Improvement Project Purpose and Needs Study

Dear Ms. Blum,

Thank you for forwarding the draft combined Purpose and Need (P&N) / Alternates Retained for

Detailed Study (ARDS) package for the Nice Bridge Improvement Project. As the Environmental
Resources section of the ARDS indicates, it is anticipated that 10.1 to 14.0 acres within the Critical
Area will be impacted by the build alternates, which includes areas noted for the presence of
Federal and State listed species and a waterbird colony. In addition, there are aquatic resources
including submerged aquatic vegetation (SAV), anadromous fish species, and natural oyster bars

that may be impacted by the proposal.
Please be advised that under COMAR 27.02, development in the Critical Area resulting from state
and local agency prog must be reviewed and app d by the Critical Area Commission. As

the project moves into Stage 2, please be in contact with me regarding our review and approval
process. I am including our checklist of items that will need to be secured and forwarded to us prior
to Commission review.

1 1ook forward to working with you as the project progresses. Please contact me with any questions
at 410-260-3476.

Sincerely,

Julie Roberts

Natural Resources Planner
Ce: 59-07

Enclosure

TTY for the Deal
Annapolis: (410) 9742609 D.C. Metro: (301) 586.0450
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Critical Area Commission
Project Application Checklist

Srare Adgency Actions Resulting in Development
on State-Chned Lands in the Critical Area
(COMAR 27.02.05)

General Instructions

The following checklist contains a list of items for consideration by the Critical Area
Commission during its review of each State project affecting the Critical Area. While some items
will mot apply to the project of concem, the responsible Agency should review and be able to
discuss aspects of each relevant item. This checklist should be completed and sent, with all other
completed information, to the Critical Area Commission staff contact prior to Commission
review. Please be aware of the following gencral guidelines:

(1) The completed checklist, maps, and all other pertinent project materials must
be submitted to Critical Area stall contact af feast { monih priov to scheduled
review by the Project Subconmittee at the Critical Area Commission=s monthly

meeting.

{2} The sediment and erosion contrel plan must be finalized prior to scheduling the
project for review by the Project Subcommitiee.

(3) Al other resourcefenvironmental permits and other relesse documents must be
obtained or must be in their final stages (i.e., public comment period
completed, permit conditions in final form) prior to scheduling the project for
review by the Project Subcommittee,

If there are any questions with any aspect of this form or with the Commission=s review process,
please do not hesitate to call the Commission staff contact at (410) 260-3460.

General Mapplong Features

Please melude the following features on all site plans:
Vieimity map Project boundary/Limits of disturbance
Seale ~ Owientation
_ Project Name and Location __ Tractor lot lines
Development area boundaries (Intensely
Developed Areas - IDAs, Limited Development

Areas - LDAs, Resource Conservation Areas -
RCAs if information is available)

Critical Area boundary

One hundred-year Moodplain boundary Agricultural lands

Dredging activity and spoil site Surface mining sites and wash

Mants
_ Topography
_ Vegetative covert __ Seil:
Existing forest Type
Forest clearing _ Aven of hydric soils
Affovestation/reforestation areas _ Arenof highly erodible soils

Mitigation wreas (Buffer impacts)

Existing and proposed structures (buildings, roads, other paved or impervious areas,
parking lots, lois, storm drains, septic, stormwater management systems, shore erosion
control structures).

Natural parks
Habhitat Protection and other Sensitive Area Mapping Features
Please show the following Habitat Protection Area features on all site plans, if relevant (o the

particular project site:

Buffers:

Minimum 100 ft. from tidal waters, tidal wetlands and tributary streams
Expanded Buffer to include 15% slopes, hydric soils and highly erodible
soils

25 fi. from nontidal wetlands

Plant and Wildlife Habatit (Colanial water bird nesting sites, historic
waterfow] staging and concentration arcas, nparian forest, forest interier
dwelling bird habitat, arcas of state or local significance, and natural heritage
areas)

Tidal Wetlands

Nontidal Wetlands

Plant and Wildlife Habitats (same as above)

Threatened and Endangered Species {including species in need of conservation)

Anadromaous Fish Propagation Waters

Critical Area Project Application Cheekilist Page 2
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General Project Information
Please include the following text information, if applicable to the site, in the project application

matersals. This information may be included in the form of letters, reports, or site plan notes.

Project name and location State agency sponsoring project

Anticipated timeline

(Include project milestones,
approximate start and completion
dates)

Project description
{brief narrative including project
type, i.e. industrial, port-related, etc.)

Whether project is on State-
owned land, locally-owned land
or privately-owned land

Total acreage in Critical Area

Total forest area cleared Method of stormwater control
Soil erosion and sediment
control measures and

implementation strategy

10°%, ealenlations (Please enclose worksheet)
or impervious surface information

Mitigation required for clearing of forest area (1:1 ratio outside the 100-foot Buffer,
1.5:1 if between 200%-30% clearing, and 3:1 ratio inside the 100-foot Buffer or if above
30% clearing)

Afforested area (site must have a minimum of 1 5% forest cover if not [DA)

Minimum Documentation Requirements

The fallowing permits and documents should be secured or must be in their final stages (i.e.,
public comment period completed, permit conditions in final form). ifapplicable o the site, prior
to scheduling the project for review by the Project Subcommitiee:

Maryland Department of the Environment (MDE)
Stormwater Management

Sediment and erosion control plun'
Tidal wetlands permits

Nontidal wetlands permits

Water Quality Certification

Army Corps of Engineers (ACOE) Tidal Wetlands Permit (404)

* All applicants are required to obtain their sediment and erosion control plans from MDE prior
o review by the CBCAC,

Critical Avea Prajece Application Cleckiise Page 3

State [ Federal Agency Recommendations
Review and comment from the appropriate MDE, DNR, and ACOE units shall be provided, if

applicable to the site, for the following resources and habitats:
Threatened and Endangered Species Plant and Wildlife Habitat

Farest Interior Dwelling
Birds (FIDs)

Riparian Forests

Natural Heritage Areas Colonial water birds

Anadromous Fish
Propagation Waters

Submerged Aquatic Vegetation

Historie Waterfowl
Staging and Concentration
Areas

Other Aquatic Species (Shellfish, etc.)

Site Visits
Site visits should be arranged by the responsible agency in advance of Commission review. Ala
minimum, the site visit should include the Commission staff contact.

PLEASE MAIL OR FAX THE ABOVE INFORMATION TO:

CRITICAL AREA COMMISSION
1804 WEST STREET, SUITE 100
ANNAPOLIS, MARYLAND 21401
(410) 260-3460

Fax (410) 974-5338

Critical Avea Project Application Clrecklise Page 4
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COMMONWEALTH of VIRGINIA

L. Proston Rryan. Js Department of Historic Resources s S e
Secretary of Maiunl Resourtes Woinmat Tink e
2801 glon Avenue, ginia 23221 S
Fax: [BD4) W7-2391
TOD: (404) 3672356
Wi dhrirginia gav.
November 19, 2007
Ms Megan Blum
mémngﬁzm 5
Suite 150
Baltimore, Marytand 21224

Harry W, Nice Memonial Bridge Improvement

Re:  Purposc and Need/Al Study for the G

Project
King George County, Virginia
DHR File # 2006-1393

Dear Ms Blam:
‘We have received the above information for our consideration. The Department of Historic Resources (DHR), which

uﬂﬁmmmmmGntmNammﬁMMnmwm
implementing regulation 36 CFR Part 800.

We want to take this opporaity to remind you that alhough Virginia docs nol have any resident federally recognized
Indian tribes, there are federal tribes outside of the Commonwealth that claim areas of the state as their ancestral
territory and still maintain cultural affiliation, Therefore, in accordance with 36 CFR Part 800.2(c)(2) it is necessary
mmmwmmavmammuanmwmmu

on of the special 10 g outreach to the tribes

should | Indmel:gf FHWA.

If you have any ing our please call me at (304) 367-2323, BxL. 114,

Adminasiraive Sernces Capiial Regeon Office Tidewater Region Office Roancke egion Office Northern Region Office
10 Counhouse Avenue 2801 14413 03 Counhouee Way, 2% Flaor 1030 Penmar Ave., SE 5357 Main Swrest
Petorsburg, VA 23800 Richmuad, V.\\ZHZI Newpon News, VA 13608 Roamolke, VA 24013 PO Bax 519
Tel (204) Rad-1624 Tel: (8041 3672323 Tel: (757) £86-2607 Tel: (340} 857-7585 Slephens Cily. VA 12655
Fax: (804) 562-6195 Fax: (B04) 3672391 Fax: (157) 886-2608 Fax: (540) §57-7582 atmﬁﬁi

i

Megan Blum
From: Heller, Matthew [matt.heller@dmme. vlrgmm gov]
Sent: Monday, November 19, 2007 5.46 A
To: Megan Blum
Subject: Nice Memorial Bridge Project
Follow Up Flag: Follow up
Flag Status: Red
Attachments: nice bridge.doc
%)
nice bridge.doc
(127 KB)
Hi Megan,

Pleage consider our earlier comments (electronic copy of letter attached) related to this
project. I have no additional comments based on the October 2007 draft.

Sinceraly,
Matt Heller

<<nice bridge.docs>

Matthew J. Heller, P.G.

Manager, Geolegic Mapping

Virginia Department of Mines, Minerals and Energy Division of Mineral Resources 500
Natural Resources Drive, Suite 500 Charlottesville, Virginia, 22903

Phone: (434) 951-6351

Fax: (434) 951-6366

<http://www.dmme . virginia.gov/divisionmineralresources.shtmls

Please [ill ocut our customer survey at:
> <http://www.dmme.virginia.gov/DmrgualitySurveys
=

=

July 2009



[IMPROVEMENT PROJECT

d=\|D)

ORRE

Maryland

Transportation
Authority

L. Preston Bryant, Jr.

Secretary of Natural Resources Director
™, T T
COMMONWEALTH of VIRGINIA
DEPARTMENT OF CONSERVATION AND RECREATION
203 Governor Street
Richmond, Virginia 23219-2010
(804) 786-6124
MEMORANDUM
DATE: November 20, 2007
TO: Megan Blum, Maryland Transportation Authority
) -
£
F 1. 5SH. .
FROM: Robert S. Munson, Planning Bureau Manager, DCR-DPRR * i #"J‘S /wh‘

Subject: DCR 07-157: Maryland Transportation Authority, Harry W. Nice Bridge Improvement

Project

Division of Planning and Recreational Resources

The Department of Conservation and Recreations (DCR) Division of Planning and Recreational
Resources has previously commented on this project with both the consultants and MTA regarding the
LWCEF Conversion process. However, we will briefly reiterate that information for your use:

Barnesfield Park in King George County, Virginia is a Land & Water Conservation Fund (LWCF)
protected park. Therefore any alternative that impacts the 6(f) boundary of Barnesfield Park in King
George County will constitute a conversion of use under the Land & Water Conservation Act.

The Land and Water Conservation Fund Program was established in 1965 for the purpose of the
acquisition and development of outdoor recreation areas to be maintained in perpetuity in accordance with
Section 6 (f) (3) of the Land and Water Conservation Fund Act of 1965, as amended. Section 6 (f) (3)
states that No property acquired or developed with assistance under this section shall, without the
approval of the Secretary [of Interior], be converted to other than public outdoor recreation uses. The
Secretary shall approve such conversion only if he finds it to be in accord with the then existing
comprehensive statewide comprehensive outdoor recreation plan and only upon such conditions as he
deems necessary to assure the substitution of other recreation properties of at least equal fair market value
and of reasonably equivalent usefulness and location. The conversion process allows for flexibility within
the Land and Water Conservation Program. However, conversions are not a standard practice or a vested
right in the program. Conversions are remedies to situations that have no other feasible alternative.
Therefore, every reasonable effort should be made to avoid impacting the metes and bounds area of
Barnesfield Park. Be aware that the Secretary of the Interior can reject any conversion request and/or
proposed replacement property. Conversions must be approved prior to any land disturbing activities. The
metes and bounds map that is submitted and approved by both the Virginia Department of Conservation
and Recreation and the National Park Service at the time of Project grant award serves as the basis for
determining the area protected under the 6 (f) (3) Provision. If a conversion process is needed for the
Harry W. Nice Bridge Improvement Project, note that 1) King George County must agree to going
through a conversion process, 2) King George County must request (not VDOT or MTA) the conversion

State Parks « Soil and Water Conservation « Natural Heritage « Outdoor Recreation Planning
Chesapeake Bay Local Assistance « Dam Safety and Floodplain Management « Land Conservation

Joseph H. Maroon

from the Department of Conservation and Recreation, 3) suitable replacement property must be found that
is satisfactory to the Department of Conservation and Recreation and the National Park Service.

Division of Natural Heritage

The Department of Conservation and Recreation's Division of Natural Heritage (DCR) has searched its
Biotics Data System for occurrences of natural heritage resources from the area outlined on the submitted
map. Natural heritage resources are defined as the habitat of rare, threatened, or endangered plant and
animal species, unique or exemplary natural communities, and significant geologic formations.

According to the information currently in our files, a bald eagle concentration zone (Haliaeetus
leucocephalus, G5/S2S3B,S3/NL/LT) has been documented in the project area. Bald eagles are often
found in the midst of large wooded areas near marshes or other bodies of water (Byrd, 1991). Bald eagles
feed on fish, waterfowl, seabirds (Campbell et. al., 1990), various mammals and carrion (Terres, 1980).
Threats to this species include human disturbance of nest sites (Byrd, 1991), habitat loss, biocide
contamination, decreasing food supply and illegal shooting (Herkert, 1992). Please note that this species
is currently classified as threatened by the Virginia Department of Game and Inland Fisheries (VDGIF).
Due to the legal status of bald eagle, DCR recommends coordination with VDGIF to ensure compliance
with protected species legislation.

Under a Memorandum of Agreement, DCR represents the Virginia Department of Agriculture and
Consumer Services (VDACS) in comments regarding potential impacts on state-listed threatened and
endangered plant and insect species. The current activity will not affect any documented state-listed
plants or insects.

Additionally, our files do not indicate the presence of any State Natural Area Preserves under DCR ’s
jurisdiction in the project vicinity.

Any absence of data may indicate that the project area has not been surveyed, rather than confirm that the
area lacks natural heritage resources. New and updated information is continually added to Biotics.
Please contact DCR for an update on this natural heritage information if a significant amount of time
passes before it is utilized.

The Virginia Department of Game and Inland Fisheries maintains a database of wildlife locations,
including threatened and endangered species, trout streams, and anadromous fish waters, that may contain
information not documented in this letter. Their database may be accessed from
http://www.dgif.virginia.gov/wildlife/info_map/index.html , or contact Shirl Dressler at (804) 367-6913.

Division of the Chesapeake Bay Local Assistance

Public roads and their appurtenant structures are conditionally exempt from the Chesapeake Bay
Preservation Area Designation and Management Regulations provided they are constructed in
accordance with (i) regulations promulgated pursuant to the Erosion and Sediment Control Law (810.1-
560 et seq. of the Code of Virginia) and the Stormwater Management Act (810.1-603. 1 et seq of the
Code of Virginia), (ii) an erosion and sediment control plan and a stormwater management plan approved
by the Virginia Department of Conservation and Recreation, or (iii) local water quality protection criteria
at least as stringent as the above requirements.

