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INTRODUCTION

The Virginia Department of Transportation (VDOT), in coordination with the Federal Highway
Administration (FHWA) as the lead federal agency, is evaluating an extension of the Interstate 495 (I-495)
Express Lanes along approximately three miles of I-495, also referred to as the Capital Beltway, from their
current northern terminus in the vicinity of the Old Dominion Drive overpass to the George Washington
Memorial Parkway (GWMP) in the McLean area of Fairfax County, Virginia. Pursuant to the National
Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) of 1969, as amended, and in accordance with FHWA regulations 1, an
Environmental Assessment (EA) is being prepared to analyze the potential social, economic, and
environmental effects associated with the improvements being evaluated.
The purpose of this Section 4(f) and Section 6(f) Technical Memorandum is to identify Section 4(f) and
Section 6(f) properties within the study area and to evaluate potential impacts that could result from
implementation of the Build Alternative. Information in this report provides an overview of the regulatory
context, methods used to identify existing resources, potentially affected resources identified within the
study area, and potential impacts to Section 4(f) and Section 6(f) properties associated with the
implementation of the Build Alternative. The findings of this technical report support discussions presented
in the EA.

1.1 PROJECT TERMINI
The project includes an extension of the existing Express Lanes from their current northern terminus south
of the Old Dominion Drive Overpass to the GWMP. Although the GWMP provides a logical northern
terminus for this study, additional improvements are anticipated to extend approximately 0.3 miles north
of the GWMP to provide a tie-in to the existing road network in the vicinity of the American Legion
Memorial Bridge (ALMB). The project also includes access ramp improvements and lane reconfigurations
along portions of the Dulles Toll Road and the Dulles International Airport Access Highway, on either side
of the Capital Beltway, from the Spring Hill Road Interchange to the Route 123 interchange. The proposed
improvements entail new and reconfigured express lanes ramps and general purpose lanes ramps at the
Dulles Interchange and Route 123/I-495 interchange ramp connections.

NEPA and FHWA’s regulations for Environmental Impact and Related Procedures can be found at 42 USC §
4332(c), as amended, and 23 CFR § 771, respectively.
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1.2 STUDY AREA
In order to assess and document relevant resources that may be affected by the proposed project, the study
area for this EA extends beyond the immediate area of the proposed improvements described above. The
study area for the EA includes approximately four miles along I-495 between the Route 123 interchange
and the ALMB up to the Maryland state line. The study area also extends approximately 2,500 feet east
along the GWMP. Intersecting roadways and interchanges are also included in the study area, as well as
adjacent areas within 600 feet of the existing edge of pavement, as shown in Figure 1. The study area
boundary is a buffer around the road corridor that includes all natural, cultural, and physical resources that
must be analyzed in the EA. It does not represent the limits of disturbance (LOD) of the project nor imply
right-of-way take or construction impact, but rather extends beyond the project footprint to tie into the
surrounding network, including tying into future network improvements.

1.3

LIMIT OF DISTURBANCE

Potential impacts to natural resources described in the following sections of this technical report have been
calculated using a conceptual level design of the Build Alternative. The footprint for this conceptual level
of design is referred to as the LOD. The LOD accommodates roadway improvements, drainage, stormwater
management facilities, utilities, erosion and sediment control, noise control measures, construction
methods, and temporary construction easements.
Impact values presented for the evaluated resources represent the worst-case scenarios and assume complete
direct impact to the resource occurring in the LOD. As design progresses, measures may be taken to avoid
and minimize impacts to environmental resources to the maximum extent practicable. Recommendations
for potential minimization and mitigation measures for unavoidable adverse impacts are provided under the
Build Alternative sections of each resource that is discussed in this report. At this time, it is not possible to
anticipate the exact locations of each proposed activity; impacts outside of the existing study area will be
reviewed and documented through future NEPA re-evaluations.

1.4 PURPOSE AND NEED
The purpose and need for the extension of Express Lanes on I-495 between Route 267 and the GWMP is
to:
•
•
•

Reduce congestion;
Provide additional travel choices; and
Improve travel reliability.

A detailed description of the purpose and need for the proposed project can be found in Chapter 1.0 of the
EA.
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Figure 1. I-495 Express Lanes Northern Extension Project Limits
Environmental Assessment

3

February 2020

Section 4(f) and Section 6(f) Technical Memorandum

2.0

I-495 Express Lanes Northern Extension

ALTERNATIVES

Two alternatives are being considered in the EA: the No Build Alternative and the Build Alternative,
described below. Additional information on the Build Alternative is included in the I-495 Alternatives
Technical Memo (VDOT, 2020).

2.1

NO BUILD ALTERNATIVE

Under the No Build Alternative, the Express Lanes would not be extended beyond the current northern
terminus at Old Dominion Drive. There would be no change to existing access points, and I-495 would
remain in its present configuration. VDOT would continue maintenance and repairs of the existing roadway,
as needed, with no substantial changes to current capacity or management activities.

2.2 BUILD ALTERNATIVE
The Build Alternative would extend the existing four I-495 Express Lanes from their current terminus
between the I-495/Route 267 interchange and the Old Dominion Drive Overpass north approximately 2.3
miles to the GWMP.
Additional improvements are anticipated to extend approximately 0.3 miles north of the GWMP to tie into
the existing road network in the vicinity of the ALMB. The Build Alternative would retain the existing
number of general purpose (GP) lanes within the study area.
Direct access ramps would be provided from the I-495 Express Lanes to the Dulles Toll Road and the
GWMP. Access would also be provided between the I-495 GP and Express Lanes at the Route 267
interchange: from northbound GP lanes to northbound Express Lanes, and from southbound Express Lanes
to southbound GP lanes, located within the current interchange footprint. These connections have been
accounted for in the LOD and are described in more detail in the I-495 Alternatives Technical Memo
(VDOT, 2020a) and the I-495 Traffic and Transportation Technical Report (VDOT, 2020b).
The Build Alternative includes an approximately 3.1-mile 10-foot-wide shared-use path, consistent with
the Fairfax County Countywide Trails Plan Map (FCDPZ, 2018), that is not provided under the existing
condition.

3.0

SECTION 4(F) DOCUMENTATION

Under provisions of Section 4(f) of the US Department of Transportation Act of 1966 (49 USC § 303(c)),
FHWA may approve the use of land from publicly owned public parks or recreation areas, publicly owned
wildlife or waterfowl refuges, or historic sites that are listed on, or eligible for listing on, the National
Register of Historic Places (NRHP) for federal-aid highway projects if it determines that there is no feasible
and prudent avoidance alternative and the action includes all possible planning to minimize harm to the
property.
FHWA also may approve the use of land from such properties if it determines that the use of the property,
including any measure(s) to minimize harm (such as any avoidance, minimization, mitigation, or
enhancement measures) committed to by the applicant, will have a de minimis impact, as defined in 23 CFR
§ 774.17, on the property.
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A “use” of Section 4(f) property occurs: (1) When land is permanently incorporated into a transportation
facility, (2) When there is a temporary occupancy of land that is adverse in terms of the statute's preservation
purpose, or (3) When there is a constructive use of a Section 4(f) property.

3.1

SECTION 4(F) PROPERTIES

Eight Section 4(f) properties have been identified in the study area associated with the I-495 NEXT Project.
Two of the Section 4(f) properties, the George Washington Memorial Parkway and Scott’s Run Nature
Preserve, are anticipated to be impacted by the Build Alternative. These properties, as well as the six
remaining Section 4(f) properties that would not be impacted by the I-495 NEXT Project are summarized
in the text below.










George Washington Memorial Parkway (GWMP)—The GWMP and its associated parks and
trails are owned and operated by the National Park Service (NPS) and total 7,600 acres in size. The
Parkway was listed on the NRHP in June 1995 under the Multiple Property documentation
“Parkways of the National Capital Region, 1913 to 1965.” The Parkway is noteworthy for its
landscape architecture and commemoration of George Washington. Approximately, 60 acres of the
GWMP are within the study area and approximately 4.7 acres are within the LOD; therefore,
Section 4(f) applies to impacts within the GWMP property.
Scott’s Run Nature Preserve—Scott’s Run Nature Preserve is a 336-acre preserve located in
McLean, north of Georgetown Pike and west of the I-495 corridor. The Preserve is operated by the
Fairfax County Park Authority (FCPA) and is a publicly owned and publicly accessible recreational
area. Approximately 25 acres of the Preserve fall within the study area and approximately 3.21
acres are within the LOD; therefore, Section 4(f) applies to impacts within the Preserve.
Georgetown Pike Road Bed— Portions of the Georgetown Pike (Route 193) road bed are listed
on the NRHP. Approximately, 10 acres of the entire Georgetown Pike corridor is within the study
area and the LOD but is not within the boundaries of the NRHP nomination and therefore
consideration under Section 4(f) is not necessary.
McLean Hamlet Park—McLean Hamlet Park is an 18-acre neighborhood park that is owned and
maintained by the FCPA. Approximately, 16 acres of McLean Hamlet Park property are located
within the study area; however, none of the McLean Hamlet Park property falls within the LOD
and therefore consideration under Section 4(f) is not necessary.
Potomac Natural Heritage Trail—The Potomac Natural Heritage Trail is within the boundary of
the NRHP listed GWMP but is not independently listed on the NRHP. The trail is a component of
the Potomac Heritage National Scenic Trail (PHT), an over 830-mile network of locally managed
trails on both sides of the Potomac River between its mouth at the Chesapeake Bay and the
Allegheny Highlands in the upper Ohio River Basin. This trail network’s primary purpose is nonmotorized recreation. Approximately, 6,372 linear feet of the Potomac Natural Heritage Trail are
within the study area and 4,661 feet of the Potomac Natural Heritage Trail falls within the LOD.
The Potomac Heritage Trail has been identified as a Section 4(f) resource, but the project
improvements have been designed to avoid impacts to the resource.
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Preserve at Scotts Run Homeowners Association Parcel – Located between Old Dominion
Drive and Lewinsville Road.
 Preserve at Scotts Run Conservation Easement- Following purchase of the parcel by the
Preserve at Scotts Run Homeowners Association, a Deed of Gift of Easement was
established on the property for The McLean Land Conservancy, Inc. that was subsequently
transferred to the Northern Virginia Conservation Trust (Nonprofit, Non-Governmental
Organization) on December 19, 2013. Approximately 7.69 acres of the conservation
easement is within the study area with 7.56 of those acres encompassed within the LOD.
Due to the conservation easement being privately owned, it is not subject to Section 4(f).
 Scotts Run Trail- The FCPA has also acquired an easement within The Preserve at Scotts
Run Homeowners Association parcel for the future “Scotts Run Trail” as identified on
Fairfax County’s Trail Buddy website (Fairfax County, 2020b). Approximately 3,061
linear feet of the trail are within the study area, and approximately 1,568 linear feet are
within the LOD. The Scotts Run Trail has been identified as a Section 4(f) resource, but
the project improvements have been designed to avoid impacts to the resource.
Timberly Park—Timberly Park, owned and maintained by FCPA, is a 23-acre community park
located in McLean, west of I-495 and south of Old Dominion Drive. Approximately, 4.5 acres of
Timberly Park property are located within the study area; however, none of the Timberly Park
property falls within the LOD and therefore consideration under Section 4(f) is not necessary.
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Table 3-1. Identified Potential Section 4(f) Properties Within the Study Area
Identified Section 4(f)
Properties within the Study
Area

Official with
Jurisdiction

George Washington Memorial
Parkway

National Park Service

Potomac Heritage Trail

National Park Service

Scott’s Run Nature Preserve

Fairfax County Park
Authority

Scotts Run Trail

Preserve at Scotts Run
Conservation Easement

Georgetown Pike Road Bed
McLean Hamlet Park
Timberly Park

Fairfax County Park
Authority (Privately
owned within the
Preserve at Scotts Run
Homeowners
Association Parcel)
Owned by Preserve at
Scotts Run
Homeowners
Association/ Northern
Virginia Conservation
Trust
VDOT
Fairfax County Park
Authority
Fairfax County Park
Authority

Type of Facility
National Register of
Historic Places Listed Recreational Driving
and Scenic Parkway,
with Attached Park and
Trail Facilities
Recreational

Regional Park

Section 4(f) Use
YesAnticipated
de minimis
determination
under Section 4(f)
No
YesAnticipated
de minimis
determination and
temporary
occupancy under
Section 4(f)

Trail

No

Conservation Easement

No

National Register of
Historic Places Listed Historic Road

No

Local Park

No

Local Park

No

Source: Fairfax County Property Map, 2018; VDHR V-CRIS GIS Data, 2018
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Figure 2. Identified Section 4(f)/6(f) Resources
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SECTION 4(F) PROPERTIES

Two Section 4(f) protected properties, the GWMP and the Scott’s Run Nature Preserve, are anticipated to
be impacted by the I-495 NEXT Project. The text below describes each of these resources.
3.2.1

George Washington Memorial Parkway

Description of the Section 4(f) property: The GWMP is an NRHP listed property designed to protect and
preserve cultural and natural resources along the Potomac River (see Figure 3 and Figure 4). It was
originally developed as a memorial to George Washington, providing a connection to various aspects of his
life and other historic sites from Mount Vernon to Great Falls (National Park Foundation, 2019). Its 7,600
acres also provide habitat for local wildlife including at least 81 species that are considered rare, threatened,
or endangered in Virginia or Maryland (NPS, 2019). The Parkway is an east-west route that connects to I495 just south of the ALMB, overlapping the study area.
Ownership and type of Section 4(f) property: The GWMP and its associated recreational facilities are
owned and operated by the NPS. The GWMP is listed on the NRHP and is therefore considered to be a
Section 4(f) property.
Features and functions: The GWMP is used for scenic travel from the border of Virginia and Maryland at
the ALMB into Washington D.C. with historical, natural, and recreational areas (National Park Foundation,
2019). The Park has more than 25 sites associated with George Washington’s life, and provides views of
the Potomac River and the NRHP-listed Potomac Palisades. The Parkway has trails for hiking and biking;
several parks with softball diamonds, basketball courts and grass fields; and the Dyke Marsh Wildlife
Preserve that is used for canoeing, kayaking, and wildlife viewing (NPS, 2019).
Access: The GWMP is approximately 24.9 miles long and is open to the public. It was originally set aside
by Congress as a “comprehensive park, parkway, and playground system of the National Capital” (NPS,
2019). Access to the Parkway itself is available from I-495 to the north and from Route 235 to the south.
There are several parks within the GWMP including Fort Hunt Park, Jones Point Park, Turkey Run Park,
and Lady Bird Johnson Park which are all open to the public. The Dyke Marsh Wildlife Preserve is
accessible by foot or boat. The Mount Vernon Trail is an 18-mile paved trail within the GWMP that
connects various regional trails including the Potomac Heritage Trail. All of these parks and other
recreational areas are accessible by foot, car, and in some cases public transportation.
Relationship to other similarly used land in the vicinity: The GWMP is unique compared to other parks
in the vicinity due to its size and opportunity for recreational activities while also providing extensive
habitat for local wildlife. There are other parks in the immediate study area owned by the FCPA which are
also open to the public and have some similar features including sports fields and trails, but do not front the
Potomac River to the same extent. The GWMP is similar to Scott’s Run Nature Preserve, Clara Barton
Parkway, Great Falls Park, and River Bend Park, as they all have trails through similar landscapes along
the Potomac River and habitat for rare plants and animals.
Clauses affecting ownership: Land within the GWMP is owned by the NPS. No known clauses affect
ownership of this public property.
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Unusual characteristics: GWMP has no known unusual characteristics other than those that qualify it for
listing on the NRHP and consideration under Section 4(f) of the US Department of Transportation Act of
1966.
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Figure 3. George Washington Memorial Parkway- National Park Service Map
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Figure 4. George Washington Memorial Parkway within the Study Area and LOD
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Scott’s Run Nature Preserve

Description of the Section 4(f) property: Scott’s Run Nature Preserve is an approximately 336-acre
preserve located in McLean, north of Georgetown Pike and west of the I-495 corridor. Approximately 25
acres of the Preserve fall within the study area (see Figure 5).
Ownership and type of Section 4(f) property: The Preserve is operated by the FCPA and is a publicly
owned and publicly accessible recreational area; therefore, it is considered to be a Section 4(f) property. In
addition, the Preserve as noted in Fairfax County land records was acquired with Land and Water
Conservation Funds; therefore, Section 6(f) also applies (see Section 4.0). Virginia Electric Power
Company (now Dominion Energy) holds an easement along the portion of the Preserve that abuts existing
I-495 (see Figure 6).
Features and functions: The Preserve is predominantly made up of natural woods, bluffs, and hiking trails.
The recreational activities within the Preserve include walking, hiking, bird watching, wildlife viewing,
educational programming, and other similar activities. Scotts Run stream flows from near Tysons Corner
Shopping Center, through the adjacent Scotts Run Stream Valley Park, through the Preserve itself, over a
small waterfall – Scott's Run Falls – and into the Potomac River. The Potomac Gorge is also a part of Scott’s
Run Nature Preserve, which features diverse landscapes, rare plants and animals, and one of the rarest
biological ecosystems in the mid-Atlantic. The only building facilities that exist within the Preserve are
informational signs at the entrance and occasionally along the trails.
Access: The Preserve is a publicly accessible recreational area with two available entrances, both from
Georgetown Pike and featuring small parking lots that lead to trailheads within the Preserve. One entrance
sits alongside the stream, and the other has trails leading to the bluffs above the Potomac River (Fairfax
County, 2020a).
Relationship to other similarly used land in the vicinity: In comparison to other parks in the vicinity,
Scott’s Run Nature Preserve is most similar to the GWMP, as they both feature trails and opportunities to
experience similar landscapes and wildlife habitat. It is different from other parks nearby, and from other
parks in the county that are owned by FCPA, due to its lack of facilities such as sports fields, a visitors'
center, or restrooms.
Clauses affecting ownership: Land within Scott’s Run Nature Preserve is owned by the FCPA with an
existing easement held by Virginia Electric Power Company (now Dominion Energy) for the portion of the
Preserve that abuts existing I-495. No known clauses affect ownership of this property.
Unusual characteristics: Scott’s Run Nature Preserve has no known unusual characteristics other than
those that qualify the property for consideration under Section 4(f) of the US Department of Transportation
Act of 1966 and Section 6(f) of the Land and Water Conservation
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Figure 5. Scott’s Run Nature Preserve Trail Map- Fairfax County Trial Buddy Website
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Figure 6. Existing Virginia Electric Power Company (now Dominion Energy) Easement within the Scott’s Run Nature Preserve
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The Build Alternative would require the use of land from both the GWMP and the Scott’s Run Nature
Preserve, and the Section 4(f) impacts are anticipated to be considered de minimis under 23 CFR 774.17 or,
in the case of temporary impacts, qualify as an Section 4(f) exception (23 CFR 774.13). Because the
impacts are anticipated to be considered de minimis or temporary in nature, avoidance alternatives or
analysis of least overall harm are not anticipated to be required.
3.2.3

Potential Section 4(f) De Minimis Impacts

A de minimis impact is one that will not adversely affect the features, attributes, or activities qualifying the
property upon which the impact occurs for protection under Section 4(f) (23 CFR 774.17).
Before FHWA can made a de minimis impact determination for parks, recreation areas and refuges such as
the Scott’s Run Nature Preserve, the following coordination must be undertaken:
•

•
•

Public notice and an opportunity for public review and comment concerning the effects on the
protected activities, features, or attributes of the property must be provided. This requirement will
be satisfied in conjunction with the public hearings and the public review/comment period
following publication of the EA.
The Official(s) with Jurisdiction (OWJ) over the properties must be informed of FHWA’s intent to
make a de minimis impact determination. The OWJ for Scott’s Run Nature Preserve is FCPA.
Following the opportunity for public review and comment as indicated above, the OWJ over the
property must concur in writing that the project will not adversely affect the activities, features, or
attributes that make the property eligible for Section 4(f) protection. This concurrence may be
combined with other comments on the project provided by the official(s).

