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Nice Bridge Improvement Project 

May 31st and June 7th, 2007 Alternates Public Workshops 


Public Feedback 


The public provided a range of valuable comments at and following the May 31st and June 7th 

Alternates Public Workshops. Comments were provided by either filling out comment cards at 
and following the workshops, submitting the on-line comment form, or through discussions with 
study team representatives.  The study team takes all comments received from the public and 
resource agencies into consideration when evaluating the proposed alternatives.   

To understand the different issues, preferences and concerns voiced by the public, the comments 
were sorted into the following seven categories and summarized below:  

 Alternates;
 
 Community access;
 
 Natural environmental resources;
 
 Community/Business resources;
 
 Design/aesthetics;
 
 Existing bridge issues (traffic/tolls); and 

 Project schedule/funding.  


Alternates 
The majority of comments received noted preference for a Build Alternate.  Comments in support 
of building a new span(s) were a mix of preferences for a two-lane or four-lane span, north or 
south of the existing Nice Bridge:   

 Prefer new four lane structure, keeping existing open during construction to 
maintain traffic flow. 

 Prefer new span on north side, away from power plant.  
 Prefer new bridge further north of existing bridge. 
 Prefer new two-lane structure with opposing lanes of traffic separated by 

different structures. 
 Prefer new four lane two-span bridge north of existing bridge. 
 Prefer building alternates that are south of the existing bridge. 
 Two separate bridges would be safer than Alternates 6 or 7. 
 Prefer Alternate 7. 
 Prefer Alternate 4.  
 Alternate 3 is preferred long-term.  
 Prefer Alternate 3 because avoids disturbing Wayside Park.  

Community Access 
 Back-ups at the bridge on the weekend create difficulty for access into and out 

of the Cliffton on the Potomac community in Maryland. 
 Need to ensure that access is maintained to the residences along Roseland Road 

in Virginia. 
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Natural Environmental Resources 
 Concern for potential fog and smog on the bridge from the Morgantown Power 

Plant. 
 Need to protect the natural environment if a new span is constructed.   

Community/Business Resources 
 Need to preserve Wayside Park and its beach area in Virginia.  
 Concern for protection of the Aqua-Land Marina in Maryland. 

Design/Aesthetics  
 Prefer a lower bridge height. 
 Prefer a bridge height that will allow for the passage of tall ships.  
 Drawbridges create traffic congestion. 
 Include a bicycle/pedestrian facility on the crossing.  

Existing Bridge Issues (traffic/tolls) 
 Concern for the narrowness of the Nice Bridge, current congestion on the 

bridge, the age of the structure and congestion generated from back-ups at the 
toll booths.  

 Back-ups at the toll booths during the summer are not that much of an 
inconvenience.   

 Maintain part of the existing bridge as a fishing pier if a new structure is 
developed. 

Project Schedule/Funding 
 Project schedule should be expedited.  
 How is the project funded and what will it cost to build and maintain the 

bridge? 
 What will the impacts be on taxes and tolls? 