The exemption of public roads is further conditioned on the following:
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Optimization of the road alignment and design, consistent with other applicable requirements, to prevent
or otherwise minimize encroachment into Resource Protection Areas and adverse effects on water quality;
and

Local governments may choose to exempt all public roads as defined in §89 VAC 10-20-40 of the
Chesapeake Bay Preservation Area Designation and Management Regulations or only those public roads
constructed by the Virginia Department of Transportation.

The Bay Act regulations are implemented at the local level. As such, the Bay Act and the Chesapeake
Bay Preservation Area Designation and Management Regulations (89 VAC 10-20-110), strictly control
land disturbance in Resource Protection Area (RPA) and Resource Management Areas (RMA).

The RPA includes tidal wetlands, tidal shores, non-tidal wetlands connected by surface flow and
contiguous to tidal wetlands or perennial water bodies, and a 100-foot vegetated buffer area located
adjacent to and landward of the aforementioned features and along both sides of any water body with
perennial flow. These areas are subject to local Bay Act requirements to minimize land disturbance,
preserve indigenous vegetation, minimize impervious surfaces, control stormwater runoff and implement
erosion and sediment control plans for land disturbances greater than 2,500 square feet. Activities in the
RPA are further restricted to water dependent or redevelopment related activities.

Provided the above requirements are adhered to, the project would be consistent with the Chesapeake Bay
Preservation Act and Regulations.

Division of Soil and Water

Projects involving land-disturbing activities equal to or greater than 10,000 square feet, or equal to or
greater than 2,500 square feet in all areas subject to the Chesapeake Bay Preservation Act, must comply
with the Virginia Erosion and Sediment Control Law and all applicable regulations adopted in accordance
with that law. Projects involving land-disturbing activities equal to or greater than one acre, or equal to or
greater than 2,500 square feet in all areas of the jurisdictions designated as subject to the Chesapeake Bay
Preservation Area Designation and Management Regulations adopted pursuant to the Chesapeake Bay
Preservation Act, must comply with the Virginia Stormwater Management Act and all applicable
regulations adopted in accordance with that law. If you have project specific questions please contact the
Virginia Department of Conservation Tappahannock Regional Office at (804) 443-6752.

Virginia Erosion and Sediment Control Law and Regulations:
http://www.dcr.virginia.gov/soil_& water/documents/eslawrgs.pdf

Virginia Stormwater Management Act:
http://www.dcr.virginia.gov/soil_& water/documents/vaswmlaw.pdf

Virginia Stormwater Management Program (VSMP) Permit Regulations:
http://www.dcr.virginia.gov/soil_& water/documents/vaswmregs.pdf

The remaining DCR divisions have no comments regarding the scope of this project. Thank you for the
opportunity to comment.

cc: Amy Ewing, VDGIF
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Novemier 20, 2T
MEMORANDUM TO:  Megan Blum
Division of Capital Planning
Maryland Transporatien Authority

FROM: Johu Nichols .5

SUBJFECT: Wice Memorial Bridge Improvement Project

National Marine Fisherses Service {NMFS) hns reviewed the draft Combined Parpose and Need; and,
Aliemates Refained for Detailed Study (ARDS) package, dated Ovsober 2007, for the Covernor Hamy W,
Nice Memorial Bridge ligeoversent Study, located in Charles County, Maryland, and King George
Caunty, Virginia. We offer our concurrence on the ARDS package, with il following comaments
pertaining 1o the Environmental Overview & Inpact Assessment section of the package.

Essential Fish Habitat (EFH)
The Enmonmgum Orverview & lmpact Assessment section for the ARDS plcknge makes no mentian af’
ihilitics under the M: g Fishery Con &M Mt
fMSA] for EhupmJMt MSA hdliries were explained by m}ﬂsnlflna Federal Highway
don (FHA) ive during the Octaber 12, 2006 Seoping Meeting for this proposal. [ will
summarize these mpenslblhtla again in the following paragraphs.

Seetion 303(0)(2) of the MSA requires a1l federal agencies o comsult with NMES on sy action suthorized,
fanded, or undertaken by that ageney that may adversely affect EFH. Ineluded in this consuliation process
is the preparation of an EFI assessment. In the case of the sabject proposal, esther the FHA, or the Corps
of Engineers should be ideanfied as the action sgency, and that agency will be responsible for submitting
an EFH assessment te NMFS for our review. M3A allows the action agency to delegare preparation of the
EFH assessment 1o &n altsnate agescy, or an environmental consulting fimn, with relevant expertise. MEA
alsp allows the action agency to combine EFH consultation with an ﬂiating regulatory review process
(e.l.. ™NEFA :nmrJ An E:FI{ A85C53 Nt prepared under NEPA review may be monumn.iud imio the
(X Tmpact St (ELS), or Envis
(EAIL pmrl.dud the EFH u-oe-mncm i clearly presented as & separate and distinct secuon of the EISEA.

Darmg oar phone conversation of November 20, 2007, [ gave you a brief overview of the EFH consultation
process, and indicated that an Individual EFH Consultation is appropeiate for this project. [ facsimiled a
package bo you i i an EFH fation, including an EFH Sammnrey Designation for
the Potomac River estuary. Also, additional information on MSA and EFH is available on the NMFS
Mortheast Region Habitat Wb Site, hittpVwww, nero.noan govibed.

The Potomac River EEH Summary Designation indicates those federally manaped species which have
designated EFH for the tidal Potormas River, incloding the project site. Based on the ecology and salinity
wnlevances of those species, only juventle and sdult sumeser flounder, and juveaile Bluefish are likely
ocear in the project arca, The latter species should be the primary focus of the EFH assessment prepared
for this project. Also note that there are mumerous ompoestant prey spocies in the project asea which are
consumed by summer fAounder and bluefish, including anadromeus specics such as alewife, bluckack
herring, Anverican shad, and white pereh {Lippson et al., 1978). Inpacts @0 these prey species should also
be coverad m the agsesement.

120472007 15220 FAX 4102953154

NOoAn FISHERIES @ ooa

Oince the 2ction agency has submitted the EFH asseasment for this project, WMFS has 20 days in which to
review and provide conumenis on the assessment, [ NMFS provides EFH Conservation Recommendations
25 & result of o e tew, the action HgERCY Mk provids NMFS will o detailed written response to these

dations, inchiding a pion af the measures adepted for avoiding, mitigating, or offssting
the impact of the project on EFHL In the case of'a response that is mcensistent with NMES'
recommendations, the action agensy must explain its reasens far not follewing the recommendatians,
inchuding scientific justification for any disagreements with NMES over the anticipated effects of the
proposad acticn, and the measures peeded te wvoid, minimize, or effset such effees,

Finally, the EFH Workshest provided with the facsimiled package addresses many of the issues and
fuestioas pertinent te making EFH determinations, and should be helpful in the prepartion of the EFH
azeesament for this project.

BRIDGE CONSTRUCTION IS5TTES

WMFS is concemed about the potential use of large-diameter hallow steel piles for support of 2 new ar
expanded bridge, o other leaiporary stisclured, particatacly with regard o shock-waves that are prodused
fram power-driving such pllings ino position. Power<lriving of larger- diameter hollow stes] piles
produces high energy shock waves that can kill or seriously injure finfish in the immediaie vicinity of the
pile driving sctivity. Use of such pilings may be necesiary for secicing adeguate suppori of a sirgiure
where thick overlying layers of fine-graie and'ar uncorsalidated sediments acour,

Figh mortality from power-driving of hollow steel piles has been documented lor other projects, sech as the
Woodrow Wilson Bridge Project in Alexandria, Virginia. Fish montality observed during Wilson Bridge
constaction operations ncoarred daring driving of piles with a ¢-inch, or greater dianseler, which
gensrated & maximam foree of 360,000 fi-lbs. Highest shoek wave levels vecurred within 150 fezt of the
driving operation. Power-driving of hollow steel piles wides B6-inch diamster (e, down to 43-inch
dizmater) was also treated with concern, although maxinmem driving foree was one-half that gencraied for
piles exceeding Gbeinch hore.

Protecting of finfish dunng pile-dnving aperations shoald be required for this prajeet if large-diamuter
Biallow steel piles gre used, particalaily duisig the migratory period for anadromous fish (i.e., Febnary 15
= June 13}, We recomumend that your stall consult methods used during the Wilson Bridge constsction
operations for mitigating the effects of shock waves from power-driving of langs hollow stee] piles. Such.
methods inchude the use of a large hollow steel pile, or “can”, 1o encase the pile being driven, coupled with
a compreased adr bubble curtain, also contained within the “can”. The combination of the “can'™ and bubble
curtain was found to reduce shock wave levels up 10 95% immediately ouiside the “can”, 1o Yevels well
bebow those bethal w fish (Le., from 55 paito | pai). Additional information on these measures can be
ohained from the following references.

1} Potomae Crossieg Consuliogts
6711 A Owon Hill Road
Oxon Hill, MD 20745
Mike Baker, Cell Phone # (202) 438.7494; or, bakermii wwbgee com

2

Polomac Crossing Comsuliants, Jamuary 2003, Supplesnental Shortnose Sturgoon Biolopical
Assessment, Woodrow Wilson Bridge Project. Propared for: Section 7, Endangered Species
Act Consultation with Mational Marine Fisheries Service

Shock wave miligating measures, as deseribed above, should be used for power-driving any hollow siecl
piles with diameters of 48 inches or greater, to provide conservative protecton for migratory and resident
finfish.
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Shock waves frorm subagueous blasting during demalition operations car also result in sigaficant fsh

Eang

mortality. 1f subaqueons blasting may be used for demolition parposes during this project, measures shoald

be employed to mitigate the ¢ffects of resulting shock waves on finfish, Again, we recomimensd that you
consult with procedures used durmg Woodrow Wilsen Bridge demolition operations to determine
approgriate measurss which should be used for this prejeet.

SECTION 7 CONSULTATION
NMFS ha aned that the end i surgeon (Acipenser drevirasirem ) is present in the
tidal Potomee River, including praject ares. The project azea may be used by this species for foraging,
oviEr-wintering, of pre-spawning activities, You shoukd contact Julie Crocker of our Protected Resources
DHvision in Gloueester, MA; (978) 28 18328, sxt. 6530, or Julie CrackerfUMNDAA GOV, for i
Section 7 Consaltalicn ibilites under the End 1 Species At for this project,

If you have any additional questions, cortact me ay (410) 267-5675; ar, Jabm.Nichols@ NOAA GOV,

Lippson, Alice J, .5 Haire, A F. Holland, F. Jecoba, T Jersen, B.L. Moran-Johnson, T.T. Polgar, and
WA Richlus. 1978, Environmental Atlas of the Polomac Esmery. Martin Maretta Corparation. Prepared
Jfor: Pawer Plant Siting Program, MD Departmant of Natural Resources, Chap. 8 Fishes.
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Megan Blum

From: Amy Ewing@dgif. virgma.goy

Sent: Tuesday, November 20, 2007 11:32 AM

To: Iepan Blum

Ce: Jefi Cooper@@daif visginia, gov, Bob Greenlee @dgil vinginia.gov,
Seoll Herrmann @dg virginia. gov

Subject: ESSLog# 22877 _Nice Memaorial Bridge

Follow Up Flag: Follow up
Flag Status: Red
Attachments:  22077_Nice_Memorial_Bridge_11202007 pdf

‘We have reviewed the alternatives analysis fof the proposed Nice Memorial Bridge (Route 301) improvements
across the Potomac River in King George County. Thera are currently 7 aftematives being evalugled. These
range from the addibon of a 2-lane bridge to the norih or south of the existing bridge and rehabbing the existing
bridgﬁ for continuad use 1o building an enfirely new 4 lane bridge and abandoning use of the exsting bridge all
1ogether

According to our records, 2 number of stale threatened bald eagle nests as well as a concentration zone are
known from ihe proejel area. We recommend no construction activities within 1, 320 feet of a nes! from
December 15 throwgh July 15 of any year. Any impacts within this bufier zone should be coordinated with ug
whether they are proposed to occur during this fime period (breeding season) or net. We recommend that no
permanent hatitat impacts ocour within this baffer zone at any fime of year, Further, we recommend no
consiruction aclivilies or habital impacts within 750 feet of the Potomas River shoreling that is designated a
concentration zone at any fime during the year. We have atlached a mag of these resources for your review
This map coniains sensifive data and should not be reprodeced or distributed withewt our consent

The Polemac River and Gambo Creek have been designaled Anadromous Fish Use Areas. We recommend no
instréam impacts in these waters andior their fributaries from February 15 through June 30 of any year. We
recommend condueting any in-stream activiies during low or no-fiow condilicns, using non-eroditée cofferdams 1o
Isclate the construclion area, blocking no more than 504% of the streamflow at any given time, stockpiling
excavated maierial in @ manner that prevents reenltry inbe the stream, restaning enginal sireambed and
sireambank conlours, reveqetating barren areas with nabve vegelation, and implemenling strict erosicn and
sedimen| conlrel measures. Due to future maintenance cosls associated with culvers, and the loss of riparian
and aguatic habiat, we prefer siream crossings 1o b constructed via clear-span bridges. However (I this is ot
possible, we recommend countersinking any culverts below the streambed af least 8 inches, or the use of
ballomless culveris, to allow passage of aquatic organisms. We also recommend the instailation of flocdplain
cubverts to carry bankfull dischanges. We recommend close coordination with our agency regarding building a
new bridge across the Polomac. We will need to better understand (he proposed construction methods and
inslream impacts in order to make final recommendalens regarding the protection of this mponant fizhery
resource. Our recommendations, In addition 1o the time of year restriction, may Include use of lrbidily curtains
during pile driving, monitoring of fish behavior and/or mortaliles, development of a contingency plant to address
advarse impacts upon species known from the Polomac, and olher conservation measures

To minimize ovesall impacts to wildlife and our natural resources, we offer the fallowing comments about
developmand activibes: We recommend that the applicant aveid and minimize impacts to undisturbed forest,
wetlands, and sireams 1o the fullest extent practicable. Avoidance and minimization of impact may incide
redocating siream channels as opposed |o filling or channelzing as well 8s using. and incorporating into the
development plan, a natural stream channel dessgn and wooded buffers. We recommend maintaining
undisturbed wooded buffiers of at least 100 feet in width arownd all on-site watlands and on both sides of all
perennial and intermitlent streams W recommend maintaining weoded 1S 10 the fullest axtent possitle. Wa
genefally do not suppor proposals o mitigate weiland impacts through the construction of stormwater
managemant ponds, nor do we suppor the crealion of n-siream stormwater management ponds, We are willing
to aseist the applicant in develoging a plan that includes open-space, wildlife habilal, and nalural stream channets
which refain thesr wooded bulfers.