FHWA can only make de minimis impact determination for a historic property like the GWMP, if the
following conditions are met:
•
•
•

Written concurrence on a Section 106 finding of “no adverse effect” or “no historic properties
affected” must be received from the Virginia State Historic Preservation Officer (SHPO).
The SHPO must be informed of FHWA’s intent to make a de minimis impact determination based
on their concurrence in the finding of “no adverse effect” or “no historic properties affected.”
The Section 106 consulting parties must be consulted.

Accordingly, the public and the OWJ over both the Scott’s Run Nature Preserve (i.e., FCPA) and the George
Washington Memorial Parkway (i.e., NPS and SHPO) are hereby notified that FHWA intends to make a
de minimis impact determination with respect to the proposed project’s use of both the properties.
3.2.4

Temporary Occupancy

A temporary occupancy of a Section 4(f) property is not considered a Section 4(f) use if the occupancy
meets meet the following conditions (23 CFR 774.13):
•
•
•

The duration of the occupancy is less than the time needed for construction of the project and there
would be no change in ownership.
The scope of the work is minor, i.e., both the nature and magnitude of the changes to the property
are minimal.
There are no anticipated permanent adverse physical impacts, and there is no interference with the
protected activities, features, or attributes of the property on either a temporary or permanent basis.
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The land is fully restored, i.e., the property is returned to a condition which is at least as good as
that which existed prior to the project.

There must be documented agreement of the OWJ over the Section 4(f) property regarding the above
conditions. Based on the preliminary design, the temporary occupancy of the Scott’s Run Nature Preserve
is anticipated to meet the conditions.
3.2.5

Trails and Bike Facilities

Section 4(f) does not apply to trails, paths, bikeways, and sidewalks (see 23 CFR 774.13(f)(3)(4)) that
occupy a transportation right-of-way without limitation to any specific location within the right-of-way, so
long as the continuity of the trail, path, bikeway, or sidewalk is maintained, and these facilities are part of
the local transportation system which function primarily for transportation.
The following trails, paths, bikeways, and sidewalks were identified within the study area:












Oak Trail – approximately 71 feet within LOD
Live Oak Trail and Sidewalk – approximately 4,241 feet within LOD
Balls Hill Road – approximately 2,579 feet within LOD
Benjamin Street – approximately 56 feet within LOD
Georgetown Pike– approximately 660 feet within LOD
Lewinsville Road – approximately 730 feet within LOD
Westpark Drive – approximately 540 feet within LOD
Beltway and Tysons Old Meadow – approximately 3,086 feet within the LOD
Jones Branch Drive Bridge – approximately 1,110 feet within the LOD
Jones Branch Connector – approximately 314 feet within the LOD
Old Dominion Drive – approximately 1,384 feet within the LOD

As the portions of these facilities are within the study area and are located within the transportation rightof-way, as there is no known easement (or other instrument) requiring the facilities to be in their specific
location and the existing continuity and use of the trails will be maintained in all proposed actions, the
aforementioned provision is applicable with respect to the permanent impact of the proposed action.
Additionally, as these facilities would remain open and operational during construction, the aforementioned
exception is also applicable to any temporary (construction) impacts related to the proposed action. VDOT
typically maintains safe pedestrian access where it currently exists on roadway projects, and project-specific
maintenance of traffic plans would be developed accordingly.
3.2.6

Identified Section 4(f) Impacts

George Washington Memorial Parkway
Recreational Area Impacts
The GWMP is a public land holding that contains a variety of land uses including recreation in the form of
trails, parks and scenic vistas. No identified recreational areas (trails, parks or scenic vistas) within the
GWMP would be impacted by the I-495 NEXT Project.
The area in which an easement is likely to be acquired as a result of the I-495 NEXT Project abuts existing
highway right-of-way with no public access and has a primary use as transportation. The Design-Build
contractor will be required to keep access to the GWMP open at all times.
Environmental Assessment
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Historic Impacts
As noted above, Section 4(f) requirements may be met if FHWA determines that the use of the property
will have a de minimis impact. In the case of the I-495 NEXT Project, the GWMP is listed on the NRHP
and is therefore subject to the requirements of Section 4(f) as an historic site. In order for FHWA to make
such a determination for historic resources, the following conditions must be met:
•

Written concurrence on a Section 106 finding of “no adverse effect” or “no historic properties
affected” must be received from the SHPO. – As shown on Figure 7, the Build Alternative is
expected to acquire an easement from the GWMP to allow for project elements to tie in to the
existing parkway footprint. The amount of easement is yet to be determined and will be based ongoing coordination efforts with the NPS. Exact easements amounts will be included within the
FHWA NEPA decision document.
The area from which the easement would be acquired abuts the existing GWMP eastbound lanes
and incorporates the removal of vegetation necessary for the construction of the tie-in and fly-over
ramps (located outside the GWMP boundary) associated with the I-495 NEXT Project.
Additionally, in various locations along the existing GWMP, VDOT proposes to add new express
lane tolling signage.
Where appropriate, existing I-495 guide signage would be consolidated to reduce the overall
number of signs appearing in one area of the GWMP, while in some locations new guide signs
would be added to the existing viewshed. Views of the Potomac River and Potomac Palisades will
be maintained with no impact to existing viewsheds. Equipment access on GWMP land, if
necessary, will use temporary crossings within the previously-disturbed roadway footprint of the
existing parkway, the equipment will be removed as soon as work within the GWMP property is
completed, and the area will be returned to its original condition. Minor changes in noise levels due
to closer proximity of highway right-of-way and visual quality due to vegetation clearing could
occur. Access to the GWMP would not be impacted by the proposed project and would remain as
it currently exists. The Design-Build contractor will be required to keep access to the GWMP open
at all times.
The SHPO concurred with the National Register eligibility recommendations proposed by VDOT
on August 14, 2019 and November 20, 2019. VDOT continues coordination with the NPS and the
SHPO to reach a consensus on the project’s effect on historic resources. VDOT believes that the
proposed undertaking will not diminish the setting and feeling of the only historic resource
identified during the course of the fieldwork for this project, the GWMP. Therefore, consistent with
36 CFR §800.5.b of the NHPA, VDOT anticipates that the undertaking will have no adverse effect,
with conditions to avoid adverse effects, on the GWMP.



The SHPO must be informed of FHWA’s intent to make a de minimis impact determination based
on their concurrence in the finding of “no adverse effect” or “no historic properties affected.”
VDOT’s letter to the SHPO will inform them of FHWA’s intent to make a de minimis determination
based on their concurrence with the “no adverse effect” finding.



The Section 106 consulting parties must be consulted – VDOT is currently coordinating with the
SHPO and the NPS. A final determination of effects will be made after the identification of a
preferred alternative in the FHWA environmental decision document.
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Coordination
Coordination began with scoping letters being sent to both the SHPO and the NPS on 06/25/2018.
Additional coordination (including as part of the Section 106 review process) is on-going and will continue.
A detailed list of these coordination meetings with both the NPS and the SHPO is outlined below. This
Section 4(f) and Section 6(f) Technical Memorandum, as an appendix to the EA, is being sent to the NPS
and the SHPO as the OWJs over the GWMP for review and comment.
•
•
•
•
•

•

•

•

04/4/2019 - VDOT introduced the project’s initial conceptual design to the NPS.
06/24/2019 - VDOT presented the traffic sensitivity analysis for the GWMP interchange ramps.
08/21/2019 - VDOT presented potential preliminary signing options for the proposed GWMP guide
signs and express lane toll pricing signs.
10/16/2019 - VDOT provided the SHPO with a status update on the on-going coordination efforts
with the NPS.
10/21/2019 - VDOT presented minimization and mitigation to the proposed signage and footprint
impacts, by: (1) relocating and consolidating signs with existing and future signage associated with
Maryland’s project; (2) optimizing alignment and proposed grading elements. VDOT committed
to prepare visualizations for NPS review and comment depicting options to reduce the project’s
footprint and impacts to NPS land.
12/12/2019 - VDOT presented a revised signage plan and three options illustrating different
impacts to tree canopy where the I-495 NEXT Project ties into the GWMP. NPS requested
additional visualizations of these options.
01/23/2020 - VDOT presented visualizations for three concepts that were presented on 12/12/2019.
NPS requested two additional visualizations. NPS also requested that a tree survey be conducted
where currently I-495 ties into the existing eastbound GWMP lanes.
02/06/2020 - VDOT prepared a final package of signage plans and visualizations of the proposed
options along the GWMP (see Appendix A). This package also included a table and corresponding
site plan that depicts the results of the NPS-requested tree survey.

Efforts to Minimize Harm and Mitigate Impacts
Based on on-going coordination efforts with the NPS and SHPO, the following measures to minimize harm
and mitigate impacts to the GWMP have been identified:
•
•

•

On-going design minimization efforts to reduce the project’s physical project footprint and
impervious surface area within the GWMP boundary.
Continued collaboration with the NPS on potential enhancements to the visitor’s “sense of arrival”
including potentially relocating the GWMP entrance sign to a more prominently visible location
within the park.
Preparation of several preliminary design concepts and viewshed visualizations of potential
projects impacts at the park boundary interface. This information was provided to the NPS in
meetings on 12/12/2019 and 1/23/2019 and refined for submittal on 02/06/2020; the potential
concepts and visualizations are included for review in Appendix A of this document.
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•
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Completion of a tree survey in the vicinity of the eastbound GWMP lanes, with a commitment to
minimize impacts to mature and healthy trees, and to restore vegetation disturbed by construction
(including the use of native seed mix and re-planting of trees per NPS’s tree replacement ratio of
1:1).
On-going efforts to consolidate/reduce existing I-495 guide signage within the westbound lanes of
the GWMP.
Replacement of guide signing for the GWMP on the Capital Beltway to include new sign elements
with brown backgrounds.
Location of the Virginia toll signing outside of the park boundary.

February 2020
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Figure 7. Section 4(f) Impacts Related to the George Washington Memorial Parkway
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Scott’s Run Nature Preserve
Impacts
Based on preliminary calculations, the proposed design for the project is anticipated to require permanent
fee simple incorporation of up to approximately 1.20 acres of Preserve property, consisting of a strip of
land along an existing noise barrier that does not contain any recreational features of the Preserve. A
definitive calculation would be completed once more detailed design information is available.
As noted above, Section 4(f) requirements may be met if FHWA determines that the use of the property
will have a de minimis impact. In order for FHWA to make such a determination for publicly owned parks,
recreation areas, and wildlife or waterfowl refuges:
•

•

•

The project must not adversely affect activities, features, or attributes of the Section 4(f) property
– The proposed land take of approximately 1.20 acres of the Preserve is located adjacent to the
existing noise barrier that runs along I-495 and would not adversely affect activities, features, or
attributes of the Section 4(f) property (see Figure 8). Equipment access on Preserve land, if
necessary, will use temporary crossings that will be removed as soon as work within the Preserve
property is completed and the area will be returned to its original condition. No changes to the
current trail system configuration within the Preserve are anticipated. Minor changes in noise levels
due to closer proximity of highway right-of-way and visual quality due to vegetation clearing could
occur. Access to the Preserve would not be impacted by the proposed project and would remain as
it currently exists while the Preserve is open.
There must be public notice and opportunity for public review and comment concerning the effects
on the protected activities, features, or attributes of the property that qualify the property for Section
4(f) protection – VDOT will offer the public an opportunity to review and comment on the effects
of the proposed de minimis impact. This requirement will be satisfied in conjunction with the public
hearings and the public review/comment period following publication of the EA.
OWJ over the park must concur that the project will not adversely affect the activities, features, or
attributes of the park – This concurrence will be sought prior to the approval by FHWA of the
NEPA decision document.

Temporary Occupancy
Planning-level estimates indicate a temporary grading and construction easement not to exceed 2.01 acres
would be needed for grading and construction access (see Figure 8). A definitive calculation will be
completed when more detailed design information is available. According to FHWA’s regulations
implementing Section 4(f), a temporary occupancy of Section 4(f) land does not constitute “use” under
Section 4(f) if the following conditions are met (23 CFR 774.13(d)):
•

Duration (of the occupancy) must be temporary (i.e., less than the time needed for construction of
the project) and there should be no change in ownership of the land – Occupancy, construction, and
required access in Scott’s Run Nature Preserve will take only as long as necessary, which will be
less than the time needed to build the entire facility.
A temporary easement to permit construction within a portion of the park will be effective only for
the time needed to perform the work within the park property and will not be used to provide staging
or construction access to other portions of the project. There will be no change in ownership of the
park land involved in the temporary construction easement.
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Scope of the work must be minor (i.e., both the nature and the magnitude of the changes are
minimal) – Both the nature and the magnitude of the changes to the property will be minimal.
Existing shrubs and grasses may be cleared. Temporary erosion and sediment controls will be
installed and maintained throughout the duration of the construction to prevent soil erosion and to
manage stormwater runoff. Areas that can support vegetation will be reseeded and/or planted with
appropriate ground cover.
There are no anticipated permanent adverse physical impacts, nor will there be interference with
the protected activities, features, or attributes of the property that qualify the property for protection
under Section 4(f), on either a temporary or permanent basis – The proposed temporary
construction easement is not anticipated to have permanent adverse impacts nor permanent or
temporary interference on the activities or purpose of Scott’s Run Nature Preserve. Land that is
disturbed will be restored to its natural condition as soon as possible after construction is complete.
The land being used must be fully restored (i.e., the property must be returned to a condition which
is at least as good as that which existed prior to the project) – The lands subject to any temporary
construction easement will be returned to a natural condition which is at least as good as that which
existed prior to project construction. The parkland will be revegetated with appropriate species and,
if necessary, some hardened materials may be placed in areas where erosion is possible, and
revegetation would be difficult due to shading.
There must be a documented agreement from the FCPA regarding the above conditions – VDOT
believes the proposed temporary occupancy of the Scott’s Run Nature Preserve does not constitute
a use under Section 4(f) based on the above information. VDOT has requested that the FCPA
concur in writing with this assessment prior to the approval by FHWA of the NEPA decision
document
Table 3-2. Impacts Related to the Scott’s Run Nature Preserve

Proposed Right-of-Way Acquisition from Scott’s Run Nature
Preserve (Section 4(f) Use)
Proposed Right-of-Way Acquisition from Virginia Electric
Power Company Easement (Section 4(f) Use) *
Area Between Proposed Right-of-Way/Easement Limits and
Limit of Disturbance (Proposed Non-Section 4(f) Use)
Total Section 4(f) Use of Scott’s Run Nature Preserve
Remaining Existing Virginia Electric Power Company
Easement (Non-Section 4(f) Use)
Proposed Additional Virginia Electric Power Company
Easement (Non-Section 4(f) Use) ***

Permanent
Impacts
(Acres)

Temporary
Occupancy
(Acres)

0.30

None

0.90

None

None

2.01

1.20

None**

1.29

None

1.01

None

*The proposed right-of-way acquisition within the Virginia Electric Power Company easement (land that is owned by the FCPA) is land being
converted to a transportation facility and is therefore subject to the requirements of Section 4(f).
** Pending concurrence from the FCPA.
*** This easement area is not being converted to a transportation facility and is not subject to the requirements of Section 4(f).
Note: Virginia Electric Power Company (now Dominion Energy)
Source: VDHR V-CRIS GIS Data, 2018
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Coordination
Coordination that has occurred to-date is described below. Additional coordination activities are on-going
and will continue, including the determination of whether any impacts will adversely impact the features,
attributes, or activities that qualify the Scott’s Run Nature Preserve for protection under Section 4(f).
•

VDOT initiated coordination with the FCPA through scoping correspondence. Individual meetings
have also been conducted with the FCPA and are detailed below. This Section 4(f) and Section
6(f) Technical Memorandum, as an appendix to the EA, is being sent to the Executive Director of
the Fairfax County Park Authority for review and comment.