121282007
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Wi recommend that the stormwater controls for this project be designed 1o replicale and maintain 1he
hydrographic condifion of the site prioe to the change in landscape. This should include, but not be limited to
wtilizing bioretention areas, and minimizing the use of curb and gutter in favor of grassed swales. Bioretention
areqs (also called rain gardens) and grass swales are components of Low Impact Development (LID}. They are
designed 1o capiure stormwater runoff as closs to the sowrce as possible and allow it 1o slowly infiltrate into the
surrounding sed. They benefit natural resources by fillering peflutants and decreasing downstream runcif
wolumes

We recommend that the preferred alternative be one that aveids impaets upen eagles and anadromeous fish use
areas 1o the greates! extent possible. We supgort an allesnative that reduces the number of instream piers or
suppodd structures. This may include recommendations to remowve the current structure if it is deemed na longer
in service. Additionally, we recommend that future documentaton reference coordination with our agency, the:
Wirginia Deparment of Game and Intand Fisheries, wilh respect 1o tha assessment of and coordinalion about
impacts upon wildlife in Virginia. We noticed that the current document neither references the anedromous fish
resources of coordination wilh our agency

Thank you

Amy M. Ewing

Enviranmental Services Biologist

Wirginia Dept. of Game and Inland Fisheries
4010 West Broad Strest

Richmond, WA 23230

B04-367-2211

amy. ewingi@dgif virginia. gov

12282007
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Megan Blum
From: Monez, Jordan (VOF) [imonez@vofonline.org]
Sent: Tuesday, November 20, 2007 4:33 PM
To: Megan Blum
Ce: Thomas, Estie (VOF); Little, Martha (VOF); Peters, John (VCF); Hutcherson, Kerry (VOF)
Subject: VOF Comments for Nice Bridge Project
Follow Up Flag: Follow up
Flag Status: Red
Hello,
Here are the comments from Virginia Outdoors Foundation for this project:
The Virginia Outdoors Foundation Is currently working on an proposal on a 238 acre property within
the Tr Authority’s prop study area (indicated on the October 2007 map sent to VOF by MDTA).

The proposals recommended for the praject mast likely will not approach the vicinity of the proposed easement.
However, the Transportation Authority’s Alternate 8 could very likely affect the easement by moving the road a
significant distance from the existing alignment. It is noted that your.team has recommended that Altemate 8 be
dropped from the Alt i for Detailed Studies.

1f you would like more information, If would like a map of the proposed VOF easement location, if you think that
the project may extend significantly past the shoreline along Route 301 or if Alternate 8 may be an option, please
contact me.

Thank you,

Jordan West Monez

Virginia Outdoors Foundation
www.virginiaoutdoorsfoundation.org
101 N. 14th Street, 17th Floor
Richmond, VA 23221
804.786.9603_phone
804.786.9604_fax

12/28/2007
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Magan Blum

From: Dan Bacon [Dan.Bacon@mrc.virginia.gov]
Sent: Wednesday, November 28, 2007 10:29 AM
To: Megan Blum

Subject: Nice Bridge

Follow Up Flag: Follow up

Flag Status: Red

Just in case you didn't receive the comments from VMRC:

Please be advised that the Marine Resources Commission, pursuant to Section 28.2-1200 et
seq of the Code of Virginia, has jurisdiction over any encroachments in, on, or over the
beds of the bays, ocean, rivers, streams, or creeks which are the property of the
Commonwealth. Accordingly, if any portion of the subject project involves any

encro. ] lward of ordinary high water aleng natural rivera and streams above
the fall line or mean low water below the fall line, a permit may be required Erom our
agency. Any jurisdictional impacts will be reviewed by VMRC during the Joint Permit
Application process. Thank you for the opportunity to comment.

Megan Blum

From: Rudnick.Barbara@epamail.epa.gov

Sent: Thursday, November 29, 2007 4:25 PM

To: . Megan Blum

Subject: Re: Nice Bridge Purpose and Need/Alternates Retained for Detalled Study Comments Due
Megan,

Thanks for the reminder. I reviewed the document, and have a few comments. In general, I
think the range of alternatives is adequate, though inclusion of some of the TSM/TDM ia
re: .
Table 17: I like the idea of the overview table, but think a couple
of the criteria do not lend themselves well to H, M, L (without
explanation). This includes: under PN, Improve safety, ability to
maintain 2-way traffic; under socioc, consistent with local plans (Y/N
instead?); under structural factors, it is unclear if L is negative
or positive (the table generally uses L as low impact, therefore a
positive)

Page III-8: It would be helpful if the reference to Table 18
included that the table in on page IV-8

Page IV-4: I suggest that it is premature to state that *It is
anticipated that the build alternatives will not substantially impact
SAV..." The EIS should do a complete analysis, without the prejudice
of an expected outcome. SAV is a critical resource.

Table 18: I am uncertain why the table uses "0" in all columns for
§AV. If it is unknown, there should be a different symbol.
Construction and shading is likely to have some impact.

Inclusion of any TSM/TDM (such as van-pooling, park and rides, traveler information
services) that could be combined with a build alternative, and implemented with
cooperation of major employment centers such as Dehlgren, can be included in the
alternatives analysis. As the traffic surveys showed that the majority (80%) of travel
during the weekday was local, between home and work, there may be some ability to reduce
the *"bottleneck” by reducing the number of vehicles, through promoting or facilitating a
ride-share program (road signage, employer websites).

Barbara
O
Barbara Rudnick

US EPA Region III (3EA30)

1650 Arch Street, Phila, PA 19103
{215) B814-3322/ Fax: (215) 814-2783

"Megan

Blum®

=mbluml@md To

ta.state.m =STEVE . HARMAN@usace .army.mil>, Barbara

d.us= Rudnick/R3/USEPA/USSEPA, William
Arguto/R3/USEPA/USEEER,

11/28/2007 <bob_zepp@fws.govs,

09:21 AM <bill schultzefws.govs,

=Lloyd Chapmanénps.govs,
«Jacki_Katzmire@nps.govs,
=John.Nichols@noaa.govs,
<rdintaman@dnr.state.md.uas,
=ggolden@dne.state.md.us>,
<eghigiarelli@mde.state.md.us>, "B
Cole® <BColeémdp.state.md.us=, "T
Tamburrino®
<TTamburrino@mdp.state.md.us>,
<bxusmdp.state.md.uss,
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<jon.halléde.usda.govs,
«<gary.s.heyer@uscg.mils,
<Waverly.W.Gregory@uscg.mils,
<slhardwicke@deqg.virginia.govs,
=eirons@deq.virginia.govs,
<dean.cumbiagdof . virginia.govs,
<dennis.gaston@dof . virginia.govs,
<karen.snapesdof .virginia.govs,
<Dan.Bacon#mre.virginia.govs,
<John.Simkins@fhwa .dot.govs,
<KENNETH . MYERSSDOT . GOV,
<YOLONDA . JORDAN@FHWA, DOT . GOV=>,
<Keith.Tignorevdacs.virginia.govs,
<Bealle@charlescounty.orgs,
«<GrothJ@charlescounty.orgs,
<eckelst@nswe.navy.mils

cec

"Glen Bmith"
<gemith2@mdta.state.md.us>, "Melissa
Williams®
«mwilliamsS@mdta.state.md.ue=,
"Cavanaugh, Tan®
«<Ian.Cavanaugh&fhwa.dot.govs, "King,
Denise® <Denise.King®fhwa.dot.govs,
<Barl,Robb@VDOT.Virginia,.gov=, "Nies,
Hick M."
<Nicholas.Niea@VDOT,.Virginia.govs,
<David.0gle@VDOT.Virginia.govs,
"Bernstein, Brian”
«BABernstei icktaylor.coms,
"Shawn " k beo. coms

Subject

Nice Bridge Purpose and Need/Alternates
Retained for Detailed Study Comments
Due

Good afterncon,

Thig is a friendly reminder that comments on the Maryland Transportation Authority's
Nice Bridge Improvement Project combined Purpose and Need/Alternates Retained for Detailed
Study package were due on November 20, 2007. To date, we have received comments Erom
several agencies. For those agencies that would still like to comment, please send your
comments to me via email (mbluml@mdta.state.md.us), fax (410-537-5653), or mail (Maryland
Transportation Ruthority-FPoint Breeze, 2310 Broening Highway, Suite 125, Baltimore,
Maryland 21224) by the close of business on Friday, November 30, 2007.

After we address all of the comments, we will resubmit the package to the concurring
agencies (FHWA, VDOT, USACE, US EPA, USCG, US FWS, NMFS, MDE, and VA DEQ) for their
signature. We hope to have this package ocut the week of December 17, 2007, depending on
the commenta we receive.

If you would like the Final Purpose and Need/Alternates Retained for Detailed Study for
your files l(anticipated being available in January 2008), please let me know. We will
also have it available on the project website (www.mdtransportationauthority.com, Capital
Projects link, MNice Bridge Improvement Project, Alternates tab) as scon as it is
available, The final document will include an errata sheet with all comments received
from all agencies.

If you have any gquestions or comments regarding this email or any other matter regarding
the Nice Bridge Improvement Project, please feel free to contact me.

Thank you,
Megan

Megan W. Blum

Environmental Manager, Capital Planning Division Maryland Transportation Authority-Point
Breeze 2310 Broening Highway, Suite 125 Baltimore, MD 21224

{p) 410-537-1060

{£) 410-537-5653

mblumlémdta.state.md.us

The information contained in this communication (including any

attachments) may be confidential and legally privileged. This email may not serve as a
contractual agreement unless explicit written agreement for this purpose has been made. If
you are not the intended recipient, you are hereby notified that any dissemination,
distribution, or copying of this communication or any of its contents is strictly
prohibited. If you have received this communication in error, please re-gend thia
communication to the sender indicating that it was received in error and delete the
original message and any copy of it from your computer syatem.
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Megan Blum

From: Hawtof, Steven I. [shawtof@GFNE"I'.com]
Sent:  Thursday, December 08, 2007 2:59 PM
To: Megan Blum

Subject: Combined P/N and Ards package

Megan,

| didn't find anything significant to comment on. | found some spelling and formatting things that have probably
been corrected already.

1 will say what they are below. Let me know if you need something formal and | will put it in a letter.

1. Page ES-4 delete comma after the word need in the second line in the Alternate 3 description

2. Page ES-4 include the word "meets” in the second line in the Alternate 5 between the words
as it meels the

3. Page ES-5 There should be a space between the last sentence in Alternate 9 the heading for

Alternate 10

. Page II-1 In the first paragraph, three lines from the end of the paragraph, the word indicate

should be indicates

. Page I1-2 first sentence at the top of the page, include the word “designations” between

STRAHNET and indicate
. Page II-7 first sentence in the first full paragraph, modify the sentence by removing the words
“most of the" and replacing with “on a”

7. Page lI-10 last sentence of only paragraph on the sheet, the word Bridge should not be
capitalized. It should be bridge

8. Page li-14 third to last line in the first paragraph, place a comma after the word time/attention”

9. Page lI-15 second line on "Crashes on the Bridge” section, place comma after crashes

10. Page I1-17 first full paragraph, remove commas from the 4™ line after the word "delays” and
on the 5" line after the word “diverted” Remove the word “also" in the second to
last line. Itis redundant.

11. Page II-17 first sentence under part 4. Transportation Significance, the word indicate should
be indicates and the next line could be reworded to say “transportation element
for both the public...

12. Page 1-17 last line, change the word affects to effects

13. Page 11-18 second line in the first full paragraph, need comma after the word “closure” and
before which

14. Page 11-18 last line on the page, insert the word “and” between maintenance and rehabilitation

15. Page lll-1 second paragraph, need a parenthesis after the word islands

16. Page llI-1 second line of the last paragraph, US 301 should have a space

17. Page I1I-2 first bullet under Build Alternates 2 to 14, fifth line down, the word advantages
should be singular

18. Page I1I-8 second bullet, second line, Parenthesis for See Figure 7 should not be underlined

19. Page IV-4 eighth bullet down, do not capitalize Striped Bass

20. Page IV-5 under 3. Chesapeake Bay Areas, second paragraph, it should read "Similarly, a
portion...

21. Page V-5 under project webpage, list what the webpage is

[T BN

Megan, as you can see, all in all, not much substance. Let me know if this is sufficient or you want a letter.
S
Steven Hawtof

Gannett Fleming, Inc.
4701 Mount Hope Drive

12/28/2007

DEPARTMENT OF THE NAVY
HAVAL SLIPPORT ACTIITY SOUTH POTOMAS

G505 SAMPSON AOAD
DAHLGREN, VIRGINLE 224485105
IN REPLY REFER TO
5700
Ser 00/309
14 Deo O7F

Me. Megan Blum

Environmental Manager

Maryland Transportation Buthority
2310 Broening Highway, Suite 150
Baltimore, MD 21224

Dear Ms. Blum,

Thank you for the opportunity to corment on Maryland
Transportation Authority’s draft combined Purpose and Need
{PeN) /Alternatives Retained for Detailed Study (ARDS) for the
Hice Bridge Improvement Project. We alsc appreciate the
extension on the comment period, which we requeated in order to
parmit a thorough review of your document by both my staff, as
well as the Naval Surface Warfare Center Dahlgren Division
{HEWCDD} . HMSWCDD is the largest supported command at Naval
Suppart Facility {HSFj Dahlgren, and the command that weuld be
most affected by proposals outlined in the draft P&M/ARDS.

After carefully reviewing the Alternates Retained for
Detailed study, we strongly urge the Maryland Trensportation
Rhuthority to remove from further consideration Rlternates 2, 3
and €, which propose construction of either a new two-lane
bridge or a new four-lap= bridge to the south of the current
Mice Bridge span. We have determined that any of thess
alternates, which would require an easement of approximacely
100-200 fest om Mavy property adjacent to the south gids of Hwy.
301, would impact NSWCDD mission critical safety and security
zones. Mozt significantly, the misesicm for the Chemical
Blological Research and Testing Tab would he compromised, as
well as safaty and security for the Warfare Systems Department
Building 1430 facilities and employees.

In additien, physical security issues would be increased
for employees of all commands at HSF Dahlgren due to closer
drive-by traffic access along a new fence line, and shoreline
gacuriky concerns would be generated from a cloger bridyge
position. Environmental, safebty and esecurity issues have aleoc
been raised by potential movement and relocation of facilities=.
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Finally, future growth or expansion of critical mission
areas at the northeastern sector of Naval Support Facility
Dahlgren could be severaly inhibited.

In carefully weighing the potential impact of an expansion
to the NWice Bridge to critical national defense prosrams
supported by Navy and Joint commands at Dahlgren, we cannot
support propogals that would require an easement on Navy
property at this installation.

Sincerely,

QA hmirl)

J. L. SMITH
Commanding Officer

R Maryland Department of Planning ey
Crovemaar Teavtary
Awibony G, B Mathoar [ Paser
L. Gowervor Diepaty Saresay
December 11, 2007
Ms, Megan Blum

Envirenmental Manager

Division of Capital Planning
Maryland Transporiation Authority
2310 Broening Highway

Suite 150

Baltimore, MD 21124

Re:  The Governor Harry W. Nice M inl Bridge Tmp Prajeet,
Combined Purpose and Need & Alternates Retained for Detailed Study

Dear Ms. Blum,

Thank you for providing the Maryland Department of Planning (MDP) with the opportunity
1o comment on the Combined Purpose and Need & Alternates Retained for Detailed Study
(ARDS) for the Governor Harry W, Nice Memorial Bridge Project. We have reviewed the
document and would like to ofter the following comments for your consideration.

The recommended altemates retained for detailed study, except the no-build alternate
provided as a baseline for comparison, would widen the existing twao-lane bridge to four lanes to
accommodate the projected 2030 travel demand and improve geometric compatibility and other
bridge elements to meet the purpose and need of the project. While recognizing the purpose and
need of the project, MDP encourages MATA to evaluate potential traffic impacts on US 301 and
pros and cons of the growth implications of the project and to study measures to mitigate the
negative impacts. All build alternates retained for detailed study would improve travel cfficiency
for interstate traffic as well as the regionallocal commuting between Southern Maryland und the
Fredericksburg region of Virginia, two fast growing areas of both states. Strategies should be
studied 1o help to damp growth pressures in both states” rural arcas (e.g., by using Toll
mechanisms effectively) and to encourage non-single-occupancy-vehicle (SOV) travel.

As alternatives to SOV ravel, Transportation Demand Management (TDM) strategies should
be part of the alternates retained for detailed study. For instance, in coordination with related
agencics, MdTA may assess the need for Park and Ride lots along US 301 1o encourage van-
carpooling and transit if it would be feasible in the futere. MdTA may also consider enhancing
pedestrianbicyele accommodation for the proposed new bridge, e.g., including sidewalks, a
safety barrier between the curb-lane and the walkway/bikeway. Among all build alternates

F Wesd Fresivn Sieeed & Sadte 1707 & Halwssre, Morydood 202072 305
Tlgpome: 4107674500 # Fapc: 4707674480 ® Toll Free: 1LETL.767.6272  THY Lliers Marpdawd Relap
Jateraves: wama MDPstate el s
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retained for detailed study, Alernate 2 and Alternate 4 are the least pedestrian/bicycle friendly
allernates since both alternates” new one direction two-lane bridge would provide only one 12-
foot outside shoulder that presumably could be used by bicyeles and pedesteians. To safely and
friendly accommodate bicyele and pedestrian travels, Alternate 2 and 4 should include enhanced
pedestrian‘bicycle accommodation designs.

Although current law prohibits direct pedestrian'bicycle access onto MATA's facilities, such
law could be changed in the future so that MATA could consider pedestrian/bicvele access to its
facilities on & case-by-base basis. Governer Nice Bridge provides the only one connection
opportunity between Southern Maryland and Virginia for bicyclists and pedestrians. The
proposed bridge improvements should not preclude mare bicvele'pedestrian friendly designs to
better accommadate bicyeles and pedestrians.

Thank you for consideration of these comments and we look forwand to continued
participation in the Nice Bridge project NEPA planning process. Should you have any questions.
with regard to the above comments, please do not hesitate 1o contact me at 410-767-4367 or by
email, bxui@mdp.state.md.us.

Sincerely,

i X%
Bihui Xu, AICP

Manager
Transporiation Planning

¢¢: Dennis N Simpson, Deputy Director, DCP, MdTA
Glen Smith, Project Manager, MdTA
Michael Jackson, Bicycle/Pedesirian Director, MDOT
Pat Goucher, Director, Infrastructure Planning, MDP
David Whitaker, Deputy Director, Infrastructure Planning, MDP

g Maryland Historical Trust

Maryland Department of Planning
Richand Eberlar Hl
Sy

Asirbaury . Bronew Matchere |, Poscer

Lt Gorervar

Depaty Necrwiary

December 12, 2007

Ms. Mcgan Blum

Environmental Manager

Division of Capital Planning
Maryland Transportation Authority
2310 Broening Highway

Suite 150

Balumore, MD 21124

Re: The Governor Harry W. Nice Memerial Bridge Improvement Project,
“ombined Purpose and Need & Altemates Retained for Detailed Study
Charles County. Maryland and King George County, Virginia

Dear Ms, Blum,

Thank you for providing the Maryland Historical Trust (MHT) with a copy of the draft Combined
Purpose and Need & Alernates Retained for Detailed Smdy Package. We have reviewed the
documentation in accordance with Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act, as amended, and
offer the following comments.

As you know the Govemor Harry W. Nice Memorial Bridge was determined eligible for listing in the
National Register of Historie Places in 2001, The bridge was constructed between 1938 and 1940 as part
of the state’s Primary Bridge Program that also included the of the Ch ke Bay Bridge,
the first Baltimore Harbor Tunnel, and the Susquehanna River Bridge at Havre de Grace. Perhaps more
important, the Governor Harry W. Nice Memonial Bridge is the only known bridge in Maryland to have
employed a cantilever system. Thus, the Governor Hamry W, Nice Memorial Bridge 15 significant as a
major example (perhaps Maryland's only example) of modern cantilevered bridge engineering, and is also
important because of its strategic economic usefulness as part of the successful Primary Bridge Program
of the Maryland State Roads Commission.

We are ged that the Altemates Retained for Detailed Study (ARDS) includes two alternatives that
retain and rehabilitate the historic bridge to ensure its continued viable use within the highway system.
Alternatives 2 and 4 rehabilitate the existing structure and supplement it with a new 2-lanc bridge. Under
Alternatives 6 and 7, all traffic is redirected onto a new 4-lane bridge and the historic bridge is taken out
of service but may be retuned, For all other build alternatives the historic bridge will be demolished.

We trust that the Maryland Transportation Authority (MdTA) will carefully examine all prudent and
feasible alternatives that avoid adverse effects on historic propertics and enable the viable usc of this

ifi . We look forward to working with the MdTA to achieve a safe and
efficient crossing that effectively balances project needs and historic preservation issues,

100 Cammunity Place - Crowssilly, Marplend 210322023
Telephone: 410.514.7600  Fav: 410.987.4071  Toll Free: 1.800.756.0119  TTY Lier: Marylund Relay
Tuterues: wnnmareplandfissaricalruse mee
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Ms. Megan Blum

The Governor Harry W. Nice Memonal Bridge Improvement Project
Combined Purpose and Need & Alernates Retined for Detailed Swdy
December 12, 2007

IT you have any questions, please do not hesitate to contact me at Hambutrinof@mdp state.md,us / 410-

514-7637.

Sincerely,
C%MQ

Tim Tamburrine

Preservation Officer

T
200703697

oo Dan Johnson (FHWA)
Julie Schablisky (SHA)
Paul Wetlaufer (COE)
Joshua . Phillips (Preservation Maryland)

CHARLES COUNTY GOVERNMENT
CHARLES CoumnTy

Flanning and ¢ MARYLANDI
MELVIN C. BEALL, IR, P.E., Directar Where Eagles Fly~
January 7, 2008

Megan Blum, Environmental Manager
MTA Capital Planning Division

2510 Broening Highway, Suite 125
Baltimore, Maryland 21224

Re: Harry W. Nice Bridge - Alternatives Retained for Detailed Study
Diear Ms. Blum,

Thank you for the opportunity to allow Charles County to review and comment the Harry W, Nice
Bridge — Alternatives Retained for Detailed Study, The Harry W. Nice Bridge is an intregal part of our
transportation network and is crucial in meeting our longierm planning gozls, The Department of
Planning & CGrowth Management — Planning Division, reviewed the submitied study and have no
comments. We have determined the smudy is consistent with the Joint Resolution between the Charles
County Commissioners and the King Geerge County Board of Supervisors signed on August 28, 2006,
speeifically regarding the immediate need 1o move forward with this project

We look forward to working with you on the fitlure steps of the review process, I you have any
questions or if you need to contact me, I can be reached at bealle@icharlescounty.org or (301}
BB5-1324,

Sincerely,

[ Jespn Croth — PGM
reading file

SAY NOTO DRUGS
Past (ko Birm 2150 * L Plata, Maryhind 20645
Admiristration: (301) 6450627 * Capital Services: (H11 6450621 + nnwms-nmmnm-nalsmol} #3037
Permits: {331} 644-0692 F (08} 703955 * Planning: (1) &43-088% 1 (01 645-0540 (5013 £T6-3805
T003 Tenmfier Munster for the Hearieg Imgaircd: 1007152248

i charlescinty. sTpipEm
ECHUAL OPPOETUNTTT COUNTY
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Prgect HNawe & Limils- hce Bridge improvement Project

mmmwmmmwmmmmumh

_ ___ Habional Marine Frshevies Senviee
_=x Uﬁ_hnqﬂ:plelm L ofthe B
___ US. Fshamd Widife Service ___ vwgnia Depariment of Ermironmental Qualihy
T US Coost Guard
_ {Comscurs (wilthout commsenis) x  Conows oo gy commends) ~ Does Mol Conour
G TR s kar Mon-C Rehah of the exisiing bridpge should be feasible | Hhe

exisiing bhidpe is demolished, MOTA should onsider the emdmomentsl impacts of the demolion. MDTA
should alsn comrsider the building of B new span with enough sub<inachire o acrmmodaie fulie
witlening of the deck, since i is expected that US 301 will be widened in 20 yeas.

Note: Mﬁumhﬁd’m Viu st eafer oo wih (e SoTEnG 35
COMEBSE O B ST SRR CEI] O TOF EorreLr ool revicinn are ssarde or axiditrec!

ifrwrreation i prewidled’

Ackdiional Information Nesded:

Sgrwiire: _ Sievery Hermman Dl

Plense refurn this fom o:

M= Megan Bom

Erwironmentn] WMeneger, Division of Capial Plamning
T aoan Aty Point B

2310 Boening Highway, Suie 125

Halimare, WD 21224

M AD-537-5853

mblunrlmiie siake md us

Frem: Cordesman Eem

Sest: Monday, March 10, 2008 10:04 AM

To: O'Brien, Caitlin E

Sabject: FW- ESSLoph 22977 Nice Memorial Bridpe

From: Megan Blum [mailo:mibbum 1 @mdiastte md ]
Senk: Toeaksy, Moversher 211, 2107 11:383 AM

Tz Bersiein, Brian; Shown Bunett

Sabpect: PW: P59 ngl 22977_Nie Memorial Brikge

FYI._.

From: Amy EwingQdogf. vinginia o [rmailin: Anmy Fingifdol virginia.cqme]

Sonk= Tuealay, Moversher 211, 2007 11:32 AM

To: Megan Bham

Ce= Jeff.CoopesQdnif virginiagov: Bah Greendeefidolvirginia.gov: Sl Herrmanrdagl, virginia comr
Salbjed: B55 e 22977 Nioe Memorial Bridge

'We heve reviewsl the alemaives arays for the proposed Nice Memorsal Bridge [Rouke

301} mprovements oo, the Polcsmnee: River in King Geonge Coundy. Thene sre cumently 7 alemaies
beng evalgied These range from the adiifion of 2 2-ane bridge o the nordh or snulh of the exisling
bridpge amd rehabhing The exisling hraige for onlinued use in building an emirehy new 4 lBne bridpe and
shandoning u=r of the exisling briige all ngedher.

Acmaling o our recrs, 8 number of sheie hresiened bald eagle nesls s well B5 2 concenbrakon Tne
are known from the proejd aen. Ye recommerdd no consinection ecivbes within 1, 33 feet of & nest
fom December 15 thnough July 15 of any year. Any mpachs within this buller mone should be
conniimaiey with us whelher fhey ane proposrd n pecwr during this me period {freseling season] or not
'We recmmend that no permanent habibsl impacts ocour within this buffer zone sl any ime of year.
Furher, we recommersd no consinaction eciiviies or hahitel impects within 750 feet of the Polomec: Fiver
shoyeline that = designaied 5 conceniralion mone al oy ime diring the year: We hove sitached 2 map
of the=e resoues for your review. This map conteins sensilive dels and should nal be reproduced or
clisivituriesd wilioud our coesent

The Polomae: River srul Gamba Cresk heve beer desigmaied Ansdmmoes Fish Lse Aess. We
recommend na nsiream mpacks n these wales and’or their ibulanes om Felrusy 15 throogh June
3 of any year. We recommend conducling sy n-siream aclivilies during Iow ar na-Sow conmd dions,
usinp) nan-emdibie cofferdams in sniaie the consinecdtion eres, bincking no moe than 5% of e
sienmiirw ot sy gven me, sliockpiling excavaies] maienisl n & mamer thel preverss eenbny o e
sieam, esiing ignal siresmbed and shesmbank conkears, evegeiaiing amen areess with naive
vepeiaion, and implementing shicd enrsien and sedimen] ool messures Due o firdre mairemnes
cosis penemnied with cubverls, arul the Inss of rparian and aquake habidsl, we prefer sSiream aresings o
be consinuded vin denrspan bridges. Howswer, T this s nal possible, we recammend counlersinking
sy culverts helvw the sireambesd 5t keast 8 inches, or the use of boliomiess cubvers, o Bl pessape of
anuaic organsms. Ve giso rrcommendd the instellabinn of food plein culverss o camy ekl
derhages We recommend elrse conndination with cur sgency reganding buillding 8 new bridpe parmess
the Poiomes. e will nead o belier pruler=iand the propesed consiniciion methnds and insiream
impacd= in order o make iml recommerdations regarding the praiecian of This mpoiant Sshery
resowrce. {ur recnmmendaions, in adifion o the fme of year reshicion. mey inchide use of urbifly
ourlais during ple diving, monilonng of ish behmviar andéor mexrbeliies, dewelopment of 8 mnlingency
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plant ln addrpss artwerse mpacls upon species nown fom e Polomec, ard other conserwsion
MERSUTES.

Ta minimize owersll impacts in widife and our neliml resoomes, we afer the folmsing comments about
dewslopment activiles We recommend thal the spplicant svnil and minimie impacs n undishirbed
Torest, welinmis, and siresms ia the fulest edent pecdtisable Avnilance sral mini miation of mpecs] may
indurle reinegiing sheam clames as oppesed e filing o channelizing &= well o= using, and
necorporating nia the development plan, B sl shreem channel design and wooded aifiers. We
recommersd mairisning undsheted wooded buffers of st keast 100 feet in mdh anound Bl on-sie
welands srel on bath sides of 2l perennial sl inlermitient shesms . We recommend mainksining
wnoded kol io the ilest exient pessile We penerally do nol support proposals I miipste wetiard
mpacs threugh the onsinuctinn of shrmsaier meneg ement pomis, nor do we pper the erealion of in-
iream skxmaler manapement ponds. We are willing i assisl the appliicand in developing a plan thal

We recommend that the shermessler comimls for fhis project be desipred o replicele and maintsin e
Iyl graphic: comd tion of e sie priorio the change in landscape. This should indwde, bt rod be Emied
1o, uliiring onselion areas, and minimizing he use of osb and gubier in vor of greserd samles
Borsieniion sress [slsa calied rain gardens) and gress ssmles ore componens of Lowr impact
Cevelnpment (LID}. They ere designed o eaphune shomusmier nunelt as cliose i the saume as pos=shie
and pliow i i skeady infllirale nin he srmoersling sed. They beneflt nehrsl reorurees by fTillenng
polirtants and decressing dosmsinesm: nnolf vobmes

fish use srens o the gresiest prdent pesible We support an Blemaive thel redoces e mumber of
siream piers or supporl shruchaes. This may indwle recomsmemislons b remove the cumesn t shochae
Fit s deemed na longer in service. Al dinmally, we recommend that frhee dommenialion referenee
oo inslion with our spency, the Vigina Depariment of Game and Inland Fisheries, with espect n e
epocment of el comrtinabon sbaurt impeacts upon wildie n Vigna. We noicerd Thal the coment
document neither iefeences the ansd mmous fish resouces or conrlimation with pur agency.