February 2020

04/09/2019 - VDOT provided with the FCPA with an introduction to the project including
a project overview and project next steps.
07/01/2019 - Coordination meeting held with FCPA to provide a project status update and
present the preliminary impacts to the Scott’s Run Nature Preserve as a result of the I-495
NEXT Project. This meeting also included an introduction of the potential Section 4(f) de
minimis approach.
12/20/2019 - VDOT met with representatives from Dominion Energy and the FCPA
regarding potential impacts to the Virginia Electric Power Company (now Dominion
Energy) easement and focused on strategies to minimize easement impacts in the preserve.
02/06/2020 - Coordination meeting held with FCPA to provide a project status update and
to present the revised impacts to the Scott’s Run Nature Preserve as a result of the I-495
NEXT Project, including a draft Section 4(f) de minimis letter.
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Figure 8. Section 4(f) Impacts Related to Scott’s Run Nature Preserve
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Efforts to Minimize Harm and Mitigate Impacts
VDOT will adhere to the following minimization efforts and mitigation measures for Scott’s Run Nature
Preserve:





Avoid impacts to the recreational use of the property so that the project will not adversely affect
activities, features, or attributes of the Preserve.
Stabilize areas of land disturbance within Scott’s Run Nature Preserve as a result of the I-495 NEXT
Project using a native seed mix, as specified by FCPA.
Minimize potential encroachment into Scott's Run Nature Preserve by staying within utility
easement, to the extent possible, within the boundaries of the Preserve.
As part of the overall design for the I-495 NEXT Project, the Build Alternative includes an
approximately 3.1-mile, 10-foot-wide shared use path, consistent with the Fairfax County
Countywide Trails Plan Map (FCDPZ, 2018) that could provide improved local access to the
Preserve trail system (see Figure 9). The path is proposed to begin near the south end of the project
corridor at Timberly Lane near Lewinsville Road and continue north along the west side of I-495
behind the proposed noise barrier. The path would continue underneath Old Dominion Drive with
a spur in the southeast quadrant of the grade separation to access Old Dominion Drive near
Dominion Court. The path would also have a spur to the existing Helga Place/Linganore Drive
intersection just west of the Georgetown Pike interchange. The path is proposed to then cross I-495
on the south side of the proposed Georgetown Pike bridge and turn north at the Balls Hill Road
intersection. The path would then continue along the west side of Balls Hill Road to the GWMP
interchange where it may connect in the future to a proposed pedestrian crossing of the Potomac
River adjacent to the ALMB. The path would also provide access to the existing sidewalk on Live
Oak Drive which crosses I-495 just south of the GWMP interchange.
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Figure 9. Proposed Shared Use Path
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SECTION 6(F)
SECTION 6(F) RESOURCES

Section 6(f) of the U.S. Land and Water Conservation Fund Act of 1965 (16 U.S.C. 4601-4 to 4601-11)
preserves, develops, and assures the quality and quantity of outdoor recreation resources through purchase
and improvement of recreational lands, wildlife and waterfowl refuges, and other similar resources. Section
6(f) contains provisions to protect and maintain the quality of federal, state, and local investments in
parkland and/or recreational resources. The Act established a funding source for federal acquisition of park
and recreation lands and matching grants to state and local governments for recreation planning, acquisition,
and development. Once purchased using these funds, these lands are protected from conversion to uses
other than public outdoor recreational uses. Any such conversion must be in accordance with an existing
comprehensive statewide outdoor recreation plan and must be approved by the Secretary of the Interior. If
a conversion occurs, the land must be replaced with other recreational properties of at least equal fair market
value and with reasonably equivalent usefulness and location. The conversion requirements for Section 6(f)
land are outlined in 36 CFR 59.3. The Section 6(f) conversion process is usually conducted jointly by the
Virginia Department of Conservation and Recreation (VDCR) and the US Department of Interior (USDOI),
National Park Service following the completion of the NEPA process.

4.2

SECTION 6(F) IMPACTS

The Scott’s Run Nature Preserve (described in Section 3.2.2) was developed with money from the Land
and Water Conservation Fund Act. Therefore, the park is afforded additional protection under Section 6(f)
of the Act. Under the Build Alternative, a conversion of Section 6(f) land is anticipated to occur. The LOD
would utilize approximately 3.21 acres of land from the Scott’s Run Nature Preserve and is a worst-case
estimate based on best available design information (see Figure 10).
Land that would be converted from the Scott’s Run Nature Preserve abuts existing I-495 right-of-way and
is currently wooded with no pedestrian or recreational use. Therefore, no changes to the current trail
configuration within the Preserve is anticipated. Minor changes in noise levels and visual quality could
occur. Access to the Preserve would not be impacted by the proposed project and will remain as it currently
exists.
A search of available replacement land near the existing Scott’s Run Nature Preserve will be conducted to
replace the Section 6(f) property associated with the I-495 NEXT Project. Coordination activities initiated
during the NEPA phase will be concluded during the construction phase by the Design Build Contractor.
4.2.1

Coordination

During early coordination efforts, as well as on-going Section 4(f) coordination activities, the FCPA noted
that the Scott’s Run Nature Preserve was acquired and developed with assistance from the LWCF and
requested that VDOT facilitate the identification of Section 6(f) replacement land. As noted in Section
3.2.2, the Build Alternative would incorporate portions of the Scott’s Run Nature Preserve to highway rightof-way. This conveyance of park land will constitute a “conversion of use” under Section 6(f) of the LWCF
Act. Following issuance by FHWA of the NEPA decision document, the Design- Build Contractor selected
for the project will assume coordination with the FCPA regarding the conversion of land and the
identification of replacement land for the Scott’s Run Nature Preserve.
February 2020
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Figure 10. Section 6(f) Impacts Related to Scott’s Run Nature Preserve
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APPENDIX A
George Washington Memorial Parkway
Visualizations and Tree Survey
(Consultation Package Prepared for National Park Service on February 6, 2020)
- Attached by reference as a separate volume -

Environmental Assessment

31

February 2020

I-495 Express Lanes Northern Extension

Appendices

Appendix B: Agency Correspondence

Environmental Assessment

February 2020

012314ÿ61789ÿ91789 12311 91

0%ÿ&'
((ÿ)
9822ÿ82ÿ1989ÿ821ÿÿ ÿ!31ÿ"#82 198ÿ
*'

++989,1ÿ-./)01.)23'245))1*678
H6CÿI6J'2B1K6(L64706B17:2*:M:)1*67
.LCÿG)BB/'N1H/O(45))1*67

92:;ÿ<=>ÿ?@;ÿ?@%Aÿ)Bÿ%@CDEÿFG

P660ÿG62M:M*ÿG21ÿK6(L6ÿQÿR>')('ÿ5:M0ÿJ'>6NÿB/'ÿ9'0'2)>ÿF7:)B:6MÿF0&:M:(B2)B:6MS(ÿT9FFUÿ2'(36M('(ÿB6ÿB/'ÿ(=JV'LB
W='(B:6MM):2'ÿB2)M(&:BB'0ÿN:B/ÿO6=2ÿ<=M'ÿ?X;ÿ?@%Aÿ>'BB'21ÿ
ÿ
%1ÿÿÿÿÿÿÿR>')('ÿ3267:0'ÿ:M3=Bÿ6Mÿ36B'MB:)>ÿ'55'LB(ÿB6ÿ2'(6=2L'(ÿ=M0'2ÿO6=2ÿ)*'MLOS(ÿV=2:(0:LB:6MÿB/)BÿL6=>0ÿ6LL=2ÿ)(ÿ)ÿ2'(=>Bÿ65
B/'ÿ32636('0ÿ326V'LB1ÿÿFMOÿ3'2B:M'MBÿ2'362B(ÿ62ÿ06L=&'MB(ÿB/)Bÿ&)Oÿ(=3362BÿO6=2ÿL6ML>=(:6M(ÿN6=>0ÿJ'ÿ*2')B>O
)332'L:)B'01ÿ
Z[ÿÿÿÿÿÿÿ\]^ÿ̀ab`bc^dÿ̀abe^fgÿhijjÿbffkaÿblÿ̀ab`^agmÿbhl^dÿnmÿg]^ÿolig^dÿpgZg^cÿbqÿrs^aifZÿZldÿj^Zc^dÿgb
g]^ÿt^gab`bjigZlÿuZc]ilvgblÿria`bagcÿrkg]baigmÿwrkg]baigmxÿyiZÿg]^ÿZggZf]^dÿj^Zc^[ÿÿ\]^ÿ̀ab`bc^dÿ̀abe^fg
icÿjbfZg^dÿbkgcid^ÿg]^ÿd^qil^dÿria`bagÿnbkldZamÿqbaÿuZc]ilvgblÿzkjj^cÿ{lg^alZgiblZjÿria`bag|ÿnkgÿhig]ilÿg]^
j^Zc^dÿZff^ccÿ]iv]hZm[ÿÿ}j^Zc^ÿfbbadilZg^ÿg]^ÿ̀ab`bc^dÿ̀abe^fgÿhig]ÿg]^ÿrkg]baigmÿZcÿg]^ÿ̀Zagm
a^c`blcinj^ÿqbaÿZjjÿZfgiblcÿblÿg]^ÿj^Zc^dÿ̀a^sic^c[
ÿ
?1ÿÿÿÿÿÿÿF2'ÿB/'2'ÿ)MOÿ):2362Bÿ('L=2:BOÿL6ML'2M(ÿ)((6L:)B'0ÿN:B/ÿB/'ÿ32636('0ÿ326V'LB~
Z[ÿÿÿÿÿÿÿ}j^Zc^ÿfbbadilZg^ÿg]icÿk^cgiblÿhig]ÿg]^ÿrkg]baigm[
ÿ
1ÿÿÿÿÿÿÿ6=>0ÿ26)0N)OÿL6M(B2=LB:6Mÿ'W=:3&'MBÿ36('ÿ)MOÿ):2ÿM)7:*)B:6Mÿ/))20(~
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Stratton, Samantha
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

rachel_case@fws.gov on behalf of Virginia Field Office, FW5
<virginiafieldoffice@fws.gov>
Thursday, January 9, 2020 9:31 AM
Stratton, Samantha
Re: [EXTERNAL] Project Review: I-495 NEXT UPC #113414 - Fairfax County, VA

Categories:

External

Hi Samantha,
We have no further comments on this project. For future reference, if the northern long-eared bat (NLEB) is the only
species on your Official Species List, and you have utilized the determination key for this species--you do not need to
submit anything to our office for review; the verification letter generated by that key fulfills your section 7 requirements
with our office. Moreover, if you do have additional species, aside from the NLEB, you will need to submit a project
package.
All the best,
Rachel
On Wed, Jan 8, 2020 at 11:48 AM Stratton, Samantha <Samantha.Stratton@kimley-horn.com> wrote:
Rachel,

Please confirm that your agency has no further comment on our determinations regarding this project.

Thank you,

Samantha Stratton | Environmental Analyst
Kimley-Horn | 11400 Commerce Park Drive Suite 400 Reston, VA 20191
Direct: 703 462 2706 | www.kimley-horn.com

Celebrating 12 years as one of FORTUNE’s 100 Best Companies to Work For

From: Stratton, Samantha
Sent: Tuesday, November 26, 2019 3:45 PM
To: Virginia Field Office, FW5 <virginiafieldoffice@fws.gov>; rachel_case@fws.gov
Subject: RE: [EXTERNAL] Project Review: I-495 NEXT UPC #113414 - Fairfax County, VA
1

Hi Rachel,

We’re in NEPA right now and we’re not sure of impacts yet, but it can be preliminarily assumed that all 103 acres in the
LOD will be cleared. I also have attached the NLEB determination key to this email for your reference.

Thank you,

Samantha Stratton | Environmental Analyst
Kimley-Horn | 11400 Commerce Park Drive Suite 400 Reston, VA 20191
Direct: 703 462 2706 | www.kimley-horn.com

Celebrating 12 years as one of FORTUNE’s 100 Best Companies to Work For

From: rachel_case@fws.gov <rachel_case@fws.gov> On Behalf Of Virginia Field Office, FW5
Sent: Tuesday, November 26, 2019 2:57 PM
To: Stratton, Samantha <Samantha.Stratton@kimley-horn.com>
Subject: Re: [EXTERNAL] Project Review: I-495 NEXT UPC #113414 - Fairfax County, VA

Samantha,

Thank you for your project submission. Will this project require any tree removal?

Regards,
Rachel

On Thu, Nov 21, 2019 at 7:55 PM Stratton, Samantha <Samantha.Stratton@kimley-horn.com> wrote:

2

Citrix Attachments

Expires May 19, 2020

495_AllUSFWS_111919.pdf

29.2 MB

Download Attachments
Samantha Stratton uses Citrix Files to share documents securely.

On behalf of Robert Iosco (Robert.Iosco@vdot.virginia.gov, (703) 259-2764) at the Virginia Department of
Transportation (VDOT):

We have reviewed the referenced project using the Virginia Field Office’s online project review process and have
followed all guidance and instructions in completing the review. We completed our review on November 19, 2019 and
are submitting our project review package in accordance with the instructions for further review.

The Virginia Department of Transportation (VDOT), in coordination with the Federal Highway Administration (FHWA)
as the lead federal agency, is evaluating an extension of the Interstate 495 (I-495) Express Lanes between Tysons and
the Virginia State Line. We are requesting your comments on potential effects to threatened and endangered species
found within the study area in order to complete our technical reports for NEPA documentation. A project description
can be seen below:

The Build Alternative would extend the existing four I-495 Express Lanes from their current terminus between the I495/Route 267 interchange and the Old Dominion Drive Overpass north approximately 2.3 miles to the George
Washington Memorial Parkway (GWMP). Additional improvements are anticipated to extend approximately 0.3 miles
north of the GWMP to provide a tie-in to the existing road network at the American Legion Memorial Bridge
(ALMB). The Build Alternative would retain the existing number of general purpose (GP) lanes in each direction
between the I-495/Route 267 interchange and the ALMB, consistent with the configuration of the existing I-495
Express Lanes. Direct access ramps would be provided from the I-495 Express Lanes to the Dulles Toll Road and the
GWMP. Access would also be provided between the Express Lanes and GP lanes.

According to USFWS IPaC, the Northern Long-Eared Bat (Myotis septentrionalis) is listed as a species of concern for

the project. No winter hibernacula or maternity roosts were identified in the study area according to NLEB
and MYLU & PESU Habitat Mappers, nor were any eagle nests identified on the CCB Bald Eagle Mapper. The
enclosed project review package provides the information about the species, critical habitat, and bald eagles
considered in our review, official species list, self-certification letter, and the species conclusions table which
identifies our determinations for the resources that may be affected by the project. According to the 2016
3

Virginia Land Cover Dataset provided by the Virginia Geographic Information Network (VGIN) , there are 103 acres of
forestland within our Limits of Disturbance (smaller than the study area shown in figures provided) that we are
assuming will be impacted. Also attached are the database results and project mapping. Due to network issues on the
USFWS IPaC website the Verification Letter for the NLEB Determination Key is not included in this packet, but will be
sent as soon as possible.

We would appreciate your concurrence on our findings or any other comments USFWS may have.

Thank you,

Samantha Stratton | Environmental Analyst
Kimley-Horn | 11400 Commerce Park Drive Suite 400 Reston, VA 20191
Direct: 703 462 2706 | www.kimley-horn.com

Celebrating 12 years as one of FORTUNE’s 100 Best Companies to Work For

4

United States Department of Housing and Urban Development
District of Columbia Field Office
Subject: 1-495 Express Lanes Northern Extension — NEPA Scoping Questionnaire
Fairfax County, Virginia
State Project Number: 0495-029-419, P101; UPC: 113414
Federal Project Number: NHPP-0495 (095)

1. Would the proposed project affect any neighborhood programs, properties, or projects
under the jurisdiction of the HUD DC Field Office?
No. It does not appear that the I-495 Express Lanes Northern Extension will affect any
neighborhood programs, properties or projects under the jurisdiction of the District of
Columbia Field Office.
2. Please provide input on potential positive and negative indirect effects that could occur
as a result of the proposed project, such as: induced growth, economic development and
investment, or improved storm-water management. Any pertinent reports or documents
that may support your conclusions would be greatly appreciated.
After review of the proposed project activity and the location for the proposed I-495 Express
Lanes Northern Extension, the HUD District of Columbia Field Office finds the positive
effect of the proposed project to be improved travel times on I-495 towards Maryland.
Alternatively, the HUD District of Columbia Field Office cannot find any negative indirect
effects that may occur resulting from improving the existing median of North-bound I 495
from the 267/I-495 exchange northward to the Maryland state line.
3. In this scoping package we have provided a snapshot of recent economic and social
data from the U.S. Census Bureau within the study area. Do you concur this data
reflects the current population profile in the vicinity of the study area? Additionally,
please identify locations within or adjacent to the study area where you feel potential
minority or low-income Environmental Justice populations should be considered.
The HUD District of Columbia Field Office, based on the census data presented, concurs
the data appears accurate in terms of economic and social data. Based on the VDOT
enclosed census income data compared to median income listings agrees that the target
corridor does not appear to negatively impact any protected class communities as
proposed.
4. Please provide information regarding any permits, authorizations, approvals,
coordination, or review processes that may be required from your agency for this
project.
There will be no permits, authorizations, approvals, review processes or coordination required
from HUD for this above referenced proposed project.
5. Please provide any other comments or feedback that you feel may be beneficial to the
development of this study.
Please let us know if any further questions come up. Thanks.
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July 24, 2018

Mr. Robert Iosco
Virginia Mega Projects
VDOT Northern Virginia District
4975 Alliance Drive
Fairfax, VA 22030
Subject: I-495 Express Lanes Northern Extension
Environmental Assessment - Environmental Scoping Comments
Fairfax County, Virginia
VDOT Project Number: 0495-029-419, P101; UPC 113414
Dear Mr. Iosco,
Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the proposed northern extension
of the I-495 Express Lanes. Please see attached for WMATA’s responses to
the scoping questions.
Should you have any further questions or need clarification of our submission,
please contact me by email at skannan@wmata.com.