Thank you

Amy M. Ewing

Virginia Dept. of Game and Intsnd Fisheries
4010 West Bood Sineet

Richmord. VA 23230

BO4-367-Zr1

ol v

The mifemation contamed m thiz commmmcation (ocnding amy attachenendy) oy be
confidential and privileped. This emnail mary oot serve 22 3 coniracinal apreament tnles:
exphicit written agreement fu this purpose: has been made. Iy are oot the intended recimient.
¥ are bexebry notified that amy dizcemiaticn, distributirn, & copying of fhis commmication or
any of iz contents 13 priubsted I yoo have received thit commmmicabion in e, pleate
re-tend this cremmamication to the tendey dicatimg: that it was recerved in eror aod deletr. the:
i) messase and oy copy of it from your computer ysiem

)/ DP

Maryland Department of Planning
Marvland Historical Trust

i
310 Broening Highway
Suite 150

Baltimsore, MID» 21224

Re: US 301 / Governor Harry W. Mice Memorial Bridge over the Polomae River
Charles County, Mary

Deear Ms. Blum:

viour for vour recent letier re \|||\'-I|||.

snts provided with vour subimittal:

al Phase I4 J'll_".'[u femorandwn, Governor Harey W, Nice Bridge fmprovement Project (MdTA

2008) and
& Historic !

2008).

ares Jechwical Memorandum, Governor Harry W. Nice Bridge Improvement Project (MATA

rencrally

s with the defined study area, designated archeological sensitivity zones, and proposed survey

to be addressed and resolved as project planning and

Sowdy li
archeology

rees: S
€5 mist also adds
hat may he cd by this project. The Archealogic
e Potomae River as part of the study area and add sections dis
and proposed survey strategy Tor identifying submer

cation of historic |

he historic background, archeslog
ources in the APE,

ped archeological res
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Megan W, Blam

U5 301 / Gov. Harry Nice Memorial Bridge
March 12, 2008

Page 2

Historic Froperties in Yirginia: We assume that MdTA is also coordinating with the Virginia $tate Historic
Preservation Office to seek their comments on the delineation of the APE, identification of historie and archeological
properties, and input on potential interested parties for resources located in Virginia that may be afTected by the
undertaking, We would sppreciate receiving copics of any correspondence related to historic preservation issues in
Wirginia, for our project records.

Interested Parties: MdTA's letter requested information regarding potential parties that may have an interest in the
project’s cultural resources issucs and Section 106 consultation. Attach A contains contact info ion for several
local government, non-profit, and other organizations that may be wish to be notified and/or invelved in the consultation
for this undertaking.

If you have questions or need further assistance, please contact Tim Tamburrino at 410-514-7637 /
i md.us or me at 410-514-7631 / beole@mdp.state.md.us. Thank you for providing us this
opportunity to comment.

Sincerely,
Elizabeth J-Cole
Administrator, Project Review and Compliance

EJCTIT200800277
Attachment A — List of Potential Interested Parties

(= Drennis Simpson (MdJTA)
Melissa Williams (MdTA)
Glen Smith (MdTA)
Marc Holma (VA SHPO)

W. Blura
U8 301 / Gov. Harry Nice Memorial Bridge
March 12, 2008
Page 3

ATTACHMENT A
CONTACT INFORMATION FOR PARTIES

Charles County Department of Planning and Growth Management
Cathy Hardy, Historic Preservation Planner

Department of Planning and Growth Management

Charles County Gevernment

200 Baltimore Street

La Plata, MD 20646

301-396-5815

Fax 301-645-0638

E-mail: hardye@charlescounty org

Southern Maryland Heritage Area

Ms. Roz Racanello, Exeputive Director

Southern Marylend Hertage Arca Consortium

Tri-Ceunty Council of Southern Maryland

PO Box 745

Hughesville, MD 20637

301-274-4083

301-274-1924 (fax)

E-mail: SoMdHeritage@iccemd.org

Web page: i

The mission of the Southern Maryland Heritage Area Consortium (SMIHAC) is to enhance the economic activity of
Southern Maryland through combining quality hevitage lourisn and small business developrient with preservation,
culewral & natwral resource conservation and education.

Maryland Commission on Indian Affairs - Maryland Depariment of Human Resources
E. Keith Colston, Executive Director
311 W. Saratoga Street, Room 273
Baltimere, Maryland 21201
(410) 767.7631
1(800) 714-8813
E-mail: kealstoni@dhr. state.md.us
The Maryland Commission on Indian Affairs (MCIA) serves as the afficial statewide agency for American
Indians and initiates and supports a wide range of activities that promote the welfare of Marpland's Indian
people and further the understanding of American Indian history and culture. The MCIA also provides a forum
Jor the concerns of Maryland’s Indian communities and aperates as a vital liaison between these communities
and the State and Federal governments. For further information about MCIA, vigit the website at

! i sailorsite neinden
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W. Bham
U5 301 / Gov. Harry Nice Memorial Bridge
March 12, 2008
Pape 4
COMMONWEALTH of VIRGINIA
L. Prcsmon Bryar, I Department of Historic Resources e
Secretary of Naural Resources ; f Amri Dircctn
Preservation Maryland 2801 Kensington Avenue, Richmond, Virginia 23221

24 W, Saratoga Street
Baltimaore, MD 21201

Telk (B0 167-2323
Fax: (RI4) 167-230]
TODx: {S1k) 36723506

Contact: Tyler Gearhart, Executive Director 17 March 2008 wuewalhr.virginia g
410-685-2886
FAX 410-538-2182
E-mail: Ms Megan Elum
Preservation Marpland, fsided in 1931, is the siate s oldest historic preservation arganization, Jis early aciivities were Maryland Transportation Authority
dedicated to preserving historic praperties essociated with well known peaple and events in Marydand s kistory. More EII‘O Ilisr;enmg Highway
Suite

recently, Preservation Maryland has concentrated on assisting with various preservation efforts at both the local and
state levely through advocacy, owtreach, and finding progranis,

Baltimore, Maryland 21224

Slarl:tCnunly Heritage Commission
‘o Southern Maryland Studies Center 5 " . . . ¢
Charles County Community College Re: Pr:Lnnlimry Cultral Resource Studics for the Govemor Harry W. Nice Memorial Bridge Improvement
0. Box 910 i S
Ring George County, Virginia
La Plata, MD 20646-0510 DHER Flle # 2006.139%
Contact: Sally Barley
301 -934-Do42 Dear Ms Blum:
The Charles Cownty Hevitage Commission is resp bie for the develop af archival collections for Southern

Maryiand. These collections are housed aif the Charles County Community College.

Charles County Historical Trust, Inc.
Box 11430 Edgehill Road

We have received your leter of 21 February 2008 discussing the preliminary resulis of the culiural resource siudies
for the replacement of the Governor Harry W, Nice Memorial Bridge. In your correspandence you mentioned that
ihe Maryland Transporistion Authosity (MTA) is working with Patricia Albert, Naval Surface Warfare Ceater’s
(Dahlgren) NEPA and Cultural Resource Manager, in order to identify any further survey that may be required for

Newberg, MD 20664 architectural properties. It should be noted that the Department of Historie Resources (BHR) and Dahlgren have ot
Contagt: David Rose agreed on appropriate National Register of Hisloric Places boundaries for the non-residential historic district (here,
301-259-4393 Further consultation is necessary on this isue.

The Charles County Historical Trust, fuc. assizis the Maryland Historical Trust in prowoting and monitoring historic
preservation activites in Charles Cownty in its role as a county advisory ovrganization.

‘With respect o archaecdogical resources, we do not understand why the MTA proposes to limit archacological
investigations to the north of Rowte 301 while, in our opinion, it is just as likely that the sowth side of Route 301 has
the potential for sites as well. We would recormend conducting archacological survey south of Route 201 in addition

Potemae River Heritage 1o the planned survey work to the north of the roadway.

clo Accokeek Foundation . " o o

3400 Bryan Point Road ‘We would like to remind the Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) and MTA that although Virginia does not
Accokeek, MD 20607 Bave any resident federally recognized [ndian tribes, there are wibes outside of our borders that claim Virginia as par
Contaet: Susan Van Buren of their ancestral lands.  Therefore, please ensure that 4 good failh efforl is made to identify and contact such tribes
301-283-2113 about this undertaking pursuant to the requirements of Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act.

Fax: 301-238-2049
Ar organization dedicated to préserving the history and natural beauiy of the Potonae River Heriiage Area. A candidate
heritage area.

1 you have any questions reganding our comments, please call me at (804) 367-2323, Exi. 114,

Administrative Services Capital Begion Office Tidewater Regioa Office Roascke Region Office Morthern Region Office
HFCounbiouse Ay 2801 Kensangion Ave, 14415 Ol Commthouse Way, 2 Floor 1034 Penmar Ave.. SE 357 Main Sercer
Petershurg, VA 23303 Richmeond, ¥ i S0 Rnascde, VA 24013 P Do 519

Tel: (RO} 863- 1624 Tel (R0 34T k Tel: | 540} B57-7585 Saepliciis Oy, VA 22655
Fax: (B4} 8626198 Fax: (BI4) J67-231 Fax- (7571 K56 29048 Fax: {340 857-T5RE Tel: (5400 BGE.T001

Fax: (5400 BEE-T0A3
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Purpose and NeedfAlternatives Retained for Detailed Study

Project Name & Limits: Nice Bridge Improvement Project

Having reviewed the attached Purpose and Meed/Alternatives Retained for Detailed Study, the

follmning. ?m agency (by signing this documant):
Federal Highwey Administration National hizrine Fisheres Service

LS. Ay Corps of Enpinaers Maryland Department of the Eniranmeant
LS. Enviranmental Protection Agancy W of Transporation

LS. Fish and Wildifa Service Wirginla Department of Environmantal Qualigy
LS. Coast Guard

_'\/Cmm (without comments) ___ Concurs (w/ minor comments) _ Does Not Concur

Commenits { Reasons for Non-Concurense:

Note: Pleaso do not provide “conditional™ conetrmence. You should effher concur with the information as
prw!dedmvg\ou[cwmmk ar with mifor comments) or mot concur untif revisions are made or additional

Aiditiorat Information Neaded:

Signature: /zf@ Dats: ;S”f.aﬁ
Vd 7

Please ratum this form o

M. Megan Slum

Environmental Manager, Division of Capita! Planning
Maryland Transpertation Autherily-Point Broeza
2310 Broening Highway, Suite 125

Baltimaore, MD 21224

(f) 410-537-5653

mblum | @mncts, statemed.us

A

STATE OF MARYLAND
MARYLAND STATE POLICE

Barrack “H" La Plata

MART OIALLEY 9500 Mitchell Road
GOVERRGR La Plata, Maryland 20646
ANTHORY 0. Sl 301-392-1200 “M?Muul-'n:mmn
LT, GEWERMOR FERINTE
May 5, 2008

M. Glen Smith, Project Manager
Division of Capital Planning
Maryland Transportation Authority
2310 Broening Highway, Suite 150
Baltimore, Maryland 21224

Mr. Smith:

Thank you for including me in your project study pan for the Governor Harry W, Nice
Bridge. As the Barrack Commander of the Maryland State Police, La Platz Barrack I believe that
Alernate Plan 5 would be the best choice. This allemate provides the best choice for the continuing
growth that has occarred in Southern Maryland and King George County.  Alternete Plan 5 also
appears to be the less disruptive. [strongly believe thal there should be at least two lanes of traffic in
each direetion to keep up with future growth and traffic patterns,

1 hispe that [ have answened vour questions or addressed your concerns if not I ean be reached

at 301-392-1234.
Sincerely,

L7 %}E—
Randelph LSt s, Lieutenant

Commanding Barrack “H*
Department of State Police

RLS:tej

“Marpland’s Finest™
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Office of the Sheriff
LCharles County, Harplany

Hoadguariors
@815 Crain Hwy - P.O, Box 189
La Flata, Marylend 20846-01 85
301-609-8400

May 5, 2008

Glen Smith, Project Manager
Division of Capital Planning
Maryland Transportation Autnarity
2310 Broening Highway, Suite 150
Baltimore, MD 21224

Dear Mr. Smith:

I would like to thank you for the opportunity to comment on the expansion or
replacement of the Harry W. Nice Bridge.

Our expertise is not the creation or upgrading of our transportation infrastructure. With
that said, as public servants we do hear the comments of our citizens about the bridge and the
frustration sometimes fell by the lack of expansicn over the years. Honestly, with few
axcaptions from time to time, the brdge serves our citizens and public safety well. There are
times, generally in the summer months and particularly on Sunday afterncons and evenings,
you do not want to depend on the bridge traveling northbound into Maryland because of the
hour or two wait to cross the bridge.

Of course, since September 11, 2001, a lot of time, affort, and planning have been done
to prepare for the possible evacuation of the Metropoitan arsa of Washington, D.C. The traffic
capacity of fhe bridge has been a large obstacle. Fortunately, the Shariff's Office has a great
working relationship with the Transportation Authority Police assigned to the Harry W. Nice
Bridge.

in closing, our comments regarding which option should be chosen are made in the
broadest terms because of cur lack of expertise, Allernate 6 and Allernate 7 appear to be most
beneficial to the citizens of Charles County mainly because of the possibilily of leaving the
current bridge for recreational purposes.  When & dscision has been made by the
Transportation Authority, we would be pleased to assist in any way possile to implement and
proceed through the construction phase of the new infrastructure.

Once agaln, | would like to thank you and the Maryland Transportation Authority for
allowing ug to comment on this project. We wish you tremendeus success and lock forward to

being a part of the final project in the future.
Sinceraly, W

Rex W Coffey, Sheriff
Charles County, Maryland

()

A Imemationally
Accradited Agency

I01-FAE-22E2 (Metw) 304-753-8200

La Plata Distriet Stasan
S04-802-2222 {Metra| 301-670-0232

Inctian Hoad Distrint Station

Waldon! District Stalion
301-EA2-TITT (Madre) 309-B70-6060

@eor Qe (g unly B,
‘;‘J‘;‘}a_ .
@

e "d’\%
N
DEPARTMENT OF EMERGENCY SERVICES
OPERATIONS DIVISION
8122 Kings Highway
King Gaorge, Virginia 22485
Telephone: (540) 775-4584
Fax, (540) 775-8060
v king-geonpe. va.us

May 16, 2008

Mr. Glen Smith

Project Manager, Division of Capital Planning
Maryland Transporiation Authority

2310 Broening Highway

Suite 150

Baltimore, MD 21224

RE: Nice Bridge Improvement Project Alternates

Drear Glen Smith,

DAVIDW. MOODY,
FIRE/RESCUE CHIEF
g waiste:

STEVEN 0. BASHAM

CEPUTY FIRE/RESC UE CHIEF

T L Y -
SHAWN M, McDERMOTT
CAPTAIN | OPERATIONS CFFICER
s

ot Krggnargn slals, . sn

Adter reviewing your letter dated Aprit 28, 2008, which outlines each alternate
under consideration for the Nice Bridge Improvement Project, [ am in favor of any one of
the alternates listed in regards to emergency services, with the exception of Altemate #1
which is to do nothing. [n my opinion, any upgeades and/or improvements that are
completed would be substantially better than what currently exists and would improve the
response effectiveness of emergency vehicles during an emergency, It is important to
note that during any phase of construction or re-routing of traffie, it will be important to
ensure that necessary actions are taken to ensure that emergency equipment from both
Maryland and Virginia have appeopriate accessibility during emergencies.

If you have any questions or concems, please feel free to contact me at (540) 775-

4584,
Sincerely,

S L (b

David W. Moody
Fire/Rescue Chief

July 2009
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: U, Crianies Coonry GovERimMENT
\Department of Emergency Services

William 0. Stephens,
Interim Direcios

11 Fing EMS
Commenications

Aol Corlod
Emerpency Medical
arvices

Falsa Alam Rsduction Lnit
(FARU}

Homeland Securty

Tacticd Risporss Toam

0425 fupder Laew - La Plals, MO ZDE48 - 30718033400 + P 3H-E09.3490

P e Y
Marytane iskay Somvoe: 7-1-1 - TOD: 10078125
Equal Opposhunity County - Say No To Drugs

Charies Conurty Commistioners
Wayme Coopes, Presideat
Edlih 1. Pattersan, Ed.I, WP
Reuben B, Collins, 11

Samuel N, Graves, Jr

Gary ¥. Hodge

Pal W, Comfart, Kse,
County Administrator

May 19, 2008

Mr. Glen Smith

Project Manager

Division of Capital Planning
Waryland Transportation Authority
2310 Broening Highway, Suite 150
Baltimore, Maryland 21224

Re: Nice Bridge Improvement Praject
Dear Mr. Smith:

Thank you for the opportunity to review and ecomment on the various build
altemates outlined in your letter of Apnl 28, 2008,

While any improvement to the design and capacity of the Nice Bridge can
only work to improve traffic flow and serviceability of the span, | am not
professionally gualified to judge as fo whather it is more appropriate to
rehabilitate the existing bridge or take that span out of service. Therefare, | will
limit my comments in that regard, and instead address issues that are critical fo
the delivery of public safety servicas in tarms of improved emargency surface
road and aviafion access, as well as timely and efficient movement of the public
during emergencies.

The Nics Bridge is considered by Charles County to be a parf of our critical
infrastructure in that it serves as a major travel route for both the provision and
receipt of Fire/EMS mutual aid, and serves as a major northfsouth evacuation
route in response to a wide variety of emergencies or disasters. In recognition
of that uzage, | ask that your agency work closely with cur departmant during

CHARLES COUNTY MARTLAND
P riz Eaplia Fly~

htay 19, 2008

hiice Biiriges pege2
the project design and construction phases to identify factors potentially affecting vehicular and
aviation access, and to develop contingency plans facilitating both emergency access and evacuation
considerations throughout the projects life.

Please contact me if you have any guestions, or if you need additional information.

Ce:  Mr Paul Comfort, County Administrator
Mr. Chuck Beall, Director, Planning and Growth Management
Mr. Duane Svites, Volunteer County Fire Chief

WDEwds

July 2009
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COMMONWEALTH of VIRGINIA

Colonel W. . {Steve) Flaherty DEPARTMENT OF STATE POLICE

Supermntendent

(80} 6742000 9300 Brook Road, Glen Allen, Virginia 23060

June 3, 2008

Mr. Glen Smith, Project Manager
Division of Capital Planning
Maryland Transportation Authority
2310 Broening Highway, Suite 150
Baltimore, Maryland 21224

Ref: Nice Bridge Improvement Project

Dear hir. Smith:

Let me start by sending my sincerest thanks to you and your staff for allowing the
Virginia State Police and the key public service agencies, impacted by the
planned renovations of the Nice Bridge, to provide feedback on propesed
construction alternatives. It is always a pleasure to work with agencies that value
the input of organizations that deliver services to the motoring public. Your
initiation of this open dislogue speaks volumes to the degree of professionalism
of you and your staff, as well as that of the Maryland Transportation Authority.

s the Commander of Division One, | requested First Sergeant William G.
Blydenburgh, Area Commander of the State Palice Office that patrols bath
Caroline County and King George County, to research this matter and to discuss
the proposed construction options with local emergency services representatives.
This was completed and based on the information gleaned it would appear that
while all concurred that bridge work was needed, there was a consensus that any
type of construction would most certainly disrupt the traffic flow in and along the
Nice Bridge corridor. However, all players concurred that whatever option is

A KWATIONALLY ACCREDITED LAW EMFORCEMERT AGERCY
TOD  1-800-%53-3144

Nice Bridge Improvement Project
Page 2

chosan that the residual effects can be circumventad through advanced notice
and planning. Additionally, those polled agreed the most viable option was
Alternate 6 or Alternate 7, as this would alleviate the need to tie in the existing
bridge and once completed would provide for better ingress and egress on both
the Virginia side, as well as that of Maryland. 1 should mention here that to fully
comprehend the patential impact on traffic this matter will need further research
and it is my understanding, based on our earlier conversation, that this is being
completed by the Virginia Department of Transportation. [t is the suggestion of
this office, and all invelved, that you maintain contact with this agency, as well as
VDOT, to develop a contingency plan that will ensure that delivery of emergency
services is not disrupted by whatever construction option your agency chooses.

In cloging, | have requested that First Sergeant Blydenburgh maintain continued
contact with the individuals polled above as well as the local Virginia Department
of Transportation representative so that any and all issues or perceived issues
can be addressed either by this office or passed along to you.

I logk forward to working with you on this very important endeavor and would like
to extend the offer for you or any of your staff to feel free to contact this office at

(804) 553-3457 or First Sergeant Blydenburgh at (804) 633-6799 if you should
have any questions or need further assistance regarding this matter,

Sincerely,

Gt 2. iy
Steven L. Chumley, Captain jrr

Commander, Division One
SLC/ib

Cc:; First Sergeant William C. Blydenburgh

July 2009
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Maryland Department of Planning

Martn € bty Maryland Historical Trust e Pt
T i
August 29, 2008

Ms. Megan Blum

Environmental Manager

Division of Capital Planning
Meryland Transportation Authonty
2310 Broening Highway, Swite 150
Baltimore, MD 21124

Re: The Governor Harry W. Nice Memorial Bridge Improvement Project,
Historic Resources Survey and Determination of Eligibility
Charles County, Maryland

Drear Ms. Blum,

Thank you for providing the Maryland Historical Trust {Trust) with a copy of the Maryland Historic Resources Survey
and Determination of Eligibility Repord (Volumes T ard I, We have reviewed the documentation and are writing to
pravide comments in accordance with Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act and the Maryland
Historical Trust Act of 1985, as amended, State Finance and Procursment Article §§ 5A-125 and 3A-326 of the
Annotated Code of Meryland.

Volume I of the repart provides a project description, discusses the project's rescarch design and includes a thorough
historic context. Valume [ presents information on the historic resources located within the area of potential effects
(APE). Five (5) ressurces were docunented using Determination of Eligibility (DOE)Y forms, while six {5} resources
received DOE Sherl Forms. An additional ten (10} resourees had previous determinations of eligibility within the
APE. As aresult of the investigations, four (4) resources are cligible for listing in the National Register of Historic
Places, Below we present our specific corments on the results of the historic resources survey,

The following resources are eligible for listing in the National Register of Historie Places:
e The Governor Harry W. Mice Memorial Bridge (MIHP Mo, CH-376);
s Potmae River Bridge Administration Building (a contributing resource to MIHP No, CH-376);
»  Raven's Crest (MIHP Mo, CH-164);
*  Murshall's Rest (MIHF No. CH-140).

While we agree with the Maryland Transportation Authority {(MdATA) that the Raven’s Crest property is eligible for
listing in the Mational Register of Historie Places, we are unable to concur with the historic resoorce boundazy, The
boundary suggested by MdTA was an arbitrary 0.50 acre lot centered on the dwelling and excluded all other structures
and landscape features, We have determined that the entire | 55-acre purcel should be considered the historle resource
boundary until an appropriate and justified refinement of the boundary can be completed. The larger houndary
encompasses the significant riverside setting and conveys the relationship between the farmhouse, fields and Potomac
River. The boundary also includes the smokehouse, crib barn, sgricultural fields snd at least one add itional barn not
ideniified in the survey form. For the purposes of MdTA's undertaking, we can proceed with the entire 155-acre
boundary through the project planning process.

100 Community Phice o Cronomsnille, Marplond 270322023
Telephane; 4005147600 « v 4109874071 « Tell Frver 1LEOO 7500218 = TTY Uhers: Merylaad Relay
& Inttevaer: wommarplanaiorivalis. net

s, Megan Blum

The Governor Hammy W, Nice Memorial Bridge [mprovement Project,
Historic Resources Survey and Determination of Eligibiliny

Page 2

Also, your documentation fists the Lee Graves (MIHP No, CH-181) as eligible for listing in the Mational Register of
Historic Places. Please note that Lee Graves was determined Mot Eligible for listing in the National Register of
Historic Places in 1999 az part of the US 301 South Corridor Transportation Study,

We agree with MATA that the following resources are not eligible for listing in the National Register of Historic
Places:

Lovwer Cedar Point (MIHFP Mo, CH-204);

Contad Posey Property (MIHP No. CH-746);

Old Cedar Point Subdivision (CH-10017;

Commercial Property at 12165 Rock Point Road;

Comunereial Property at 12179 Rock Point Road;

Residence at 12155 Crain Highway (LIS 301);

Commercial Property at 12090 Crain Highway (US 30 );

Agricultural Outbuilding at 12250 Crain Highway (US 301);

CRE R

‘We have not made a determination of eligibility for the Waolleston Manor Historieal Marker, for which MdTA
prepared a Short Form DOE. As a marker to commemaorate the people, cvents and places of special significance to the
State, the Trust does fol assess the National Register eligibility of the roadside signage itself. If the undertaking
requires the relocation of the historical marker, please contact Nancy Kurtz, administraror of the roadside marker
program at nkurtz@mdpstate.md.us or 416-514-7648,

As project planning progresses, please coordinate with our office to assess the cffect of the undertaking on historic
resources. We trust that the MdTA will carefully examine all prudent and feasible alternatives that avoid adverse
effects on historic properties and enable the viable use of the historically significant Harry W. Nice Memorial Bridge.
We look forwend to working with the MdJTA to achieve a safe and efficient crossing that effectrvely balances project
needs and historie preservation issues,

We thank you for vour cooperation and assistance and we leok forwerd to ssisting you to complete your historic
preservation responsibilities for this undertaking, If you have questions or require additional information, please
contact Tim Tamburring at 410-514-7637 or tamburrino@mdp. state.md.us, Thank you for providing us this
pPOTTURILY 6 comment,

Sincerely,

1. Rodney Litle § ﬁq—/
Director/State Historic Preservation Officer

IRLITIT
0001408
=5 Diennis Simpson (MdTA)
Melissa Williams (MdTA)
Glen Smith (MdTA)
Mare Holma (VA SHPO)
Cathy Hardy (Charles County Department of Planning)
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County Commissioners of Chatles County

F.C. B0 2150 & LA PLATA, RAAUTTLAND  ZOBA

{0t} 5400 - TR BTO-X0004 T L FRKE [I77) AIZE708
TIO 1-800-FM-Z258 0 7=1=1 &4 FAK [301) Ge5-D0E1

Soptemiber 16, 2008

Dioar Secratary Povead:

appraciate the apportmity to proseat Churles County's tecapovttion peioedtes for fecal yexr
mlo,murﬂdpaﬁnnntmmmlmmmm mmOomba‘s.m Dnrhuﬂ:epmrwwh::

with our clected from neighborng joredictions through Teb-Cowaty for Scutherm
Meryland and the Commmission to Stdy Soathern Marglnad Teanzpoctetion Neods, r aiidress our significant
rogional portiea .

In 20407 the Charles County Comminsoncrs cmdid b eoripvehemlve review of o tronepertation
needs, reaikring 1n our adopefon of the thllowring, which momein the Coonty's higheat tramspoctation priritica:

« Comrtructirm of o west=m Bypass of Waldoef with lled accesa, xlocting the ali with the
lewwt pateghle snviretinental impect on the Mattawoman Coeek watershed;

“Celobrating 360 Yoars™
1688 - 2404

BAY DT GRINGE - EOUAL DPPORTUNTY COUNTY

Secretary
Septermher 16, 2008
Fage Two

s Construction af a Limited Upgrads of 13 Roate 301 to facilitte taffic Aow and relieve congaation
& the mon oritionl failing intevseotions, while micirizing the digplecament of evisting turinesses
along the higheerny; and

[ Amknndumhnmlmwmnmbus.WMSmdmmmgﬁmﬂu
deﬁ:ﬂﬁmnflmhuuuiduaﬁsnmmmﬂﬂ;m-nﬁwmmaﬁm; enhmoed noposer bos
arrvics, & fmplementation of fasihle: high-capasity trinslt options suh Bus Repid Tesosit (ecbosive
e Lises eud gradln sepecation o Light Rail Trousit, ad oubmimating in the esublistment of a foeed-
rall troosit aymtem froy Watdoef Whits Plabe o the Breach Averuz Metrorafl Sttion in Peincs
Cezngs's Covuty.

These zeovain the top pricelly towmaportation projecta of Charles Coumty, aod biwe boon mdorsod by
the TrCounty Councll for Bouthem Maryland end fhe Commission tn Smdy Soothom Morpland
Tramportation Nesxds, hmﬁmwmmmmmm- Il!lnf'ﬂ:vCunnb"saﬁhmul
pdorities For the: upconing year, which are pressntad i san thet 3 tar the divisioms o MDOT
that overses these activities. Thars pocjects are needed to facilitate the engolng icplemertation of our lmg-

Tange comprebamsive e sub-gren plaw. We rqoest yoor oonmoltment G thest tranaportation sywham
impum .

Tho Charles Couty Comenitaioa:zx support 3 comprehenzive approsch that Intagrates trensporiation
and Hod we policy. Thoough the impRmecntation of the 2004 Comprebensthys Plan and the "Waldoc! Sub-
Arte Floo, e o woeking to cocotzage higher density, trensit-odenied, pedertrian-Bisndly, mixed-use
Gevelopomt in the wibean oo of the Thevelopmeant Dizstrict that will erable 12 to fijops fitore growth in
Waldorf, and recoce s and acbwrten development presscons in the: Cownty’s Ture! scems, Theae policies
will alsn suppoet fitore imesatmeat in high cascity pubiie eacslt. O plemed reaiderisl sod commorsial
mmhqmmmmmmmﬂmﬂ,mwﬂumm“m
including pedastrlans and bioycles.

%hmhﬁiuﬂnWUdande Study which will provide oy with roning and

.mm[am these Iaod v obitetives. W beliews that cnly by conedinathiy var

mmlﬂmmham&nnnmdmmmmm
sucoesgilily naest owr trnsporietion oeda for e et gensrstion.