Sincerely,

Shyam Kannan
Managing Director
Office of Planning
Attachment:
Responses to Scoping Questionnaire

Subject:

1-495 Express Lanes Northern Extension - NEPA Scoping Questionnaire
Fairfax County, Virginia
State Project Number: 0495-029-419, P101; UPC: 113414
Federal Project Number: NHPP-0495 (095)

1. Will the proposed project affect transit operations?
Based on the limits provided, the project will directly impact the WMATA Silver Line,
which crosses the study corridor on an aerial structure between the Tysons Corner
and McLean stations. Design and construction of the Express Lanes must be
coordinated closely with WMATA’s office of Joint Development and Adjacent
Construction (JDAC) to ensure that WMATA structures are protected and rail service
is maintained. In addition, there are two Metrobus routes (23A, 23T) that operate on
VA-123 across the study area; the 495 project should ensure that any constructionrelated detours or stop changes are coordinated with Metrobus. In addition, nonWMATA bus services – such as Fairfax Connector and PRTC – play a key role in
connecting people to Metrorail at Tysons Corner. For this reason, we ask that VDOT
also work closely with those operators to minimize any service disruptions.
2. Please provide input on potential positive and negative indirect effects that
could occur as a result of the proposed project, such as: induced growth,
economic development and investment, or improved stormwater management.
Any pertinent reports or documents that may support your conclusions would
be greatly appreciated.
Ridership at Tysons Corner and McLean stations is drawn primarily from adjacent
land uses, not Park & Ride activity. For this reason, it is unlikely that the Express
Lane extension will induce more Metrorail ridership. As with any major roadway
expansion near transit, there is a chance that the increased ease of driving will shift
trips away from Metro. However, this downside may be limited by the fact that the
travel markets that would benefit from the extended lanes are generally distinct from
those served by the Silver Line.
While the travel market between Tysons and Montgomery County is significant, no
transit provider currently offers a direct link via the American Legion Bridge. Twenty
years ago, Metrobus operated a commuter-oriented route along this corridor, but it
was discontinued due to low ridership. The lack of demand was primarily due to two
factors: (1) dispersed suburban environments that made last-mile connections
difficult without a car, and (2) the fact that the buses operated in the same highlycongested conditions as general traffic. In recent decades, suburban centers like
Tysons and White Flint have become denser and more pedestrian-friendly, greatly
increasing the potential market for transit across the American Legion Bridge. If the
proposed project is met by new managed lanes on the Maryland side (including the
bridge), the conditions may be right for new transit service in the future. While
WMATA cannot make any commitments to future services at this time, the Authority
hopes that the proposed project is designed to accommodate buses in the managed
lanes.

It should be noted that the pedestrian environment around Tysons Corner continues
to be a problem, falling short of the connectivity and comfort needed to make the area
a successful transit-oriented community. The major interchanges pose particular
challenges, cutting off people’s ability to reach Metro stations on foot (or by bike).
Recent VDOT/FCDOT projects – such as the Jones Branch Connector and the new
trail crossing the interchange of VA-7 and VA-267 – demonstrate VDOT’s ability to
develop effective mitigations for existing barriers. We hope that the Express Lane
extension may provide the opportunity to address barriers that remain, such as the
lack of pedestrian access through the VA-123/I-495 Interchange.
3. Planning judgment is a structured process that will be used as part of this study to
analyze and forecast potential indirect effects and cumulative impacts. Does your
agency possess any reports, data sources, or expert input that you recommend be
used to inform the use of planning judgment in this study? Additionally, any other
tools or resources that your agency might be able to provide to aid in the identification
of indirect effects and cumulative impacts would be appreciated and considered.

The WMATA Office of Planning conducts studies and data analysis related to station
access needs, ridership dynamics, regional demographic and real estate trends, and
other planning issues that may be relevant to the proposed project. The Managing
Director of Planning, Shyam Kannan (skannan@wmata.com), can facilitate any
inquiries.
4. Please provide information regarding any permits, authorizations, approvals,
coordination, or review processes that may be required from your agency for
this project.
WMATA’s Office of Joint Development and Adjacent Construction
(JDAC@wmata.com) should be the primary point of contact regarding permits,
authorizations, approvals, etc. Please contact the office early in the design process
to ensure all requirements are understood.
5. Please provide any other comments or feedback that you feel may be beneficial
to the development of this study.
No further comments at this time.

Rochelle Altholz
Deputy Director of
Administration and Finance

Matthew J. Strickler
Secretary of Natural Resources

Russell W. Baxter

Clyde E. Cristman

Deputy Director of
Dam Safety & Floodplain
Management and Soil & Water
Conservation

Director

Thomas L. Smith
Deputy Director of Operations

MEMORANDUM
DATE:

July 23, 2018

TO:

Robert Iosco, VDOT

FROM:

Roberta Rhur, Environmental Impact Review Coordinator

SUBJECT:

VDOT 18‐012, NEPA Scoping I‐495 express lanes northern extension

Division of Planning and Recreation Resources
The Department of Conservation and Recreation (DCR), Division of Planning and Recreational Resources
(PRR), develops the Virginia Outdoors Plan and coordinates a broad range of recreational and
environmental programs throughout Virginia. These include the Virginia Scenic Rivers program; Trails,
Greenways, and Blueways; Virginia State Park Master Planning and State Park Design and Construction.
This project potentially impacts the George Washington National Parkway. For this reason, we recommend
coordination with 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, the Potomac Gorge Conservation Site is located within
the project site. Conservation sites are tools for representing key areas of the landscape that warrant
further review for possible conservation action because of the natural heritage resources and habitat they
support. Conservation sites are polygons built around one or more rare plant, animal, or natural
community designed to include the element and, where possible, its associated habitat, and buffer or other
adjacent land thought necessary for the element’s conservation. Conservation sites are given a biodiversity
significance ranking based on the rarity, quality, and number of element occurrences they contain; on a
scale of 1‐5, 1 being most significant. Potomac Conservation Site has been given a biodiversity significance
ranking of B1, which represents a site of outstanding significance. The natural heritage resource of concern
at this site is:
Glyptemys insculpta

Wood turtle

G3/S2/NL/LT

The Wood turtle ranges from southeastern Canada, south to the Great Lake states and New England. In
Virginia, it is known from northern counties within the Potomac River drainage (NatureServe, 2009). The
600 East Main Street, 24th Floor | Richmond, Virginia 23219 | 804-786-6124
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Wood turtle inhabits areas with clear streams with adjacent forested floodplains and nearby fields, wet
meadows, and farmlands (Buhlmann et al., 2008; Mitchell, 1994). Since this species overwinters on the
bottoms of creeks and streams, a primary habitat requirement is the presence of water (Mitchell, 1994).
Threats to the wood turtle include habitat fragmentation, urbanization, and automobile or farm machinery
mortality (Buhlmann et al., 2008). Please note that the Wood turtle is currently classified as threatened by
the Virginia Department of Game and Inland Fisheries (VDGIF).
In addition, the Rusty patched bumble bee (Bombus affinis, G1/S1/LE/NL) has been historically
documented within the project area. The Rusty patched bumble bee is listed as endangered under the
Endangered Species Act by U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS) effective March 21, 2017. Since the late
1990s, the Rusty patched bumble bee has declined throughout its historical range including Virginia and is
anticipated to be extinct in all ecoregions by 2030. Threats to the Rusty patched bumble bee include
disease, pesticides, climate change, habitat loss and small population dynamics.
To minimize adverse impacts to the aquatic ecosystem as a result of the proposed activities, DCR
recommends the implementation of and strict adherence to applicable state and local erosion and sediment
control/storm water management laws and regulations. Due to the legal status of Wood turtle, DCR also
recommends coordination with Virginia's regulatory authority for the management and protection of this
species, the VDGIF, to ensure compliance with the Virginia Endangered Species Act (VA ST §§ 29.1‐563 –
570). Furthermore, DCR recommends the implementation of the following USFWS voluntary measures for
the conservation of the Rusty patched bumble bee: avoid pesticide use, avoid herbicide use, and plant
native flowers that bloom throughout the spring and summer to support pollinator habitat.
Under a Memorandum of Agreement established between the Virginia Department of Agriculture and
Consumer Services (VDACS) and the DCR, DCR represents 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.
There are no State Natural Area Preserves under DCR’s jurisdiction in the project vicinity.
Many invasive plant species are adapted to take advantage of soil disturbances and poor soil conditions.
These adaptations are part of what enable certain species to be invasive. Non‐native invasive plants are
found through Virginia. Therefore, the potential exists for some VDOT projects to further the establishment
of invasive species. To minimize the potential for invasive species infestation, projects should be conducted
to minimize the area of disturbance, and disturbed sites should be revegetated with desirable species at the
earliest opportunity following disturbance. Equally as important, species used for revegetation should not
include the highly invasive species that have traditionally been used for revegetating disturbed sites. We
recommend VDOT avoid using crown vetch, tall fescue, and autumn olive if at all possible.
New and updated information is continually added to Biotics. Please re‐submit project information and
map for an update on this natural heritage information if the scope of the project changes and/or six
months has passed before it is utilized.
The Virginia Department of Game and Inland Fisheries (VDGIF) 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://vafwis.org/fwis/ or
contact Ernie Aschenbach at 804‐367‐2733 or Ernie.Aschenbach@dgif.virginia.gov. According to the
information currently in our files, Pimmit Run, which has been designated by the Virginia Department of
Game and Inland Fisheries (VDGIF) as a “Threatened and Endangered Species Water” for the Wood turtle is
within 2 miles of the project area. Therefore, DCR recommends coordination with Virginia's regulatory

authority for the management and protection of this species, the VDGIF, to ensure compliance with the
Virginia Endangered Species Act (VA ST §§ 29.1‐563 – 570).
Division of Dam Safety and Floodplain Management
According to 44 CFR 60.3, a participating community in the National Flood Insurance Program must receive
information on any project in the community’s mapped floodplain: bridge, dam removal, or stream
restoration to evaluate the project for its effect on the floodplain. If it is determined by an appropriate
study by the ‘developer’ that there is a change in the extent of the floodplain (the edges) or the elevation of
the 1% chance flood, then a letter of map revision (LOMR) is submitted to FEMA by the ‘developer’ so the
floodplain map can be up‐dated. Local governments have the authority and responsibility to properly
manage the mapped floodplain within the community, and that includes submitting to FEMA new technical
data on the floodplain within six months of receipt so the maps updated for accuracy.
This project is to extend the express lanes for I‐495 from Route 267 north to the George Washington
Memorial Parkway with associated improvements to ramps and the median area. Fairfax County
participates in the NFIP. The project is considered development within the SFHA and must therefore
comply with the County’s ordinance, including being permitted by the County. For a project in an AE Zone,
documentation must be provided to the County that the project will not result in more than a one‐foot
increase in the BFE.
The Flood Plain Management Program of DCR does not object to this project as long as it is performed in
compliance with Fairfax County’s floodplain ordinance.
The remaining DCR divisions have no comments regarding the scope of this project. Thank you for the
opportunity to comment.
Cc:

Ernie Aschenbach, VDGIF
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COMMONWEALTHofVIRGINIA
DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY
Street address: 1111 E. Main Street, Suite 1400, Richmond, Virginia 23219
Mailing address: P.O. Box 1105,Richmond, Virginia23218

Matthew j. Strickler

SecretaryofNaturalResources

WWW.deq. virginia. gOV

DavidK. Paylor
Director

(804) 698-4000
1-800-592-5482

August 10, 2018

Mr. Robert losco

Virginia Mega Projects

VDOTNorthernVirginiaDistrict
4975 Alliance Drive

Fairfax,Virginia22030
Subject: 1-495 ExpressLanesNorthern ExtensionEnvironmental Assessment
Fairfax County, Virginia IT Infrastructure Partnership
VDOT Project Number: 0495-029-419, P101, UPC 113414
Dear Mr. losco:

The Virginia Department of Environmental Quality (DEQ) Air Division, offers the following
comments concerning an extension of the 1-495 Express Lanes for approximately three miles
from the Dulles Toll Road (VA 267) to the George Washington Memorial Parkway (GWMP) in
Fairfax County. The project, to be located between the northbound and southbound general
purpose lanes, also includes improvements extending approximately 1, 800 feet south along
GWMP and up to the Maryland state line and the American Legion Bridge to tie into the existing
medians.

Fairfax County is currently not meeting the federal National Ambient Air Quality Standard
(NAAQS) for ozone and is classified as a marginal ozone nonattainment area (83 PR 25776). In
the past, this jurisdiction was also not meeting the NAAQS for fine particulate matter (PM 2. 5).
The monitored air quality in the vicinity for PM 2. 5 has subsequently improved and the area has
since been redesignated as an attainment area subject to an air quality maintenance plan (79 FR
60081). In addition, by state regulation, these jurisdictions are also considered volatile organic
compound (VOCs) and oxides of nitrogen (NOx) emission control areas (9 VAC 5-20-206).
Hence, DEQ recommends that emissions of volatile organic compounds and oxides of nitrogen
generated from construction activities are minimized. The State air pollution regulations that
may be applicable to the proposed project are listed below.
.
.

Fugitive Dust and Emission Control (9 VAC 5-50-60 et seq.)
OpenBurningRestrictions (9 VAC 5-130-10et seq.)

1-495 Express Lanes Extension
Page 2

.

Cut-back Asphalt Usage Restriction (9 VAC 5-40-5490 et seq.)

Please contactme at Thomas.Ballou(%dea.vireinia.gov if there are any questions. Thankyou for
providing the Virginia Department of Environmental Quality Air Division an opportunity to

provide scoping comments for the forthcoming Environmental Assessment. We look forward to
workingwith you in the future.
Sincerely,

^Xl-a2. /^--Thomas R. Ballou

Manager, Office ofAir Data Analysis and Planning

MEMORANDUM
TO:

Robert Iosco, Virginia Mega Projects, VDOT Northern Virginia District

FROM:

Katy Dacey, Division of Land Protection & Revitalization Review Coordinator

DATE:

July 18, 2018

COPIES:

Sanjay Thirunagari, Division of Land Protection & Revitalization Review Manager; file

SUBJECT:

Environmental Assessment Review: I-495 Express Lanes Northern Extension, Fairfax
County, VA

The Division of Land Protection & Revitalization (DLPR) has completed its review of the EA for the I495 Express Lanes Northern Extension project located three miles north of Dulles Toll Road extending to
George Washington Memorial Parkway in Fairfax, Virginia
Project Scope: Extension of northbound and southbound express lanes of I-495 to include improvements
to approximately 1,800 feet of existing median(s)
Solid and hazardous waste issues were not addressed in the submittal. The submittal did not indicate that
a search of Federal or State environmental databases was conducted. DLPR staff conducted a search
(1000 foot radius) of solid and hazardous waste databases (including petroleum releases) to identify waste
sites in close proximity to the project area. DLPR search did identify twenty-one waste sites within the
project area, which might impact the project. Additionally, no waste sites of possible concern were
located within the zip codes of the project area, 22101 and 22102. DLPR staff has reviewed the submittal
and offers the following
comments:

Hazardous Waste/RCRA Facilities – none in close proximity to the project area
CERCLA Sites – none in close proximity to the project area
Formerly Used Defense Sites (FUDS) – none in close proximity to the project area
Solid Waste –none in close proximity to the project area
Virginia Remediation Program (VRP) – none in close proximity to the project area
Petroleum Releases – twenty-one within the project area

1. PC#19954228, Westgate, 7655 Old Springhouse Road, McLean, VA 22102. Release Date:
03/21/1995. Status: Closed
*PC#19930288, Westgate, 7655 Old Springhouse Road, McLean, VA 22102. Release Date:
08/11/1992. Status: Closed
2. PC#20173015, Esherick Karen Lisa Residence, 7705 Lear Road, McLean, VA 22102.
Release Date: 07/25/2016. Status: Closed
3. PC#20053170, Primus Virginia Residence, 7714 Lear Road, McLean, VA 22102. Release
Date: 12/01/2004. Status: Closed
4. PC#20123212, Tanju Bereket R. Residence, 7701 Lear Road, McLean, VA 22102. Release
Date: 06/05/2012. Status: Closed
5. PC#20113084, Campana Rinaldo A Residence, 1356 Snow Meadow Lane, McLean, VA
22102. Release Date: 10/26/2010. Status: Closed
6. PC#20103308, McNeal Douglas B and Shiaoling W Residence, 1352 Snow Meadow Lane,
McLean, VA 22102. Release Date: 06/11/2010. Status: Closed
7. PC#20103215, Sinha Shrikant N Residence, 1355 Snow Meadow Lane, McLean, VA
22102. Release Date: 01/28/2010. Status: Closed
8. PC#20073033, Smoyer Michael C and Jennifer A Residence, 1335 Timberly Lane,
McLean, VA 22102. Release Date: 08/17/2006. Status: Closed
9. PC#19983545, McConnell Ed Residence, 75056 Box Elder Court, McLean, VA 22102.
Release Date: 09/02/1997. Status: Closed
10. PC#20073068, Focust John W and Marilyn J Residence, 1311 Timberly Lane, McLean,
VA 22102. Release Date: 10/02/2006. Status: Closed
11. PC#19890922, Fu Residence, 1024 Delf Road, McLean, VA 22102. Release Date:
02/13/1989. Status: Closed
12. PC#20113073, Loria John J Residence, 1025 Delf Road, McLean, VA 22102. Release
Date: 10/15/2010. Status: Closed
13. PC#20093112, Lacey Jr Trammel C and Kathryn Residence, 963 Saigon Road, McLean,
VA 22102. Release Date: 12/18/2008. Status: Closed
14. PC#19911629, Cooper Intermediate School, 977 Balls Hill Road, McLean, VA 22030.
Release Date: 05/06/1991. Status: Closed
15. PC#20043297, Hilliard Thomas P Residence, 908 Countryside Court, McLean, VA 22101.
Release Date: 06/11/2004. Status: Closed
16. PC#20093079, Schmitt Richard C Residence, 7106 Holyrood Drive, McLean, VA 22101
Release Date: 10/08/2008. Status: Closed

17. PC#20053137, Berre Gail Residence, 726 Lawton Street, McLean, VA 22101. Release
Date: 11/11/2004. Status: Closed
18. PC#20043001, Love Carl Residence, 7015 Green Oak Drive, McLean, VA 22101. Release
Date: 07/01/2003. Status: Closed
19. PC#20163183, Sibay Mounzer Property, 612 Live Oak Drive, McLean, VA 22101. Release
Date: 03/25/2016. Status: Closed
20. PC#20103233, Duffy Niall J and Sabine E Residence, 6704 Wemberly Way, McLean, VA
22101. Release Date: 03/04/2010. Status: Closed
21. PC#20163072, Thomas E and Melinda S Mooney Living Trust Property, 6706 Lupine
Lane, McLean, VA 22101. Release Date: 10/20/2015. Status: Closed
Please note that the DEQ’s Pollution Complaint (PC) cases identified should be further evaluated
by the project engineer or manager to establish the exact location, nature and extent of the
petroleum release and the potential to impact the proposed project. In addition, the project
engineer or manager should contact the DEQ’s Northern Virginia Regional Office at (703) 5833800 (Tanks Program) for further information about the PC cases.

PROJECT SPECIFIC COMMENTS
None

GENERAL COMMENTS
Soil, Sediment, Groundwater, and Waste Management
Any soil, sediment or groundwater that is suspected of contamination or wastes that are generated must be
tested and disposed of in accordance with applicable Federal, State, and local laws and regulations. Some
of the applicable state laws and regulations are: Virginia Waste Management Act, Code of Virginia
Section 10.1-1400 et seq.; Virginia Hazardous Waste Management Regulations (VHWMR) (9VAC 2060); Virginia Solid Waste Management Regulations (VSWMR) (9VAC 20-81); Virginia Regulations for
the Transportation of Hazardous Materials (9VAC 20-110). Some of the applicable Federal laws and
regulations are: the Resource Conservation and Recovery Act (RCRA), 42 U.S.C. Section 6901 et seq.,
and the applicable regulations contained in Title 40 of the Code of Federal Regulations; and the U.S.
Department of Transportation Rules for Transportation of Hazardous Materials, 49 CFR Part 107.
Pollution Prevention – Reuse - Recycling
Please note that DEQ encourages all construction projects and facilities to implement pollution prevention
principles, including the reduction, reuse, and recycling of all solid wastes generated. All generation of
hazardous wastes should be minimized and handled appropriately.
If you have any questions or need further information, please contact Katy Dacey at (804) 698-4274.

COMMONWEALTH of VIRGINIA
DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY
Matthew J. Strickler
Secretary of Natural Resources

Street address: 629 East Main Street, Richmond, Virginia 23219
Mailing address: P.O. Box 1105, Richmond, Virginia 23218
www.deq.virginia.gov

June 27, 2018

David K. Paylor
Director
(804) 698-4000
1-800-592-5482

Robert Iosco
Virginia MegaProjects
VDOT Northern Virginia District
Via email: robert.iosco@vdot.virginia.gov
RE:

I-495 Express Lanes Northern Extension
Project No. 0495-029-419, P101, UPC 113414

Dear Mr. Iosco:
This letter is in response to the scoping request for the above-referenced project.
As you may know, the Department of Environmental Quality, through its Office of
Environmental Impact Review (DEQ-OEIR), is responsible for coordinating Virginia’s review of federal
environmental documents prepared pursuant to the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) and
responding to appropriate federal officials on behalf of the Commonwealth. Similarly, DEQ-OEIR
coordinates Virginia’s review of federal consistency documents prepared pursuant to the Coastal Zone
Management Act which applies to all federal activities which are reasonably likely to affect any land or
water use or natural resources of Virginia’s designated coastal resources management area must be
consistent with the enforceable policies Virginia Coastal Zone Management (CZM) Program.
DOCUMENT SUBMISSIONS
In order to ensure an effective coordinated review of the NEPA document and/or federal
consistency documentation, notification of the NEPA document and/or federal consistency documentation
should be sent directly to OEIR. We request that you submit one electronic to eir@deq.virginia.gov (10
MB maximum) or make the documents available for download at a website, file transfer protocol (ftp)
site or the VITAShare file transfer system (https://vitashare.vita.virginia.gov). We request that the
review of these two documents be done concurrently, if possible.
The NEPA document and the federal consistency documentation (if applicable) should include U.S.
Geological Survey topographic maps as part of their information. We strongly encourage you to issue
shape files with the NEPA document. In addition, project details should be adequately described for the
benefit of the reviewers.

ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW UNDER THE NATIONAL ENVIRONMENTAL POLICY ACT:
PROJECT SCOPING AND AGENCY INVOLVEMENT
As you may know, NEPA (PL 91-190, 1969) and its implementing regulations (Title 40, Code of
Federal Regulations, Parts 1500-1508) requires a draft and final Environmental Impact Statement (EIS)
for federal activities or undertakings that are federally licensed or federally funded which will or may give
rise to significant impacts upon the human environment. An EIS carries more stringent public
participation requirements than an Environmental Assessment (EA) and provides more time and detail for
comments and public decision-making. The possibility that an EIS may be required for the proposed
project should not be overlooked in your planning for this project. Accordingly, we refer to “NEPA
document” in the remainder of this letter.
While this Office does not participate in scoping efforts beyond the advice given herein, other
agencies are free to provide scoping comments concerning the preparation of the NEPA document.
Traditionally, VDOT coordinates directly with localities and other state agencies. Below is a list those
entities that VDOT should include:
o Department of Environmental Quality:
o DEQ Regional Office*
o Air Division*
o Office of Wetlands and Stream Protection*
o Office of Local Government Programs*
o Division of Land Protection and Revitalization
o Office of Stormwater Management*
Department of Conservation and Recreation
Department of Health*
Department of Agriculture and Consumer Services
Department of Game and Inland Fisheries*
Virginia Marine Resources Commission*
Department of Historic Resources
Department of Mines, Minerals, and Energy
Department of Forestry
Department of Transportation
Note: The agencies noted with a star (*) administer one or more of the enforceable policies of the Virginia
CZM Program.
FEDERAL CONSISTENCY UNDER THE COASTAL ZONE MANAGEMENT ACT
Pursuant to the federal Coastal Zone Management Act of 1972, as amended, and its implementing
regulations in Title 15, Code of Federal Regulations, Part 930, federal activities, including permits,
licenses, and federally funded projects, located in Virginia’s Coastal Management Zone or those that can
have reasonably foreseeable effects on Virginia's coastal uses or coastal resources must be conducted in a
manner which is consistent, to the maximum extent practicable, with the Virginia CZM Program.
Additional information on the Virginia’s review for federal consistency documents can be found
online at
http://www.deq.virginia.gov/Programs/EnvironmentalImpactReview/FederalConsistencyReviews.aspx
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DATA BASE ASSISTANCE
Below is a list of databases that may assist you in the preparation of a NEPA document:
•

DEQ Online Database: Virginia Environmental Geographic Information Systems
Information on Permitted Solid Waste Management Facilities, Impaired Waters, Petroleum
Releases, Registered Petroleum Facilities, Permitted Discharge (Virginia Pollution Discharge
Elimination System Permits) Facilities, Resource Conservation and Recovery Act (RCRA) Sites,
Water Monitoring Stations, National Wetlands Inventory:
o www.deq.virginia.gov/ConnectWithDEQ/VEGIS.aspx

•

DEQ Virginia Coastal Geospatial and Educational Mapping System (GEMS)
Virginia’s coastal resource data and maps; coastal laws and policies; facts on coastal resource
values; and direct links to collaborating agencies responsible for current data:
o http://128.172.160.131/gems2/

•

MARCO Mid-Atlantic Ocean Data Portal
The Mid-Atlantic Ocean Data Portal is a publicly available online toolkit and resource center that
consolidates available data and enables users to visualize and analyze ocean resources and human
use information such as fishing grounds, recreational areas, shipping lanes, habitat areas, and
energy sites, among others.
http://portal.midatlanticocean.org/visualize/#x=73.24&y=38.93&z=7&logo=true&controls=true&basemap=Ocean&tab=data&legends=false&la
yers=true

•

DHR Data Sharing System
Survey records in the DHR inventory:
o www.dhr.virginia.gov/archives/data_sharing_sys.htm

•

DCR Natural Heritage Search
Produces lists of resources that occur in specific counties, watersheds or physiographic regions:
o www.dcr.virginia.gov/natural_heritage/dbsearchtool.shtml

•

DGIF Fish and Wildlife Information Service
Information about Virginia's Wildlife resources:
o http://vafwis.org/fwis/

•

Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) Comprehensive Environmental Response,
Compensation, and Liability Information System (CERCLIS) Database: Superfund Information
Systems
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Information on hazardous waste sites, potentially hazardous waste sites and remedial activities
across the nation, including sites that are on the National Priorities List (NPL) or being
considered for the NPL:
o www.epa.gov/superfund/sites/cursites/index.htm
•

EPA RCRAInfo Search
Information on hazardous waste facilities:
o www.epa.gov/enviro/facts/rcrainfo/search.html

•

EPA Envirofacts Database
EPA Environmental Information, including EPA-Regulated Facilities and Toxics Release
Inventory Reports:
o www.epa.gov/enviro/index.html

•

EPA NEPAssist Database
Facilitates the environmental review process and project planning:
http://nepaassisttool.epa.gov/nepaassist/entry.aspx

If you have questions about the environmental review process and/or the federal consistency
review process, please feel free to contact me (telephone (804) 698-4204 or e-mail
bettina.rayfield@deq.virginia.gov).
I hope this information is helpful to you.
Sincerely,

Bettina Rayfield, Program Manager
Environmental Impact Review and
Long-Range Priorities
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Stratton, Samantha
From:

Subject:

ernie.aschenbach@dgif.virginia.gov on behalf of ProjectReview (DGIF), rr
<projectreview@dgif.virginia.gov>
Wednesday, February 12, 2020 12:40 PM
Stratton, Samantha; Robert Iosco; rr ProjectReview (DGIF); Troy Andersen; rr
vdotprojects
Re: Attn: Ernie Aschenbach - I-495 NEXT - UPC #113414

Categories:

External

Sent:
To:

ESSLog 30346; Consultant administered VDOT extension of the Interstate 495 (I-495) Express Lanes between Tysons and
the Virginia State Line (scoping request)
Due to staffing limitations, we are unable to review and provide preliminary scoping comments
on projects that are not currently involved in one of the regulatory review processes for which
we are a formal consulting agency (see https://www.dgif.virginia.gov/environmentalprograms/). If your project subsequently requires a permit or environmental review which
involves our Department, we will provide comments through that process to the appropriate
agencies. Thank you for soliciting our review of your project, and we invite you to conduct your
own review of your project through the Virginia Fish and Wildlife Information Service (VAFWIS)
at: http://vafwis.org/fwis/.
Thank you for providing the above-referenced preliminary search results. We offer the following
recommendations:
Cross-reference VAFWIS Bald Eagle nest presence/absence with CCB: We recommend
performing an updated search of bald eagle nests known from the area using the Center for
Conservation Biology (CCB) website to evaluate whether active bald eagle nests are known from
the project area: http://www.ccbbirds.org/what-we-do/research/species-of-concern/virginiaeagles/nest-locator/.
Impacts to bats and bat habitat: If tree removal or forest management is anticipated, project
design and construction should adhere to our standard protocols for bat habitat assessment and
protection at:
http://www.dgif.virginia.gov/wildlife/bats/little-brown-bat-tri-colored-bat-winter-habitatroosts-application/
and;
http://www.dgif.virginia.gov/wildlife/bats/northern-long-eared-bat-application/.
Incidental take and best management practices to protect bats: In addition, the
project should incorporate the recommendations in the Department’s Guidance Document on
Best Management Practices for Conservation of Little Brown Bats and Tri-Colored Bats, at:
https://www.dgif.virginia.gov/wp-content/uploads/LBBA_TCBA_Guidance.pdf.

1

If the project proponent elects not to adhere to these recommendations, they may opt to
prepare a Conservation Plan to address incidental take of these state-endangered bats. For
additional guidance we recommend the proponent refer to our Best Management Practices
referenced above, and contact DGIF’s Bat Biologist, Rick Reynolds, at (540) 248-9360.
Distribution of our standard awareness guidance for the ST wood turtle to all VDOT
staff and contractors: https://www.dgif.virginia.gov/wp-content/uploads/Wood-Turtle-Field-ObservationForm.pdf and strict adherence to our standard guidelines for VDOT projects protective of ST wood turtles.
If instream work becomes necessary, we anticipate a Joint Permit Application (JPA) will be
distributed for agency review. We will review the JPA and provide comments as
appropriate. Thanks.

To help
protect y our
priv acy ,
Micro so ft
Office
prev ented
auto matic
download of
this pictu re
from the
In ternet.

Ernie Aschenbach
Environmental Services Biologist
P 804.367.2733
Email: Ernie.Aschenbach@dgif.virginia.gov

Virginia Department of Game & Inland Fisheries
CONSERVE. CONNECT. PROTECT.
A 7870 Villa Park Drive, P.O. Box

90778, Henrico, VA 23228-0778

www.dgif.virginia.gov

On Mon, Feb 10, 2020 at 11:12 AM Stratton, Samantha <Samantha.Stratton@kimley-horn.com> wrote:
Good morning Ernie,

Following up again with you to confirm that your agency has no further comments on our determinations regarding this
project.

Thank you!

Samantha Stratton | Environmental Analyst
Kimley-Horn | 11400 Commerce Park Drive Suite 400 Reston, VA 20191
Direct: 703 462 2706 | www.kimley-horn.com

Celebrating 12 years as one of FORTUNE’s 100 Best Companies to Work For

From: Stratton, Samantha
Sent: Thursday, January 30, 2020 6:37 PM
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To: ProjectReview (DGIF), rr <projectreview@dgif.virginia.gov>
Subject: RE: Attn: Ernie Aschenbach - I-495 NEXT - UPC #113414

Ernie,

Wanted to follow up again with you to confirm that your agency has no further comments on our determinations
regarding this project.

Thank you,

Samantha Stratton | Environmental Analyst
Kimley-Horn | 11400 Commerce Park Drive Suite 400 Reston, VA 20191
Direct: 703 462 2706 | www.kimley-horn.com

Celebrating 12 years as one of FORTUNE’s 100 Best Companies to Work For

From: Stratton, Samantha
Sent: Wednesday, January 8, 2020 11:50 AM
To: ProjectReview (DGIF), rr <projectreview@dgif.virginia.gov>
Subject: RE: Attn: Ernie Aschenbach - I-495 NEXT - UPC #113414

Ernie,

Please confirm that your agency has no further comment on our determinations regarding this project.

Thank you,

Samantha Stratton | Environmental Analyst
Kimley-Horn | 11400 Commerce Park Drive Suite 400 Reston, VA 20191
Direct: 703 462 2706 | www.kimley-horn.com
3

Celebrating 12 years as one of FORTUNE’s 100 Best Companies to Work For

From: Stratton, Samantha
Sent: Thursday, November 21, 2019 7:45 PM
To: ProjectReview@dgif.virginia.gov
Cc: Gresham, Teresa <Teresa.Gresham@kimley-horn.com>; Krebs, Meridith <Meridith.Krebs@kimley-horn.com>;
Prunty, Rob <Rob.Prunty@kimley-horn.com>; Iosco, Robert <robert.iosco@vdot.virginia.gov>
Subject: Attn: Ernie Aschenbach - I-495 NEXT - UPC #113414

Citrix Attachments

Expires May 19, 2020

495_AllVDGIF_111919.pdf

41.1 MB

Download Attachments
Samantha Stratton uses Citrix Files to share documents securely.

On behalf of Robert Iosco (Robert.Iosco@vdot.virginia.gov, (703) 259-2764) at the Virginia Department of
Transportation (VDOT):

Ernie,

The Virginia Department of Transportation (VDOT), in coordination with the Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) as
the lead federal agency, is evaluating an extension of the Interstate 495 (I-495) Express Lanes between Tysons and the
Virginia State Line. We are requesting your comments on potential effects to threatened and endangered species found
within the study area in order to complete our technical reports for NEPA documentation. A project description can be
seen below:

The Build Alternative would extend the existing four I-495 Express Lanes from their current terminus between the I495/Route 267 interchange and the Old Dominion Drive Overpass north approximately 2.3 miles to the George
4

Washington Memorial Parkway (GWMP). Additional improvements are anticipated to extend approximately 0.3 miles
north of the GWMP to provide a tie-in to the existing road network at the American Legion Memorial Bridge
(ALMB). The Build Alternative would retain the existing number of general purpose (GP) lanes in each direction between
the I-495/Route 267 interchange and the ALMB, consistent with the configuration of the existing I-495 Express Lanes.
Direct access ramps would be provided from the I-495 Express Lanes to the Dulles Toll Road and the GWMP. Access
would also be provided between the Express Lanes and GP lanes.