Thank you for your cortimued ¢ooperation: and support. We look Brward to working with you and
“your sttt ﬂ‘ynnluvemrqumimn plesse do oot hasitate to comtact Me Choek Beall, Diroctor of the

Degatipant of Plaming & Growth Miougoood, « 2016450324, or by BMall ar
hesllochacleseonty.og .

July 2009
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higyor Qene Ambrogio, Ty of L2 Plew

Wiz, i) Mz, Thom of Ta Platn

Miyor Duapiy Schiirlen, Towe of [ndlas Haad
Mz, Ryan Hicke, T af Tdion Haad

ATTACHMENT 1
Addtilonnl Priority Transportatlon Inprevememt Prejects

STATE HICHWAY ADMINISTRATION
Project Mamuing Pricrifics

nitinte & groject planwing snady for the Marylmd Roue & Connector In the Town of La Platm, nowr
thet SHA hes conpleied ta fewalbility study for this pmoject. Thin roadwey would connoat axieting
MDD 6 st Willow Lane to U.E 301, providing sdditional congestion ralisf within tha Tovn of Ly
Plute. mmmhmmmuaanlmmmm-mm
apparted by tha 1.8, 301 Commdttze and inclodes i e angaing U.5. 101 Soath
Corrider Sody. The Maryhand Ronte § Commenter projest has been placed an the Comnty's top peoject
plenning sudy with the enderstanding that the US. Roue 381 Waldoof Trmsportsdon Project
(Waldorf TFpgreda/Byvpans], is aleady fimded snd incloded o the CTF progmm.

In conrdinatinn with Calvert Comty, we aeok the widening of MD 231 in pase inneeasing Levely of
oongestion. The need fir thil peojoct o idewified oa o racormeided State highravay pxeject in fhe
Ceanrty's 2006 Comprahengios Pl (Pagn 5-18). Alea, fion Marpbrd 231 projest 2 om the rogiomal
transpartation priocity et pspaned by the Regioosl Infostmctore Advisocy Commatisa of the Tel-
Comuty Comed] for Southem Maryland. We nadsekind that MD 231 s in the Narional Hlghmey
Systum. IE iz the only highwey [inking Chades Cenry wits Calvert Coucty.

. Ox of e implemamation sretegiss for 1ha 2001 Brysns Roaddndisn Head Sob-Area Pl i the

development of & vew "Town Commen™ in tha vieinty of MD Route 227 md Metthews Boed fo
m-hmdnmﬂp@mﬁﬂymmmﬁxﬁuﬂmkﬂ

Agiditongl trprovaments inainda strestxans enbensaments to MD Rauts 210 within the
pqoud'l‘h‘mCmm The Counly is sanking aseistmoa wich planning snd iylamentriion for thin
preject, both in tarme of tachnioal design ssslstnce and prodect: funding,

SHA Distrive 5 Prioviiles

Wmdmhnmmmswhﬂmmhmmuf

the Hughasville Byress. The County hes completsd o Revitwlization Plan for the Village of
Hngheaville and #e strestzcape & a key clemant of the reviteltmtion etrategy. This stresiscape will
enbwns the revimbization of the villuge end provida roadeey and pedestrian eabhemeaments.

. Traffie congestion along Leonamiown Rowd (MD Business Rouwk: 5] betwesn US. Romte 301 md

Post Office Road coothiies th iphiblt the oBedent movettient of vehicles throogh s aeation of
highwy. Gridlock conditions ot during peak hours in this arca.  We mquest & re-svaluation of
the tuming movement quewes at the U8 301 inersection 1o better coardinete maffs flows okt
enxthound Lacnardiown Road, Basthound traffic ragularly backs ug Inte the 718, Roule
301 intemaction. We alro ask that you re-wvaluate the tmffic signal timing synelronizetion of the
traffic signals betwoan Poit Offiee Ried and 118, Route 301 o ensurs maxinnm cficicocy of traffic
flews throngh thase inteviactions, We o curreatly working with Mr. Dennis Geytuan and his project
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twoam Fxr a Commuonity Enbwpcement projoct wlong WD 925 comider. We appeecinte SHA'S psaistincs
8 we reviizie ad irquove this cormidor of Waldorf,

Alwo, we ara cumently working with Me Grog Welle, District Bogloeer to oo the addition of a
oo Lage from west-bonnd MDD § Busnes onts aorthbomnd MD 925 (Old Washington Road) The
property on this corner i corently vacamt snd wernld provide a mch nosded tom lane, Forther
alleviats atiom at L e Rood end Od Washington Road.

5. An additionn] trevel lene {5 geeded, in sech direction, 1o mlicve ixatasing congestion slong LIS 301
frenn pouth of Smaltwood Tiedve to soith of MD 227, Tha tapar of the §-lens saction af U.5. 301 o 4
lmes seuth of Smaltwond Dirive creates increasing bk doring pesi and cormin offpenk hours,
Fvahuation of fae syochrontzztlon of the four 17,9, 30 triffo sighals in White Plins mey elso seduss
tongestion. These intersections are Billingsley Boad, DeMar Road, Theoders Creen Boulsverd, and
WD 227,

] L

MARYLAND TRANSPORTATION AVTHORITY (M4TA)

7. An expamsion of the Crovernor Harey Mice Bridge i 4 lines, oomslnient sith the armthhound mmd
neribhoond approachen of US. 300 to the bhodjs, i nestagary o redoce el congesdon.  This
bridge is alas & major Lmitng feotoe i fhe path of evacnation fron Washinghn D.C. t pedets south,
Should o nadural dieester ar an iszoe of Homelaod Seouity s, this badge woold cieate & sajor

project cogineering phase of tie projett.

MARYLAND TRANSIT ADMINISTRATRON

3. The County continnea to sock fmding for & tranafer sation for the County’s Van(G0r servicos naedad &t
finc 1.5, 307/mel hwood Dirive DPack and Rid: Seollity. The trenefer pervilion woeld facllitete, franafer
operatiom fior the Tocal trensit system, minimiing confusion for peasengoms end providing m see for
ndormeation sacvicss mod comvemisase fucfitles for drivers. Additionally, the sepamtinn of losal
LN apntema. W alio conti by peely an incerace of Siate finding to sustain existing aperations.

9. Fruvide fmding for oew VeoGo scrviee {o the Indim HeedRrysms Boad mea.  Additional sarvica
ﬁm@mhmﬂdhmﬂiﬂfmﬁbﬁuﬂiﬂmiﬂdnﬂhpﬁﬁﬁﬂnﬁllﬁlﬁﬂ!
altemative for individuels without acoces 0 #0 astomobile whe em socking employmant and
tramportating by werk,

10. Pravide funding for 3PS systems oo the toemeit valicles io help tmck and iponiter operations and
provid o and service o id

11. Contioue by implement the recommendztions of the “MD 5/ US3017 MIX228 Corrlders Pk and Ride
Foasibility Study-She [Hantificatlon Repert,™ Ociober 2001, This repert idoatifics Incations fir oew
park and ride Sacilifics. New fanilities in prosimity to proposed tmmait stativns and oxisting mil Locs
withiz Cheges County are necassary o meet the grorving demand for VenGO end commuotzr bus

13, ityplementation
. w&amﬁmhﬂ:p&.umsmmmmdﬁm

E
£
%.
i

comrmer bus riders, az well ay potemtls] fatoe mil station Incatons. As e fugegt growing
commser b syshem i the State, wnd realizing the escalating peics of
additioval Park and Bide Lot to faci]itan the growth of thix vitel taoxit sarvice.

E
g
|
¥

priecte renal sarvices o ing lamd us that peek to inaresne denaity in
Ao trons thremgh om Suthoonring polales ity in the
Chperles Coumty also seeks acoslamt=d joo of MTA' “Trxrwit Service Saging Plan,™ the
way in the defiued tomst comidor. The Tri-Courty Comeil for Southern, Marpland, the Commisvion
1o Study Svutbern Maryland Traneportation Meods, the Frince Geomge's Comuty CounetT, and the
Boards of County Commissimmers of the thme Somthem Marylmd coonties heve all sndorad the
accolernted Emplementation of high-cepacty transit servics in the U.S. I01MD § corridor, fom
White Flains io the Brench Avenns Metweil Bintion, The Td-County Council for Souhery
Maryland has identified this prajact as & top regiozal priodty. ‘We sppeet light rait ransit e 0 loag-
standing priacity of the Commy snd the mgEon, mod look forwrd 1o wodking with MTA 10 trplenent
it salntions for Cherles County sod Southern daryland.
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L. Prestan Beyant, Ir.
Seeretary of Nawral Resources

COMMONWEALTH of VIRGINIA

Department of Historic Resources
2801 Kensington Avenue, Richmond, Virginia 232210311

Katlileen 8, Kilpatrick
Director

Tel: (804) 367-2323
Fax: {804) 1672301
TOD: (804) 3672356
wivwedhrvinginli.goy

17 September 2008

Ms Megan Blum

Muryland Transportation Authority
2310 Broening Highway

Suite 150

Baltimore, Maryland 21224

Re: Archacological Phase 1A Memorandum for the Governor Hamy W, Mice Memorial Bridge
Improvement Praject .
King George County, Yirginia
DHR File # 2006-1393

Dear Ms Blum:

We have received for our review and comment the repoit titled “Governor Harry W, Nice Memorial Bridge
Improvement Project, Virginin Archeological Phase IA Memorandum™ prepared by A.D. Marble &
Compuny and the Maryland Transportation Authority.

Due to the potential for intact subsurface remains, we recommend that a Plase | archacologieal survey be
conducted for the preferred alignment to include areas of construetion-related nctivities such as buried
utilities, staging areas, and borrow sites, The survey must be conducted by a quahified archaeologist in
accordance the Areheology and Historle Preservation: Seereteny of the hurerior s Standards and Gildellies
(48 FR 44716-42) and the Virginia SHPO's Guldelines for Conucting Cultural Resource Swrvey in
Firginia (rev. 2003) or subsequent revisions and changes to this deeument. Two bound archival copies of
the resulting report should be submitted to our office for review and approval prior to any ground
disturbance. Once we have the results of the survey, we will be able to advise you whether any further
{nvestigations are warranted.

[f you have any questions regarding our comments, please call me at (#04) 367-2323, Ext, | 14,

Maie/Holma, i i

Officeof Review and Compliance
Adminigirmtive Scrvices Cupital Region Ofliee Tidewater Regglon Offee Ranoke Region Ofce Honhem Reglon Office
10 Courthousg Avenue 2801 Keniingtoin Ave. 14415 Old Couinhouse Way. 29 Ploar 1036 Penmar Ava., SI 5357 Main Siieet
Perwrsburg, VA 23803 Richmand, VA 23321 Newpor News, VA 21608 Roanoke, VA 24013 PO Baa 519
Tel: (§04) 8631624 Tel: (80} 367-2323 Tel: (757) 886-2807 Tl {S40) H57-7383 Stephent City, VA 22655
Fux: (804) 862:0196 Fax: (804) 3672301 Fax: {757 836-290% Fax: ($40) BS7.7588 Tel: (340) H68-7031
Vax; (340) 868-7013

Maryland Department of Planning

Aty C‘m"ﬂ'y Maryland Historical Trust M”"’"ﬁm’,‘f" Ak
Anrhany G, Brain Miithew ], Power
L, Gawnrar ity Seereary

November 14, 2008

Ms. Megan W. Blum, Environmental Manager
Capital Planning Division

Maryland Transportation Authority

2310 Broening Highway

Suite 150

Raltimore, M 21224

Re: US 301 / Governor Harry W, Nice Memorial Bridge Improvement Project
Charles County, Maryland

Dear Msrmfl:n; M?ﬂ

“Thank you for your recent letter, dated 16 October 2008 and received by the Maryland Historical Trust (Trusyon |7
October 2008, regarding the above-referenced project. The lettor included revised copies of the eryllnnd Trnusgmntlun
Authority's (MATA)} Marvland Archeologieal Phase IA Memorandum. The Trust reviewed the submitted materials
pursuant to Seetion 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act of 1966, as amended and the Maryland Historical Trust
Act of 1985 as amended, State Finance and Procurement Article §§ SA-325 and 5A-326 of the Annotated Code off
Maryland. We offer the following comments

Trust stafl examined the following technical memorandum provided with your submittal; Maryland Archeological Phase
14 Memorandem, Governor Harry W, Nice Bridge hnprovement Project, Charles County, Maryland, King Gearge
Caunty, Virginia [MATA October 2008 (Revised)]. The revised d quately the Trust's co s
(dated 12 March 2008) on the draft memorandum and we concur with its conclusions and recommendations, We await
further coordination with MdTA regarding the schedule for conducting the archeological studies and request copies of the
scope(s) of work for the terrestrial and underwater surveys for review and s project pl P 15, For the
underwater work, the Trust typically reeommends a fifty foot lane spacing and use of side-scan sonar, magnetometer, and
sub bottom profiler to ensure adequate survey covernge. We understand that the archeological work will need to be
coordinated with appropriate i

investigitions t addiess unexploded ordinanee issues in the survey aress,

I you have questions or need further assistance, please contact Tim Tamburring at 410-514-7637 / :
inof . us or me at 410-514-7631 / b . Thank you for previding us this

opportunity to comment,

Sincerely,

Do Coto—

Beth Cole
Administrator, Project Review and Compliance

EJC/ 200803506

100 Community Place + Crownsville, Maiyland 21032-2023
Trff.ubaur.‘ A10.514.7600 « Fax: 410.9874071 « Todl Free: 1,800.756,01 19 « TTY Users: Maryhind Relay

& Internet: wwnmarplandhistoricaltruie et
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CHARLES COUNTY GOVERNMENT CUARLES Cotiiy
lanning and Growth M ‘
Plapning & anagement MARTLAND®

MELVIN €, BEALL, IR, P.E,, Director Whars Eagles Fly-

June 6, 2008

Ma. Megan Blum

Environmental Manager

Division of Capital Planning,
Maryland Transportation Authority
2310 Broening Highway

Suite 150

Baltimore, MD 21224

Dear Ms. Blum,

Our office received your May 5", 2008 letter and materials regarding the Nice Bridge Improvement
Project. We would like to thank you for the opportunity to review and comment on this project.

We have reviewed Volume 1 and 11 of the Maryland Historical Resources Survey and Determination of
Eligibility Report and concur with the determinations of eligibility for the historic resources mentioned
in the report. However, Pasquahanza (CH-32), one of the four previously identified properties has not
been evaluated for eligibility for listing on the National Register of Historic Places. Charles County
Planning Staff feels that this site may be eligible for listing on the National Register of Historic Places,
Therefore, we would like io request that this site be formally evaluated to determine if it is eligible for
listing on the National Register,

Thank you again for the oppertunity to review and comment on this project. We look forward to

working with you to ensure that Charles County historic resources are minimally impacted by this
project.

Sincerely,

Cathy Hardy
Community Planning Program Minager

ce:  Beth Cole, Maryland Historical Trust

SAY NOTO DRUGS
Past Office Box 2130 * La Plats, Maryland 20646
Adminlstmtion: (301) $45-0627 * Capital Services: (101) 645-0621 * Development Serviess (301) 645-0618 7 (301) §70:3937
Pormits: (301 64%:0692 / (301) K70-393% * Planning: (101) 643-0689 / (301) 6430340/ (301) 70-3395
TDD Transfer Mumber for the Hearing Lmphired: 1-800-735-2258
www.charlessounty. org/pgm ¥
EQUAL GFPORTUNITY COUNTY
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Apr ot 14 20082 8:38AM

Town of Colonial Beach No.5618 P 1a

Nice Bridge Improvamant Projact
Charles Gounty, Maryland
King Georga County, Virginia
Section 106 Censulting Party Respanse Form

TO:

Raraivad Time Aor 11 9:79AM

Maryland Transportation Authority

2310 Broening Highway, Suila 125

Baltimore MD 21224

Atention: Ms. Megan Blum, Environmantal Manager

FROM: nayer ‘Ggug. A UV, |

TOWN OF COLOWIAL BEACH

18 M. Irving Avenust

Talgphone/Fax Numbers: ETVRCLYBLLY |

B0 b=

Yes, my organization would like to ba a censulling party In the Sectien 106
process for the Nice Bridge Impravemant Prajact, My organization,
TOWN OF COLANTAL REACH will be reprasented by

« (Please indlcate below the
malling address mg pgnnn number of the representative f different than tha 2

above.)

No, my organization does not wish to participate as a consulting party for tha Nice
Bridge Improvamant Project,

Indlvidual's or Organization's Demonsirated Interest
Please Check Appropriate Boxfes)

O 1. legal interest

Q 2 economic interast

[} 3. hislorle property(s) concarns

Da you knaw af ancther patential consulting party for this project?
Pleasa llst name and phone number balow.

July 2009



HARRY W.
NICE
BRIDGE

[IMPROVEMENT PROJECT ]

APPENDIX B:

AGENCY CORRESPONDENCE

Nice Bridge Improvamant Project
Charles County, Maryland
King George County, Virginia
Section 106 Cansulting Party Response Form

T0: Maryland Transportation Authority
2310 Broaning Highway, Sulte 125
Baltimore MD 21224
Attention: Ms. Megan Blum, Envirenmental Manager

FROM: _ STEVE MLME"’-
Lo Lox &5
Loves fadr, 4 22942
Telephone/Fex Numbers: Foif 472 327/

/ Yas, my organization would like to be a consulting party in the Section 106
process for the Nice Bridge Improvemant Project. My organization,
NoRmHe g Ak oF Viktiha direiedt suc. will be represented by
STEVE  WALHEA . (Pleasa indicate below the
malling addrass and phone number of the representative if different than the
abova.)

No, my organization doas not wish lo participate as a consulting party for the Nice
Bridge Improvement Projact,

Individual's or Organization's Demonstrated Interest
Please Check Appropriate Box(as)

O 1. lagal interest

[E 2. economic intarest (fmm -‘M)

& 3. historic property(s) concems

Do you know of anather potentlal consulting party for this projact?
Please list name and phone number below.

Nice Bridge Improvement Project
Charies County, Maryland
King George Gounty, Virginia
Section 106 Consulting Party Response Form

TO: Maryland Transportation Authority
2310 Broening Highway, Suite 125
Baltimore MD 21224
Attention: Ms. Megan Blum, Environmental Manager
FAOM: /7T lond Livomisin oo Tadiin AT
01 L) Ppiten »f/rrc-‘fJ Jute Moo
B Mfonure | 1ed Aiaad
Ed

Telaphone/Fax Numbers: o 267263/
dpe- 331207943

X Yes, my organization would [lke to be a consulting party in the Seeticn 106

process for the Nice Bridge Improvament Project, My arganization,
FMIEL A

will be represented by
£ HMebh Lolston . (Plaase indicat balow the

malling address and phone number of the representative If different than the
abova.)

R No, my organization does nat wish to participala as a consulting party for the Nice
Bridga Impravemeant Project.,

Individual's or Organization’s Demonstrated Interest
Please Check Appropriate Box(es)

A1, legal Interest

B 2. economic interest

[ 4. historlc property(s) concerns

Da you know of another potential consuilting party for this project?
Please list name and phone number below.
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Nice Bridge Improvement Project
Charles County, Maryland
King George Caunty, Virginia
Section 108 Censulling Party Respense Form

O Maryland Transportation Authority
2310 Broening Highway, Sults 126
Baltimore MD 21224
Attention: Ms. Magan Blum, Environmental Manager

erom _ Detl Clade

lannes TU qum..\‘.)
Claares (o Cspd
Telephone/Fax Numbers: 1 3’Dl-—£|t eyl

- (1506 R
_/ Yes, my organization would [ike to be a consulting party in the Section 106

process lor the Nice Bridge Improvement Prc;act My organization,
Ly lan will be reprasanted by
. (Ploase indicate below the.
mailing address ahd phone ndmber of tha reprasentative if diffarent than the
above.)

No, my organization doas not wish to participate as a consulting pary for the Nice
Bridge Improvement Project,

Individual's or Organization's Demonstrated Inierest
Please Check Appropriate Box(es)

0 1. legal interest

O 2. economic interest

O 3. historic property(s) concerns

Do you know of anather patential consulting party for this project?
Please list name and phona number balaw.

¥ Vany Hacda  Commumide Planning (e rzm Nana
D&pbf«&-w\“/@{ P’Mf‘ur\.qer C‘}\’Nﬂ?ﬂangﬂawumf &
P-D Bon 2150
Laplata, MD Q.oul—{&.-
3061-396- 5515

lharela M) Adameta t AatL v

Nice Bridge Improvement Project
Charles County, Maryland
King Gearge County, Virginia
Section 106 Consulling Party Response Form

TO: Maryland Transpontation Authority
2310 Broening Highway, Suite 125
Baltimore MD 21224
Attention: Ms, Megan Blum, Environmental Manager

FROM: k.aq{mn[e. Co"""’h" 'ﬁm\nme\ camml'i‘-'_'
c/e Incklveen, Avc P ;k
Divecder of  Craanvnity Dg"e‘i“‘\”’ﬂ'
(9454 Count hM‘:,A‘D‘vM (od

Telaphane/Fax Numbars: sqs 775 71 i
£4s 7% EIZ

hd Yes, my organization would [ike to be a consulting party in the Section 106

mcnss for the Nice irid%g Improvoment Project. My organization,
fanate will be represented by
. (Please indicate below the
mafling addrass and phona number of tha rapresentative If different than the
)

above,

Mo, my organization doss not wish lo participate as a consulling party for the Nice
Bridge Improvement Projact.

|

Individual's or Organization’s Demonstrated Intarest
Plaase Check Appropriate Box(as)

&d 1. legal interast

& 2, aconomic intarest

& 3. historlc property(s) concems

Da you know of anathar potential consulting party for this preject?
Please list name and phone number balow.
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PVANCHIEK we.

Aprii2, 2008
DearMs Blum,

| received 8 letier from you dated March 27, 2008 extending an invitation to participate as a consulting
partyin he section 108 process for the project refarenced above, | hereby make that request.

My proftssional background, involvement with the Maryland Historic Teust, in addition to owning a historic
horme near he project site, provides me with the experiance and interest that will positively enhance the
development process ef this needed impravement.

In addithn o participating with the Maryland Historle Trust for the past 20 years, | own a company,
Planche, Ine., that s contracted with Charles County government. Planchek provides plan review
service s for the issuance of bullding permits in Charles Gounly. Additionally, we pravide inspection
sarvices far Charles County to verify compliance with the bulldings codes — residential and commaercial,
W haws performed these servicas o Charles County since 1984. Prior to that venture, my wife and |
aparated an Architectural firm in the county.

My perzonal residence, Edge Hill Farm, is a praperty listed in the Maryland Historlc Trust, Edge Hill Farm
is located near the project site.

Ploase advise ma of your deciaien in this matter in a timaly manner so that | may adjust my schedule
accordingly.

Thank you, for extending this offer ta me and | look forward to hearing fram you.

Sincerely, //\_/ ’

David Rose, presiden!
Planchek, Inc.,

Former President - Charles County Chapter of the Maryland Historie Trust
301-870-8710 / 240-210-4872

PLANGHEK, INC.

BC Industrlal Park Driva
Waldort, MD 20602 = 301-645-3302

; _ 4
Theresi U LLVIFD
e LY
E{L_“c{,iﬂ neN 't Aub YA

R .I.-'El‘;}ﬂ?mw'
wey V1

Nice Bridge Improvement Proje
Charles County, Maryland

King George County, Virginia

Saction 106 Consulting Party Respont

(g s Chnus
TO: Maryland Transportation Authority ) w2
2310 Broening Highway, Sulle 125 gud U;:{ *_b‘ Vv %TU (i'O
¢ odon't

Ballimore MD 21224 néed

Attention: Ms. Megan Blum, Environmental Ma ;*;Q’J ‘-h clyete- LL:_M_ C};"l%—-
&0 115 2 el

eron. Ko George County annirey Comm
/i SeckEGwveen, Ale P _A—
Divecker of  Conanavnity Developre.

(2458 Cant ”""‘J ADVM’ tog

5 4o 275 70l
4o 15 E|127

I Yes, my organization would liks to ba a consulting party in the Section 106
&mcass for the Nice rl:tgs Impravement Praject. My organization,
A

porde (ovaly Clanat will be represanted by
. (Please Indicata balow the
mafling address and phone number of the representativa if different than the

above.)

Telephona/Fax Numbars:

. No, my organization does not wish to participate as a consulting party for the Nice
Bridge Improvemant Praject,

Indlvidual's or Organization's Demonstrated Interest
Pleasa Chack Appropriate Box(es)

Bd 1, lagal interast

@ 2 sconomic interest

& 3. historlc property(s) concems

Do yau know of another potential consulling party for this project?
Plaase list name and phone number below.

July 2009
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DEPARTMENT OF THE NAVY
MAVAL SUPPORT ACTIVITY SOUTH POTOMAC
G508 SAMPSON AOAD STE 217
DAHLGREN, VIRGINIA 22448-5108

IM REPLY REFER TQ
5090

Ser 00/0B4
(APR 03 2009

Me. Megan Elum

Capital Planning Division
Maryland Transpeortation Authority
2310 Broening Highway, Suite 125
Baltimore, MD 21224

Dear Ms. Blum:

This letter is to follow up the meeting minutes of February
17, 2009 and teo provide additional comments for the Maryland
Transportation Authority's (Authority'a) preliminary
Environmental Assessment/Section 4(f) Evaluation for the
Governeor Harry W. Nice Memorial Bridge (Nice Bridge) Improvement
Project. Additional information in supporkt of previous comments
provided by Havy to the Authority (Letter Ser 00/268 dtd 17 Dec
08) is presented below for inclusion intc the Environmental
hassesament :

i Comment : c¢. Page 5-6, Section E.2: The impacts to
"property owned by the Federal Government (Naval Support
Facility Dahlgren)" from Alternates 2, 3, and & are mentioned
without elaboration.

Comment: (1} Unigue and essential mational and defense
regearch capabilities are housed in an exclusive building
adjacent to the proposed Nice Bridge Expansion. The fence line
may not be moved closer to these coperations without jecopardizing
this military mission. Relocating these unigue mission
capabilities is not practicable.

Additional Information: The Navy performsa research,
development, test and evaluation (RDT&E) coperations critical to
the defense of Sailors, shipa, facilities and infrastructure.
The unique mission capabilities located at MNaval Support
Facility (NS5F} Dahlgren, VA and operated by the Naval Surface
warfare Center Dahlgren Division (NSWCDD) must meet or excesd
requirements provided in the Balanced Surviwvability Asseasment
[BSA) criteria. Thesge assesaments are conducted by the Defense
Threat Reduction Agency (DTRA}. BAn assessment utilizing the BSA
criteria emphasizes the standoff distance between the Nice
Bridge and the wultiple unigue and critical facilities located
at MNSF Dahlgren cannet be decreased.

5090
ser 00/084
APR U 3 2008

Also, an assessment states that NSWODD must work with the
installation host command, Nawval Support Activity South Potomac,
to avoid fubture encroachment on the site of these unigue and
critical facilities.

Special facilities and equipment critical to the Nawvy's
mission may not be encroached upon and are not able to be
replicated or relocated at NSF Dahlgren.

Eny relocation of the existing installation perimeter fence
line south of its current position will significantly reduce the
safe standoff distance for nine major operaticnal, test and
administrative facilities and approximately 1,300 employvees who
work in this area of the installaticn. The sasiest and least
costly opportunity for achiewing the appropriate lewels of
protection for military facilities against external threats is
to incorporate sufficient standoff distance from the
installation perimeter fence line.

2. Comment: f. Page III-la/II, Military Facilities: States
that Alternate §, the largest footprint for construction, would
require 5.42 acres of ROW from NSF Dahlgren, Alternates 2 and 3
would reguire less than 5 acres of ROW. The last sentence in the
second paragraph states, “"None of these alternates would impact
any buildings asscociated with this facility, however, each would
impact circulation roads and fencing located within the base

The EA incorrectly concludes that none of the three alternates
would impact NSF buildings.

The fact iz that the reguired ROW for Alternates 2, 3 and &
would reduce the existing clear zone and bring Building 1480
that much closer to a public right of way. The EA must
recognize the diminucion of the security zone resulting Lrom
Alternates 2, 3 and € as a substantial and direct impact on the
NSF Dahlgren community, and consider the impacts on building,
persconnel, supportive infrastructure/facilities and operations
relative to the de minimis impact on neighboring Section 4(f)
regources - Barnesfileld and Wayside Parks. Additicnally, pleass
rafer to impacts described in c. paragraph (1] above.

Additional Information: The Navy performs research,
development, test and evaluation (RDT&E} operations critical to
the defense of Sailors, shipa, faecilities and infrastructure.
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Maryland

3090
b 0Y/ 350

Special facilities and eguipment critical to the Mavy's
mission may hot be encroached upon and are not able to bhe
replicated or relccated at NSF Dahlgren.

i Comment: (2} Direct Effects: During constructiorn,
Alternates 2, 3 and & would place congtruction workers and
eguipment closer to the installation fence line and property
than would Alternates 4, 5 and 7. The BEA should recognize
and weigh this security issue.

Additional Information: See first comment.

4. 1, Page V-1&, Secticn 4(f) Evaluation: The first paragraph
discusses possible land use impacts from relocating US 301 south
of existing bridge: “"Land use 1s less likely to be impacted in
Virginia because the relocated porticn of US 301 would pass
through Naval Support Facility Dahlgren.* Though relocation is
not congidered feasible, hence not in the ARDSE, the statement
appears to suggest that land use impacts on a military
installation are weighed lesz than similar impacts on other
communities. Recommend the statement above be deleted or
modified consistent with fourth paragraph conclusion that impact
on NSF Dahlgren would be “extraordinary.“

Additional Information: See first comment.

We remain available for further discussion regarding the
Nice Bridge improvement projeect and petential impacts te NSF
Dahlgren’s infrastructure and mission capabilities. Feel free
to contact my Publie Affairs Officer, Mr. Gary Wagner, at {540)
£53-8153 for further information or coordination,

Sincerely,

c) 3 i
Captain .8_ Navy
Commanding officer

Copy to:
Commandant, Nawval District Washington

July 2009