Based on a review of the VDGIF VaFWIS Search Report, there are confirmed observations of the Little-Brown Bat
(Myotis lucifugus), the Tri-Colored Bat (Perimyotis subflavus), and the Wood Turtle (Glyptemys insculpta) within the
study area. A figure showing the WERMS database results for these species and their proximity to the study area is
attached. In addition, winter hibernacula and maternity roost trees were not identified on the NLEB or MYLU & PESU
Habitat Mappers, nor were any eagle nests identified on the CCB Bald Eagle Mapper. According to the 2016 Virginia
Land Cover Dataset provided by the Virginia Geographic Information Network (VGIN) , there are 103 acres of forestland
within our Limits of Disturbance (smaller than the study area shown in figures provided) that we are assuming will be
impacted. Also attached are the database results and project mapping.

We would appreciate your concurrence on our findings or any other comments DGIF may have.

Thank you,

Samantha Stratton | Environmental Analyst
Kimley-Horn | 11400 Commerce Park Drive Suite 400 Reston, VA 20191
Direct: 703 462 2706 | www.kimley-horn.com

Celebrating 12 years as one of FORTUNE’s 100 Best Companies to Work For
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COMMONWEALTH of VIRGINIA
Jennifer L. Mitche11DEPARTMENT OF RAIL AND PUBLIC TRANSPORTATION (804) 786-4440
Director

600 EAST MAIN STREET. SUITE 2102
RICHMOND, VA 2321 9-2416

FAX (804) 225-3752
Virginia Relay Center
800-828-1120 (TDD)

July 24, 2018

Mr. Robert losco
Virginia MegaProjects
VDOT Northern Virginia District
4975 Alliance Drive
Fairfax, VA 22030
Subject:

1-495 Express Lanes Northern Extensions
Environmental Assessment Request for Environmental Scoping Comments
Fairfax County, Virginia
Project Number: 0495-029-419, P101, UPC 113414
—

Dear Mr. Tosco:
Thank you for the opportunity to provide input on VDOT’s proposed northern extension of the 1-495
Express Lanes in advance of the preparation of an Environmental Assessment. The Virginia
Department of Rail and Public Transportation (DRPT) recognizes the importance and benefits of this
project to the transportation network in Northern Virginia and the greater Washington, DC region.
Our completed NEPA Scoping Questionnaire is attached.
DRPT’s Northern Virginia Planning Manager, Ciara Williams, will be our contact person for this
project if you should have questions or need additional information from DRPT. Ciara can be
reached at ciara.williams(drpt.virginia.ov or (703) 259-2200.
We look forward to working with VDOT during the NEPA process and the eventual construction of
the Express Lanes extension.
Sincerely,

Chief of Public Transportation
cc:

Todd Horsley, DRPT
Ciara Williams, DRPT

The Smartest Distance Between 7vo Points
www. drpt. vrrginza.gov

Subject:

1-495 Express Lanes Northern Extensions NEPA Scoping Questionnaire
Fairfax County, Virginia
Project Number: 0495-029-419, P101, UPC 113414
Federal Project Number: NHPP-0495 (095)
—

1. Will the proposed project affect transit operations?
—

DRPT has reviewed the study area map and has confirmed that there are no existing
transit operations within the study area. As several transit providers in Northern
Virginia currently utilize the existing HOT and Express Lanes in the region, the
proposed northern extension of the 1-495 Express Lanes could be beneficial to any
future bus transit service that may be implemented in the vicinity of the extension,
including any future bus transit connections between Northern Virginia and
Montgomery County, Maryland.

2. Please provide input on potential positive and negative indirect effects to resources under
your agency’s jurisdiction that could occur as a result of the proposed project. Any pertinent
reports or documents that may support your conclusions would be greatly appreciated.
—

DRPT has determined that the proposed project does not appear to impact any
currently planned rail or bus transit projects.

3. Planning judgment is a structured process that will be used as part of this study to analyze
and forecast potential indirect effects and cumulative impacts. Does your agency possess any
reports, data sources, or expert input that you recommend be used to inform the use of
planning judgment in this study? Additionally, any other tools or resources that your agency
might be able to provide to aid in the identification of indirect effects and cumulative impacts
would be appreciated and considered.
—

While DRPT does not have any reports, data sources or other tools/resources to
provide to VDOT to analyze and forecast potential indirect effects and cumulative
impacts of the proposed project, we do recommend that VDOT consider its own data
on the impact to travel times and speeds of the current HOT and Express Lanes in
Northern Virginia. Bus transit systems that utilize the current HOT and Express
Lanes benefit from the faster speeds and travel times that those facilities allow, and it
is reasonable to assume that similar benefits would be realized by any future bus
transit services that may be implemented in the vicinity of the proposed project. In
addition, DRPT would like to emphasize the need for effective multimodal options
within the study area. Without transportation capacity improvements, new transit
services and travel demand management services (TDM), it is unlikely that the
projected growth in this section of the 1-49 5 corridor can be accommodated.

The Smartest Distance Between Two Points
u wu. dtpt. vzrginia.gov

4. Please provide information regarding any permits, authorizations, approvals, coordination, or
review processes that may be required from your agency for this project.
-N/A
5. Please provide any other comments or feedback that you feel may be beneficial to the
development of this study.
—

As previously noted, there are no existing transit operations along this section of the
1-495 corridor; however, the project would likely have positive operational benefits
for any new bus transit service that may be implemented along the corridor in the
future.

The Smartest Distance Between Two Points
www. drpt. virginia.gov
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Received from Fairfax County Board of Supervisors on June 10, 2018.

1. Do you anticipate or are you aware of any organized opposition to the proposed project?
We are not aware of any organized opposition to this project at this time.
2. How will the proposed project affect existing and planned land use?
Existing neighborhoods will be impacted because the study area traverses existing, built
communities. The James Cooper Middle School property may also be impacted by this project.
Nearby land uses include the following:
Tax Map
Environmental
Comp Plan Base
#
Features
21-1
RPA, flood plain
1-2 du/ac, private recreation
21-2
RPA, flood plain
1-2 du/ac, public parks
21-3
RPA, flood plain
1-2 du/ac, 2-3 du/ac, public parks, public facilities
29-1
RPA
20+ du/ac, public facilities, office, public parks
29-2
RPA, flood plain
1-2 du/ac, 2-3 du/ac, public parks, office, private open space,
industrial (Tysons Urban Center)
29-4
RPA, flood plain,
20+ du/ac, office, mixed uses (Tysons Urban Center)
EQC
30-1
RPA, flood plain
1-2 du/ac, industrial, private open space, public parks
30-3
RPA, flood plain
Public facilities, office, industrial, private open space (Tysons
Urban Center)
39-2
None
20+ du/ac, mixed uses (Tysons Urban Center)
3. Will the proposed project potentially disrupt a community or planned development?
Yes, please see attached maps.
4. Is the proposed project consistent with County planning documents?
Yes, the proposed project is consistent with the County Transportation Plan, which calls for High
Occupancy Toll (HOT) Lanes on the same road segments.
However, some of the proposed project’s impacts will occur in areas planned for residential use,
mixed use and/or parks. The proposal should meet Comprehensive Plan Environmental Policies to
reduce disturbance in environmentally sensitive areas, such as Environmental Quality Corridors
and Resource Protection Areas.
The proposed project should also address Heritage Resources goals of the Comprehensive Plan
Policies.
5. Where does the proposed project rank among the County’s specific transportation improvement
needs?

This proposed project is a high priority for the County as it relates to the American Legion Bridge
congestion and resulting cut-through traffic, which is having negative impacts on quality of life in
nearby neighborhoods. On May 1, 2018, the Fairfax County Board of Supervisors sent a letter to
the Maryland Department of Transportation stating how important it is to the county for the
congestion problem at the American Legion Bridge to be improved (attached).
6. Is the County considering any future mass transit options for this corridor?
The County Comprehensive Plan designates this corridor for “Enhanced Public Transportation.”
No studies have been conducted yet to determine what type of transit may be most appropriate.
The Comprehensive Plan for Tysons anticipates that a high-quality transit connection to Maryland
will be necessary in the future.
7. In this scoping package we have provided a snapshot of recent economic and social data from the
U.S. Census Bureau within the study area. Do you concur this data reflects your current
jurisdictional population profile? Additionally, please identify locations in the study area where
you feel potential minority or low-income Environmental Justice populations should be
considered.
The data does reflect the current Fairfax County population profile.
8. Are there any existing or planned schools, parks, trails, open space, places of worship, or locally
significant historic or archaeological sites within or adjacent to the proposed project area?
No impact is anticipated to Historic Overlay Districts so no Architectural Review Board review is
needed.
The following locally significant historic sites are within the area of impact:
• George Washington Memorial Parkway (Tax map 21-2) is characterized by local, state
and national historic significance and which is in the National Register of Historic Places.
The most dramatic changes will be the visual impacts caused by the anticipated physical
changes to roadway.
• Beaufort Park (tax map 21-3) is on Inventory of Historic Sites with potential visual impact.
It is located within the 600-foot buffer on either side of 495.
• Shiloh Baptist Church (29-1) is on Inventory of Historic Sites and may have a potential
visual impact. The proposal may have a potential visual impact, but it is located outside of
the 600-foot buffer.
Fairfax County’s Archaeology and Collections Branch has reviewed the maps provided. The area
contains numerous sites, and, depending on the level of investigation, will require initial
archaeological survey if areas are un-surveyed, Phase II archaeological testing (to determine
National Register of Historic Places eligibility) and Phase III data recovery if sites are determined
eligible. Any areas within or adjacent to Historic Overlay Districts must also be investigated, per
Fairfax County Zoning Ordinance. Each parcel or group of parcels should be assessed on an
individual basis.

This proposed project was subjected to an archival archeological review only. If Federal funds or
permitting is required, Fairfax County recommends consultation with Virginia Department of
Historic Resources (VDHR).
At the completion of any cultural resource studies, Fairfax County requests that the applicant
provide two copies (one hard copy, one digital copy) of the archaeology report as well as field
notes, photographs, and artifacts to the Park Authority’s Resource Management Division within
30 days of completion of the study. Materials can be sent to 2855 Annandale Road Falls Church,
VA 20110 for review and concurrence. For artifact catalogues, please include the database in
Access ™ format, as well as digital photography, architectural assessments, including line
drawings. If any archaeological, architectural or other sites are found during cultural resources
assessments, the applicant should update files at VDHR, using the VCRIS system.

9. Please provide any additional input on potential positive and negative indirect effects that could
occur as a result of the proposed project, such as: induced growth, economic development and
investment, or improved stormwater management. Any pertinent reports or documents that may
support your conclusions would be greatly appreciated.
The proposed project is located mainly within the Scotts Run watershed; additionally, the
proposed limits of disturbance (LOD) extends into the Dead Run watershed, which is listed on the
Virginia DEQ’s Impaired Waters list. The ecological health of these streams is very poor based on
biological integrity, stream physical assessment, habitat assessment, fish species richness, and
percent imperviousness. The county has documented numerous drainage, flooding, erosion and
storm water infrastructure complaints in both watersheds. Increased impervious surface from the
proposed project can increase runoff volume and velocity, exacerbating adverse environmental
impacts and threats to safety, property and infrastructure.
For more information, please refer to:
• The Middle Potomac Watershed Management Plan (WMP)
https://www.fairfaxcounty.gov/publicworks/sites/publicworks/files/assets/documents/w
atersheds/middle-potomac-watersheds-full-plan.pdf; and
• The Urban Stormwater Concepts for Tysons Corner document
https://www.fairfaxcounty.gov/tysons/stormwater-management.
There are 17 active/recently constructed Stormwater improvement projects in the vicinity of the
proposed project, particularly in the heavily urbanized Upper Scotts Run sub watershed (multiple
stream restorations in Upper Scotts, Flood Mitigation in Lower Scotts, Reforestation, and Flood
Mitigation in Dead Run).
Please see attached Table
Additional proposed projects are described in the Middle Potomac WMP. Impacts to existing and
proposed Stormwater project sites should be avoided or minimized.
10. Please provide any information you may have on other recent or planned projects or activities in
the area that may have indirect or cumulative impacts to the resources that may be affected by

the proposed project. Additionally, please provide any data regarding permitted impacts that
should be considered when analyzing potential indirect and cumulative impacts for the project.
Data from Fairfax County’s Stormwater Planning Division’s Comprehensive Biological Monitoring
program are available on request.
For more information, please refer to:
• The Middle Potomac Watershed Management Plan (WMP)
https://www.fairfaxcounty.gov/publicworks/sites/publicworks/files/assets/documents/w
atersheds/middle-potomac-watersheds-full-plan.pdf; and
• The Urban Stormwater Concepts for Tysons Corner document
https://www.fairfaxcounty.gov/tysons/stormwater-management.
Several potential impacts of this proposed projects based on identified limits of disturbance are:
- 29,799 linear feet of gravity pipe ranging from 8-inch – 27-inch and 3,942 linear feet of
pressure sewer ranging from 1.25-inch – 2-inch.
- There are 6 crossings along this stretch.
- 206 manholes are located within the 600’ buffer.
11. Planning judgment' is a structured process that will be used as part of this study to analyze and
forecast potential indirect effects and cumulative impacts. Does your agency possess any reports,
data sources, or expert input that you recommend be used to inform the use of planning
judgment in this study? Additionally, any other tools or resources that your agency might be able
to provide to aid in the identification of indirect effects and cumulative impacts would be
appreciated and considered.
None at this time.
12. Please provide information regarding any permits, authorizations, approvals, coordination, or
review processes that may be required from your agency for this project.
Stormwater management and water quality controls above the minimum requirements are
strongly recommended. Stormwater should be detained and treated onsite instead of purchasing
offsite credits. Low impact development, Best Management Practices and Green Stormwater
Infrastructure that improve water quality, reduce water quantity, prevent flooding and protect
streams, used by themselves or with other BMPs as part of a storm water treatment train, are
encouraged. Fairfax County’s Tysons Corner Comprehensive Plan Stormwater Goals should be
followed to the maximum extent practicable, particularly in the heavily urbanized Upper Scotts
Run watershed.
Close coordination with Fairfax County’s Wastewater Management (WWM) will be required once
plans for the possible upgrades/changes to I-495 have been developed and are being reviewed.
The possible changes may have direct impact on the sanitary sewer system, including but not
limited to WWM’s operation and maintenance of the system.
Please insure WWM’s inclusion on all developments associated with this project.

13. Please provide any other comments or feedback that you feel may be beneficial to the
development of this study.
It may be appropriate to upgrade some of the pipes before building new roadways over them.
Contact Virginia Department of Historic Resources and the National Park Service for the George
Washington Memorial Parkway impacts.
Contact the Fairfax County History Commission regarding all of the sites as they are in the
Inventory of Historic Sites.

PRJ_ID

PRJ_NAME

PRJ_STATUS PRJ_PHASE

SPRV_DIST

WSD_NAME

SC9219

Bridle Path Stream Stream
Restoration
Restoration
Project

Complete

Post
Construction

DRANESVILLE

SCOTTS RUN

FX1000-FX003 Old Meadow Road Stream
(1761)
Restoration
SC76-011
819 Swinks Mill Rd Flood
Protection/Mi
tigation
SC82-0002B
Scotts Run @
Stream
Scotts Run Station Restoration
South via
proffered
condition (SC82000C2)
SC82-0002C
Scotts Run @
Stream
Capital One via
Restoration
proffered
condition (SC82000C2)
SC83-0001
TysonΓÇÖs
Outfall
Galleria Outfall
Improvement
Restoration
SC9672C1
819 Swinks Mill
Flood
Road
Mitigation
SC9118
Bridlepath Ln @
Stormwater
Old Gate Ct.
Pond Retrofit
(SC9118/0060DP)

Complete

Post
Construction
Post
Construction

PROVIDENCE

SCOTTS RUN

DRANESVILLE

SCOTTS RUN

Active

Construction

PROVIDENCE

SCOTTS RUN

Active

Construction

PROVIDENCE

SCOTTS RUN

Complete

Post
Construction

PROVIDENCE

SCOTTS RUN

Complete

Post
Construction
Post
Construction

DRANESVILLE

SCOTTS RUN

DRANESVILLE

SCOTTS RUN

SC82-0003

Stream
Restoration

Complete

Post
Construction

PROVIDENCE

SCOTTS RUN

Stream
Restoration

Complete

Post
Construction

DRANESVILLE

SCOTTS RUN

Stream
Restoration

Active

Design

DRANESVILLE

SCOTTS RUN

Stream
Restoration

Complete

Post
Construction

PROVIDENCE

SCOTTS RUN

Scotts Run @
Arbor Row
Hanover Parcel
(SC82-0003)
SC213
Bridle Path Lane
Stream
Restoration
SC82-0001
Scotts Run
Tributary @ Windy
Hill Road (SC820001)
SC9845SC9845 Scotts Run
Tributary @Arbor
Row Hanover
Parcel

PRJ_TYPE

Complete

Complete

SC82-0002

Scotts Run @ Old Stream
Meadow Road
Restoration
(SC82-0002)

SC72-034

The Colonies @
Scotts Run
McLean Station
(0272DP)

Stream
Complete
Restoration
Stormwater Complete
Pond Retrofit

Dead Run Drive
1012
Reforest for WQ
@ FCPA (DE890001)

Flood
Mitigation
Other

SC9124

DE86-0001
DE89-0001

Active

Active

Preliminary
Design

PROVIDENCE

SCOTTS RUN

Post
Construction
Post
Construction

PROVIDENCE

SCOTTS RUN

DRANESVILLE

SCOTTS RUN

DRANESVILLE

DEAD RUN

DRANESVILLE

DEAD RUN

Preliminary
Design

I-495 EXPRESS LANES
NORTHERN EXTENSION
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT
ASSESSMENT

21-1
TAX MAP:

COMPREHENSIVE
LAND USE PLAN,
DEVELOPMENT CENTERS,
CURRENT ZONING
APPLICATIONS

.2-.5
DU/AC

600 Foot Buffer

1-2
DU/AC

.2-.5
DU/AC

1-2
DU/AC

Baseline Comp Plan
Land Use
Recommendation
Development
Center

RZ
2017-MV-01

Public
Parks

.2-.5
DU/AC

Current Zoning
Application

Public
Parks
1-2
DU/AC
14-1 14-2

SP 2014-DR-244

Private
Recreation

.2-.5
DU/AC

903-4

14-3 14-4

903-3

20-1 20-2

21-1

21-2 22-1

20-3 20-4

21-3

21-4 22-3

29-1 29-2

30-1

30-2 31-1

I

500 FEET

1-2
DU/AC
1-2
DU/AC

SEA 00-D
-006-02

1-2 DU/AC

SEA 00-D
-006-03 PCA
2004-DR-023-03

Revised to:
07/12/2018

PREPARED BY THE DEPARTMENT OF
PLANNING AND ZONING
USING FAIRFAX COUNTY GIS
G:\projects\ocp\pd\avprojects\
2018\FCDOT_Impact_study_response\
Land_use_base_current_right.mxd

I-495 EXPRESS LANES
NORTHERN EXTENSION
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT
ASSESSMENT

21-2
TAX MAP:

COMPREHENSIVE
LAND USE PLAN,
DEVELOPMENT CENTERS,
CURRENT ZONING
APPLICATIONS
600 Foot Buffer
Baseline Comp Plan
Land Use
Recommendation

1-2
DU/AC

1-2
DU/AC

Development
Center

Current Zoning
Application

RZ
2017-MV-01

Public
Parks

14-2

1-2
DU/AC

SP 2017-DR-075

1-2
DU/AC

903-4

20-2 21-1

21-2

22-1 22-2

20-4 21-3

21-4

22-3 22-4

29-2 30-1

30-2

31-1 31-2

I

500 FEET
Revised to:
07/12/2018

SP
2012-DR-006

Private
Open Space
SP 2007-DR-009

14-4 903-3

PREPARED BY THE DEPARTMENT OF
PLANNING AND ZONING
USING FAIRFAX COUNTY GIS
G:\projects\ocp\pd\avprojects\
2018\FCDOT_Impact_study_response\
Land_use_base_current_right.mxd

I-495 EXPRESS LANES
NORTHERN EXTENSION
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT
ASSESSMENT

Public
Parks

21-3
TAX MAP:

1-2
DU/AC
1-2
DU/AC

SEA 00-D
-006-04
SEA 00-D
-006-03
RZ 2004-DR-023

SE 2017-DR-027

SP 2016-DR-076
VC 2016-DR-011

1-2
DU/AC

PCA
2004-DR-023
PCA
2004-DR-023-03

COMPREHENSIVE
LAND USE PLAN,
DEVELOPMENT CENTERS,
CURRENT ZONING
APPLICATIONS

SEA 00-D
-006-02

SP 2007-DR-150

Private Open
Space

1-2
DU/AC

600 Foot Buffer

2-3
DU/AC

1-2
DU/AC

1-2
DU/AC

SP 2007-DR-084

1-2
DU/AC

SEA
79-D-071-02

Development
Center

SEA 85-D
-062-03

SE 2007-DR-003

1-2
DU/AC

SPA 85-D
-034-05

Public
Parks

SE 2007-DR-003

Public
Facilities

Public
Facilities

SPA
85-D
-034-05

RZ
2017-MV-01

SP 2015-DR-007

Baseline Comp Plan
Land Use
Recommendation

Current Zoning
Application

SP 2003-DR-002

SPA 85-D
-034-05

Public
Parks

2-3
DU/AC

SP
2010-DR-052

2-3
DU/AC

14-3 14-4

903-3

903-4

20-1 20-2

21-1

21-2 22-1

20-3 20-4

21-3

21-4 22-3

29-1 29-2

30-1

30-2 31-1

29-3 29-4

30-3

30-4 31-3

Public
Facilities

I

SP
2016-DR-115

500 FEET
Revised to:
07/12/2018

Public
Parks
1-2
DU/AC

1-2
DU/AC

PREPARED BY THE DEPARTMENT OF
PLANNING AND ZONING
USING FAIRFAX COUNTY GIS

1-2
DU/AC

G:\projects\ocp\pd\avprojects\
2018\FCDOT_Impact_study_response\
Land_use_base_current_right.mxd

I-495 EXPRESS LANES
NORTHERN EXTENSION
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT
ASSESSMENT
AR 90-D
-003-03

29-1
TAX MAP:

AR 90-D
-003-02

Private
Open
Space

COMPREHENSIVE
LAND USE PLAN,
DEVELOPMENT CENTERS,
CURRENT ZONING
APPLICATIONS

Public
Parks

1-2
DU/AC

1-2
DU/AC

600 Foot Buffer

Public
Facilities

1-2
DU/AC

Development
Center

SE 2014-DR-033
SP 2007-DR-008

RZ
2017-MV-01

Public Parks
RZ 2005-DR-009

SPA
00-D
-069

RZ 2012-DR-006

FDP
2005-DR-009

RZ 2012-DR-006

RZ 2014-PR-013

Industrial
Tysons
Urban
Center

SEA 78-D
-075-02
SEA 78-D
-075-03

Retail
and Other

SE 2014-PR-040

SP 2014-PR-219
SP 2014-PR-219

Public
Facilities

CSP
2010-PR-014-02

Retail
and Other

CSPA
2011-HM-032-02

RZ 2010-PR-014D
FDP
2010-PR-014D
FDP 2010-PR-014A
\ RZ 2010-PR-014B
FDP
2010-PR-014C-01 RZ/FDP
2010-PR-014D \
FDP
RZ 2010-PR-014E RZ 2010-PR-014C
2010-PR-014A
SE 2008-MD-034 RZ 2017-PR-010

Public
Facilities

FDP 2010-PR-014A
\ RZ 2010-PR-014B
RZ/FDP
2010-PR-014D \
RZ 2010-PR-014E
RZ 2010-PR-014B

19-1 19-2

20-1

20-2 21-1

19-3 19-4

20-3

20-4 21-3

28-1 28-2

29-1

29-2 30-1

28-3 28-4

29-3

29-4 30-3

38-1 38-2

39-1

39-2 40-1

I

500 FEET
Revised to:
07/12/2018

RZ 2018-PR-011

CSP
2011-HM-032
RZ 2011-HM-032
RZ 2011-HM-032
CSPA
2011-HM-032 FDP
2011-HM-032

Office

Public
Facilities

Office

RZ 2018-PR-011

Office

Current Zoning
Application

Public
Parks

RZ 2005-DR-009

1-2
DU/AC

8-12
DU/AC

SPA 74-D
-037-03

FDP
2005-DR-009

SPA 79-D
-141-02
SPA 79-D
-141-03

Public
Parks

2-3
DU/AC

Baseline Comp Plan
Land Use
Recommendation

Industrial

Private
Open
Space

20+
DU/AC

PREPARED BY THE DEPARTMENT OF
PLANNING AND ZONING
USING FAIRFAX COUNTY GIS

20+
Private DU/AC
Open Space

G:\projects\ocp\pd\avprojects\
2018\FCDOT_Impact_study_response\
Land_use_base_current_right.mxd

P ub lic P ark s

1-2
DU /A C

1-2
DU /A C

Pu blic
1-2 Parks
DU /A C

Pu blic
Parks

Pu blic
Parks

1-2
DU /A C

29-2
TAX MAP:

Pu blic
Parks

1-2
DU /A C

SP 2008-DR-019

Pu blic
Parks

CO M PR E H EN SIVE
LA N D U SE P LAN ,
DE VE LO PM E N T C E N TE R S,
CU R R E NT ZO N IN G
AP PLIC A TIO N S

SPA 82-D
-090-04
SP 2007-DR-108

1-2
DU /A C

I-495 EXPRESS LANES
NORTHERN EXTENSION
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT
ASSESSMENT

SP 2017-DR-082

600 Foot Buffer

Pu blic
Facilities

1-2
D U /A C

2-3
DU /A C

Baseline Comp Plan
Land Use
Recommendation

SP 2015-DR-070

SPA
74-D
-037-03

Development
Center

2-3
DU /A C

SP 2007-DR-008

SPA 74-D
-037-03

RZ
2017-M V-01

Pu blic
Parks

SPA 74-D
-037-03

Pu blic
Parks

2-3
DU /A C

Pu blic
Parks

Industrial

O ffice

PCA 88-D
-005-06

20+
DU /A C
CSP
FDPA 2002-PR-016
2002-PR-016

20+
DU/AC

FDP
2018-PR-015
RZ 2018-PR-015
PCA 88-D
-005-10

Private
O pen Space

PCA 88-D
FDP
-005-09
2017-PR-015 PCA 88-D
-005-06
RZ 2017-PR-015

20-2

21-1 21-2

19-4 20-3

20-4

21-3 21-4

28-2 29-1

29-2

30-1 30-2

28-4 29-3

29-4

30-3 30-4

38-2 39-1

39-2

40-1 40-2

500 FE ET
Revised to:
07/12/2018

Private Open
Space
PCA 88-D
-005-06

19-2 20-1

I

SEA 94-P
-040-02

O ffice

Current Zoning
Application

SEA
94-P
-040
SEA 94-P
-040-03

PREPARED BY THE DEPARTMENT OF
PLANNING AND ZONING
USING FAIRFAX COUNTY GIS

Tysons
Urban
Center

20+
DU /A C

G:\projects\ocp\pd\avprojects\
2018\FCDOT_Impact_study_response\
Land_use_base_current_right.mxd

20+
DU/AC

Priv a te
O p e n Sp ac e

SEA 94-P
-040-02
PCA 88-D
-005-10
FDP

PCA 88-D 2018-PR-015
-005-06 RZ 2018-PR-015

FDPA
2002-PR-016-02
CSPA
2002-PR-016
PCA
2002-PR-016-02

I-495 EXPRESS LANES
NORTHERN EXTENSION
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT
ASSESSMENT

PCA 88-D
-005-06
PCA 88-D
-005-09

RZ 2017-PR-015

FDP
2017-PR-015

SEA
SEA 94-P 94-P
-040-03 -040

FDPA
2002-PR-016-02
FDPA
CSPA 2002-PR-016
CSP
2002-PR-016 2002-PR-016
PCA
PCA
2002-PR-016-02
2002-PR-016

29-4
TAX MAP:

CSPA
2002-PR-016-02
PCA
2002-PR-016-02

Tysons
Urban
Center

CSPA
2002-PR-016
FDPA
2002-PR-016-02

RZ 2017-PR-015

20+
D U /A C

FDP
2017-PR-015

20+
D U /A C

PCA
2014-PR-004
CSP
2014-PR-004

Priv ate
O p e n S p ace

CSPA
84-D
-049-04

CSPA 84-D
-049-04

PCA 88-D
-005-07
PCA 88-D
RZ/FDP
-005-06
2011-PR-023
FDP
2011-PR-023
RZ 2011-PR-023

O ffice

Priv ate
Open
Sp ace

SE 2010-PR-010

PCA 88-D
-005-08
FDP
2014-PR-004
CSP
2014-PR-004
RZ 2014-PR-004
PCA
2014-PR-004

O ffice

PCA
2014-PR-004
CSP
2014-PR-004
CDPA
2011-PR-023-02
PCA
2011-PR-023-02
FDP
2011-PR-023-05

PCA 92-P
-001-11

FDPA
2010-PR-021-02

CSPA 84-D
-049-04

PCA 88-D
-005-06

FDPA PCA 92-P
CSPA 2010-PR-021 -001-08
2010-PR-021
FDP
2010-PR-021 CSP
RZ 2010-PR-021 2010-PR-021

SE 2003-PR-032

PCA
2010-PR-021

PCA
2011-PR-023
FDP
2011-PR-023-04
CDPA
2011-PR-023

PCA 92-P
-001-08

CDPA
2010-PR-021

SEA
2002-PR-017

RZ 2010-PR-021

O ffice

FDP
2010-PR-021

SE 2008-PR-033

SPA
2016-PR-036

SP 2016-PR-036

SE 2008-PR-033

FDP
2010-PR-021

FDP
2015-PR-014
RZ 2015-PR-014
SE 2015-PR-029
SE 2015-PR-029

FDP
2012-PR-002

RZ 2012-PR-002
RZ 2012-PR-002

PCA 92-P
-001-09
RZ 2011-PR-010
RZ 2011-PR-010 \
RZ 2011-PR-011
PCA 92-P
-001-06

M ixe d
U s es

RZ
2017-M V-01

RZ 2011-PR-010

SE 2003-PR-038

SPA
2016-PR-036
SP 2016-PR-036

PCA 92-P
-001-09
PCA 92-P
-001-06
SE 2011-PR-003
RZ 2011-PR-010
\ RZ
2011-PR-011

RZ 2011-PR-010
PCA 92-P
-001-06 SE 2011-PR-003 RZ 2011-PR-010 \
RZ 2011-PR-011
PCA 92-P
-001-09

PCA 92-P
-001-09
RZ 2011-PR-011
PCA 92-P-001-07 \
SE 2010-PR-023
RZ 2011-PR-010 \
RZ 2011-PR-011
PCA 92-P
-001-07

FDP
2011-PR-011-03

CSPA 84-D
-049-04

SPA
2016-PR-036

CSPA 84-D SP 2016-PR-036
-049-04
SE 2008-PR-035

Pu b lic
Pa rks

SE 2011-PR-008

Public
Facilities

O ffice

Retail
and O ther

PCA 92-P
-001-12

PCA 92-P
-001-10

PCA 92-P
-001-12

M ixe d
U s es

PCA
2004-PR-044

Retail
and Other

R e tail
an d O th er

R e tail
an d O th er

O ffice

FDP
2004-PR-044

CDPA
2004-PR-044

O ffice

CSP 85-P -038

19-4 20-3

20-4

21-3 21-4

28-2 29-1

29-2

30-1 30-2

28-4 29-3

29-4

30-3 30-4

38-2 39-1

39-2

40-1 40-2

38-4 39-3

39-4

40-3 40-4

I

FDP
2014-PR-021

500 F E E T
CSPA
PCA
2004-PR-044-02 2004-PR-044-02

CSPA
2004-PR-044-03

CSPA
2004-PR-044

SP 2015-PR-029

RZ 2018-PR-010

PCA 92-P
-001-06

Pu b lic
F acilities

FDP
2014-PR-021-02
SE 2009-PR-027

RZ 2014-PR-021

Office

PCA 92-P
-001-06

RZ 2014-PR-021

SP 2015-PR-029

Current Zoning
Application

O ffice
SE 2008-PR-035

SEA 95-P
-045

Baseline Comp Plan
Land Use
Recommendation
Development
Center

FDP
2011-PR-011-05
SE 2008-PR-033

RZ 2011-PR-023
FDP
2011-PR-023-02
CSPA 84-D
-049-04

1-2
D U /A C

Public
Facilities

PCA 92-P
-001-08

RZ/FDP PCA 88-D
2011-PR-023 -005-07

PCA 92-P-001-07
\ SE 2010-PR-023
RZ 2011-PR-010
\ RZ
2011-PR-011

PCA 92-P
-001-07
RZ 2011-PR-011

SE 2008-PR-033

FDP
2011-PR-023-03

CSPA 84-D
-049-03

O ffice

600 Foot Buffer

PCA
2010-PR-021-02

SPA
2016-PR-036

PCA 84-D
-049-06

PCA 92-P
-001-09

RZ 2011-PR-009
RZ 2011-PR-009

C O M P R E H E N S IV E
LA N D U S E P L A N ,
D E V E L O P M E N T C E N TE R S ,
C U R R E N T Z O N IN G
A P P L IC A TIO N S

RZ 2004-PR-044
FDPA
2004-PR-044

20+
D U /A C

O ffice

PCA
82-P-084-02

Revised to:
07/12/2018

16-20
D U /A C

PREPARED BY THE DEPARTMENT OF
PLANNING AND ZONING
USING FAIRFAX COUNTY GIS

3-4
D U /A C

G:\projects\ocp\pd\avprojects\
2018\FCDOT_Impact_study_response\
Land_use_base_current_right.mxd

1-2
DU/AC

1-2
DU/AC

I-495 EXPRESS LANES
NORTHERN EXTENSION
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT
ASSESSMENT

SP 2004-DR-058

30-1
TAX MAP:

Public
Parks

VC 2004-DR-010
SP 2004-DR-002

SP 2017-DR-082

1-2
DU/AC

COMPREHENSIVE
LAND USE PLAN,
DEVELOPMENT CENTERS,
CURRENT ZONING
APPLICATIONS

SPA 73-D
-150-03
VC 2003-DR-105

Private
Open
Space

600 Foot Buffer

2-3
DU/AC
1-2
DU/AC

Public
Parks

1-2
DU/AC

Development
Center

SP 2014-DR-021

SP 2007-DR-149

RZ
2017-MV-01

Public
Parks
3-4
DU/AC

2-3
DU/AC

FDPA
1998-DR-049-02

Industrial

3-4
DU/AC
5-8
DU/AC

8-12
DU/AC

Current Zoning
Application

20-1 20-2

21-1

21-2 22-1

20-3 20-4

21-3

21-4 22-3

29-1 29-2

30-1

30-2 31-1

29-3 29-4

30-3

30-4 31-3

39-1 39-2

40-1

40-2 41-1

SP 2015-DR-119

VC 2014-DR-007
SP 2014-DR-124

Public
Facilities

Baseline Comp Plan
Land Use
Recommendation

2-3
DU/AC

I

500 FEET

PCA
1998-DR-049-02

Revised to:
07/12/2018

PREPARED BY THE DEPARTMENT OF
PLANNING AND ZONING
USING FAIRFAX COUNTY GIS

PCA
1998-DR-049-03
FDPA
1998-DR-049-04
FDPA
1998-DR-049-03

G:\projects\ocp\pd\avprojects\
2018\FCDOT_Impact_study_response\
Land_use_base_current_right.mxd
SP 2015-DR-114 VC 2015-DR-006

SP 2009-DR-105

PCA
FDPA 1998-DR-049-03
1998-DR-049-03

Industrial

3-4
DU/AC

5-8
DU/AC

VC 2015-DR-006
SP 2015-DR-114

SP 2009-DR-105

2-3
DU/AC
McLean
CBC

8-12
DU/AC
SEA 97-D
-020-02

4-5
DU/AC

Tysons
Urban
Center

Private
Open
Space

CSP
2011-PR-011-02
RZ 2011-PR-010 \
RZ 2011-PR-011

PCA 92-P
-001-09

SEA 94-D
-002-02
SEA
94-D
-002

Public
Facilities

RZ 2011-PR-011
PCA 92-P
-001-09 FDP
2011-PR-011

Office

PCA 92-P
-001-11

Private
Open
Space

Public
Parks

2-3
DU/AC

Public
Facilities

RZ 2011-PR-009

RZ 2011-PR-009

FDP
2011-PR-017

PCA 92-P-001-07 \
SE 2010-PR-023

RZ 2011-PR-010
\ RZ 2011-PR-011
PCA 92-P
-001-07

Public
Parks

COMPREHENSIVE
LAND USE PLAN,
DEVELOPMENT CENTERS,
CURRENT ZONING
APPLICATIONS
600 Foot Buffer

Public
Parks

FDP
2011-PR-011-05

piece of pca
92-p-001-09

1-2
DU/AC

2-3
DU/AC

16-20
DU/AC

RZ 2011-PR-017

RZ 2011-PR-017
PCA
2011-PR-011

Public
Facilities

8-12
DU/AC

CSP
2011-PR-011
FDP
2011-PR-011-02
SE 2010-PR-023

RZ
2017-MV-01

SP 2016-DR-022

SEA
2002-PR-031

Private
Recreation

PCA 92-P
-001-07

Current Zoning
Application

SP 2014-DR-217

Retail
and Other

PCA 92-P
-001-09

Baseline Comp Plan
Land Use
Recommendation
Development
Center

RZ 2011-PR-017

RZ 2011-PR-017

FDP
2011-PR-011-03
RZ 2011-PR-011

RZ 2010-PR-023

PCA 92-P-001-07
\ SE 2010-PR-023

RZ 2008-PR-011
SE 2010-PR-034
SE 2010-PR-034

RZ 2011-PR-010
\ RZ
2011-PR-011

SP 2010-DR-065

FDP
SEA 2010-PR-023
2002-PR-031-02

Office

16-20
DU/AC
FDP
2010-PR-023
RZ 2010-PR-023

Public
Parks

30-3
TAX MAP:

RZ 2011-PR-010 \
RZ 2011-PR-011

PCA
2011-PR-011-02
RZ 2011-PR-011
FDP
2011-PR-011-04

SE 2008-PR-033

8-12
DU/AC

2-3
DU/AC

VC 2003-DR-152

FDP
2011-PR-017

PCA 92-P
-001-09

FDPA
2011-PR-017

Public
Facilities

FDP
2003-DR-049
RZ 2003-DR-049

I-495 EXPRESS LANES
NORTHERN EXTENSION
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT
ASSESSMENT

SP 2013-DR-006

2-3
DU/AC

RZ/FDP 2010-PR-023
\ SE 2010-PR-034
PCA 92-P
-001-05

SP 2017-DR-060
SP 2014-DR-136
SP
2009-DR-057

Public
Facilities

VC 2003-DR-170

3-4
DU/AC

20-3 20-4

21-3

21-4 22-3

29-1 29-2

30-1

30-2 31-1

29-3 29-4

30-3

30-4 31-3

39-1 39-2

40-1

40-2 41-1

39-3 39-4

40-3

40-4 41-3

I

500 FEET

16-20
DU/AC

SP 2014-DR-121
SP 2014-DR-028

Public
Facilities

SP 2018-DR-058

SP 2018-DR-014
VC 2018-DR-002

Revised to:
07/12/2018

PREPARED BY THE DEPARTMENT OF
PLANNING AND ZONING
USING FAIRFAX COUNTY GIS
SP 2015-DR-064

SP 2014-DR-225
SP 2015-DR-124
SP 2012-DR-076
SP 2014-DR-046

G:\projects\ocp\pd\avprojects\
2018\FCDOT_Impact_study_response\
Land_use_base_current_right.mxd

Retail and
Other
Office

RZ 2015-PR-006
FDP
2015-PR-006
PCA 85-P
-037

CSPA
2004-PR-044-03
CSP
85-P
-038

FDPA
2004-PR-044

CDPA
2004-PR-044

SP 2006-DR-008
SP 2015-DR-103

SP 2015-PR-029

PCA
2004-PR-044-02

FDP
2015-PR-006

39-2

CSP
2004-PR-044

SE 2012-PR-007

FDP
2004-PR-044

SE
2014-PR-065

Retail and
Other

Retail
and Other
Office

Public
Facilities

RZ 2006-PR-028

Office

Retail
and Other

16-20
DU/AC

CSP
2006-PR-028

FDP
2004-PR-044

RZ 2015-PR-006

PCA
1999-PR-060
CSPA
CSPA
1999-PR-060
1999-PR-060-02
CSPA
1999-PR-060-03

Retail
and Other

SP 2014-DR-045
RZ 2006-PR-028

Tysons
Urban
Center

I-495 EXPRESS LANES
NORTHERN EXTENSION
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT
ASSESSMENT

TAX MAP:

CSPA
2004-PR-044

Retail
and Other

SE 2007-PR-014
SE 2004-PR-019

Mixed
Uses

CSPA
2004-PR-044-02

PCA
2004-PR-044
RZ 2004-PR-044

20+
DU/AC

SP 2013-DR-030

Office

COMPREHENSIVE
LAND USE PLAN,
DEVELOPMENT CENTERS,
CURRENT ZONING
APPLICATIONS
600 Foot Buffer

Public
Parks

CSP 81-D
-024

3-4
DU/AC

1-2
DU/AC

Public
Facilities

Baseline Comp Plan
Land Use
Recommendation
Development
Center

SP 2014-DR-107

8-12
DU/AC

FDP
2017-PR-033
RZ
2017-PR-033

RZ
2017-MV-01

VC 2006-DR-003

SP 2016-DR-053

Public
Parks

VC 2016-DR-008

Office

PCA 75-7
-004-03
RZ 2014-PR-017

SP 2005-DR-044

FDP
2003-PR-008

8-12
DU/AC

Office

SE 2015-PR-021

PCA 75-7
-004-02
RZ 2003-PR-008

5-8
DU/AC

SE 2014-PR-001

Office

20+
DU/AC

RZ 2014-PR-025

16-20
DU/AC

SE
2004-PR-017

Office

3-4
DU/AC

FDP
2016-PR-023
RZ 2016-PR-023
FDP
2016-PR-023

Public
Parks

Public
Facilities

RZ 2016-PR-023

Public
Parks

FDP
2016-PR-023

Public
Facilities

Office

SP 2003-PR-017

2-3
DU/AC

28-2 29-1

29-2

30-1 30-2

28-4 29-3

29-4

30-3 30-4

38-2 39-1

39-2

40-1 40-2

38-4 39-3

39-4

40-3 40-4

48-2 49-1

49-2

50-1 50-2

I

12-16
DU/AC

500 FEET

FDPA 89-P
-042

2-3
DU/AC
PCA 85-P
-111-02

RZ
2004-PR-006
FDP
2004-PR-006

20+
DU/AC

16-20
DU/AC

Current Zoning
Application

Revised to:
07/12/2018

SP 2009-PR-070

16-20
DU/AC
16-20 DU/AC

16-20
DU/AC

PREPARED BY THE DEPARTMENT OF
PLANNING AND ZONING
USING FAIRFAX COUNTY GIS
G:\projects\ocp\pd\avprojects\
2018\FCDOT_Impact_study_response\
Land_use_base_current_right.mxd

I-495 EXPRESS LANES
NORTHERN EXTENSION
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT
ASSESSMENT

21-1
TAX MAP:

FLOODPLAINS, RPA'S
600 Foot Buffer

Flood Plain
RPA
Aerial Imagery copyright
Pictometry, Inc 2017

14-1 14-2
903-4

14-3 14-4

903-3

20-1 20-2

21-1

21-2 22-1

20-3 20-4

21-3

21-4 22-3

29-1 29-2

30-1

30-2 31-1

I

500 FEET
Revised to:
7/12/2018

PREPARED BY THE DEPARTMENT OF
PLANNING AND ZONING
USING FAIRFAX COUNTY GIS
G:\projects\ocp\pd\avprojects\
2018\FCDOT_Impact_study_response\
Environmental_base_left.mxd

Fairfax County, Virginia

I-495 EXPRESS LANES
NORTHERN EXTENSION
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT
ASSESSMENT

21-2
TAX MAP:

FLOODPLAINS, RPA'S
600 Foot Buffer

Flood Plain
RPA
Aerial Imagery copyright
Pictometry, Inc 2017

14-2
14-4 903-3

903-4

20-2 21-1

21-2

22-1 22-2

20-4 21-3

21-4

22-3 22-4

29-2 30-1

30-2

31-1 31-2

I

500 FEET
Revised to:
7/12/2018

PREPARED BY THE DEPARTMENT OF
PLANNING AND ZONING
USING FAIRFAX COUNTY GIS
G:\projects\ocp\pd\avprojects\
2018\FCDOT_Impact_study_response\
Environmental_base_left.mxd

Fairfax County, Virginia

I-495 EXPRESS LANES
NORTHERN EXTENSION
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT
ASSESSMENT

21-3
TAX MAP:

FLOODPLAINS, RPA'S
600 Foot Buffer

Flood Plain
RPA
Aerial Imagery copyright
Pictometry, Inc 2017

14-3 14-4

903-3

903-4

20-1 20-2

21-1

21-2 22-1

20-3 20-4

21-3

21-4 22-3

29-1 29-2

30-1

30-2 31-1

29-3 29-4

30-3

30-4 31-3

I

500 FEET
Revised to:
7/12/2018

PREPARED BY THE DEPARTMENT OF
PLANNING AND ZONING
USING FAIRFAX COUNTY GIS
G:\projects\ocp\pd\avprojects\
2018\FCDOT_Impact_study_response\
Environmental_base_left.mxd

Fairfax County, Virginia

I-495 EXPRESS LANES
NORTHERN EXTENSION
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT
ASSESSMENT

29-1
TAX MAP:

FLOODPLAINS, RPA'S
600 Foot Buffer

Flood Plain
RPA
Aerial Imagery copyright
Pictometry, Inc 2017

19-1 19-2

20-1

20-2 21-1

19-3 19-4

20-3

20-4 21-3

28-1 28-2

29-1

29-2 30-1

28-3 28-4

29-3

29-4 30-3

38-1 38-2

39-1

39-2 40-1

I

500 FEET
Revised to:
7/12/2018

PREPARED BY THE DEPARTMENT OF
PLANNING AND ZONING
USING FAIRFAX COUNTY GIS
G:\projects\ocp\pd\avprojects\
2018\FCDOT_Impact_study_response\
Environmental_base_left.mxd

Fairfax County, Virginia

I-495 EXPRESS LANES
NORTHERN EXTENSION
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT
ASSESSMENT

29-2
TAX MAP:

FLOODPLAINS, RPA'S
600 Foot Buffer

Flood Plain
RPA
Aerial Imagery copyright
Pictometry, Inc 2017

19-2 20-1

20-2

21-1 21-2

19-4 20-3

20-4

21-3 21-4

28-2 29-1

29-2

30-1 30-2

28-4 29-3

29-4

30-3 30-4

38-2 39-1

39-2

40-1 40-2

I

500 FEET
Revised to:
7/12/2018

PREPARED BY THE DEPARTMENT OF
PLANNING AND ZONING
USING FAIRFAX COUNTY GIS
G:\projects\ocp\pd\avprojects\
2018\FCDOT_Impact_study_response\
Environmental_base_left.mxd

Fairfax County, Virginia

I-495 EXPRESS LANES
NORTHERN EXTENSION
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT
ASSESSMENT

29-4
TAX MAP:

FLOODPLAINS, RPA'S
600 Foot Buffer

Flood Plain
RPA
Aerial Imagery copyright
Pictometry, Inc 2017

19-4 20-3

20-4

21-3 21-4

28-2 29-1

29-2

30-1 30-2

28-4 29-3

29-4

30-3 30-4

38-2 39-1

39-2

40-1 40-2

38-4 39-3

39-4

40-3 40-4

I

500 FEET
Revised to:
7/12/2018

PREPARED BY THE DEPARTMENT OF
PLANNING AND ZONING
USING FAIRFAX COUNTY GIS
G:\projects\ocp\pd\avprojects\
2018\FCDOT_Impact_study_response\
Environmental_base_left.mxd

Fairfax County, Virginia

I-495 EXPRESS LANES
NORTHERN EXTENSION
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT
ASSESSMENT

30-1
TAX MAP:

FLOODPLAINS, RPA'S
600 Foot Buffer

Flood Plain
RPA
Aerial Imagery copyright
Pictometry, Inc 2017

20-1 20-2

21-1

21-2 22-1

20-3 20-4

21-3

21-4 22-3

29-1 29-2

30-1

30-2 31-1

29-3 29-4

30-3

30-4 31-3

39-1 39-2

40-1

40-2 41-1

I

500 FEET
Revised to:
7/12/2018

PREPARED BY THE DEPARTMENT OF
PLANNING AND ZONING
USING FAIRFAX COUNTY GIS
G:\projects\ocp\pd\avprojects\
2018\FCDOT_Impact_study_response\
Environmental_base_left.mxd

Fairfax County, Virginia

I-495 EXPRESS LANES
NORTHERN EXTENSION
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT
ASSESSMENT

30-3
TAX MAP:

FLOODPLAINS, RPA'S
600 Foot Buffer

Flood Plain
RPA
Aerial Imagery copyright
Pictometry, Inc 2017

20-3 20-4

21-3

21-4 22-3

29-1 29-2

30-1

30-2 31-1

29-3 29-4

30-3

30-4 31-3

39-1 39-2

40-1

40-2 41-1

39-3 39-4

40-3

40-4 41-3

I

500 FEET
Revised to:
7/12/2018

PREPARED BY THE DEPARTMENT OF
PLANNING AND ZONING
USING FAIRFAX COUNTY GIS
G:\projects\ocp\pd\avprojects\
2018\FCDOT_Impact_study_response\
Environmental_base_left.mxd

Fairfax County, Virginia

I-495 EXPRESS LANES
NORTHERN EXTENSION
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT
ASSESSMENT

39-2
TAX MAP:

FLOODPLAINS, RPA'S
600 Foot Buffer

Flood Plain
RPA
Aerial Imagery copyright
Pictometry, Inc 2017

28-2 29-1

29-2

30-1 30-2

28-4 29-3

29-4

30-3 30-4

38-2 39-1

39-2

40-1 40-2

38-4 39-3

39-4

40-3 40-4

48-2 49-1

49-2

50-1 50-2

I

500 FEET
Revised to:
7/12/2018

PREPARED BY THE DEPARTMENT OF
PLANNING AND ZONING
USING FAIRFAX COUNTY GIS
G:\projects\ocp\pd\avprojects\
2018\FCDOT_Impact_study_response\
Environmental_base_left.mxd

Fairfax County, Virginia

Fairfax Water
Subject: I-495 Express Lanes Northern Extension – NEPA Scoping Questionnaire
Fairfax County, Virginia
State Project Number: 0495-029-419, P101; UPC: 113414
Federal Project Number: NHPP – 0495(095)

1) Are there any public groundwater wells or surface water intakes in the proximity of the
proposed project?
Washington Aqueduct’s Little Falls intake is downstream of the proposed project area. Fairfax
Water is a wholesale customer of Washington Aqueduct.
2) Is there any potential for contamination of a public water supply system due to the proposed
project?
The project is an extension of an existing highway. All the risks for contamination of a public
water supply associated with the existing highway will also apply to this project, such as but not
limited to spills from vehicles using the highway and application of de-icing chemicals.
3) Will the proposed project affect a public water supply?
As this project is an extension of an existing highway, the risks to public water supply, associated
with the existing highway will also apply to this project such as but not limited to spills from
vehicles using the highway and application of de-icing chemicals.
4) Do you anticipate any adverse effects from the proposed project on local sanitary facilities, such
as public sewer systems or private septic fields?
Fairfax Water is not responsible for sewer or septic facilities. We suggest contacting the Fairfax
County Department of Public Works (sewer) and the Fairfax County Health Department
(septics).
5) Do you have any concerns regarding public health in connection with this project?
No, Fairfax Water is not aware of any public health concerns related to this project. We suggest
contacting the Fairfax County Health Department for more information on this topic.
6) Are there any known health issues affecting low-income and minority populations within the
study area?
No, Fairfax Water is not aware of any known health issues affecting low-income and minority
populations within the study area. We suggest contacting the Fairfax County Health Department
for more information on this topic.
1

Fairfax Water

7) Please provide information regarding any permits, authorizations, approvals, coordination or
review processes that may be required from your agency for this project.
Fairfax Water will review project plans for conflicts with its existing facilities and provide any
necessary relocation plans to VDOT or its contractor in accordance with the VDOT Utility Manual
of Instructions. Contact Robert C. Cotten, P.E., Chief Design Engineer, at (703) 289-6310
or rcotten@fairfaxwater.org to coordinate this effort.
8) Please provide any other comments or feedback that you feel may be beneficial to the
development of this study.
No Comments.

2

FAIRFAX COUNTY PARK AUTHORITY
12055 Government Center Parkway, Suite 927 • Fairfax, VA 22035-5500
703-324-8700 • Fax: 703-324-3974 • www.fairfaxcounty.gov/parks

August 8, 2018

Robert Iosco
Virginia MegaProject
VDOT Northern Virginia District
4975 Alliance Drive
Fairfax, VA 22030
Subject: 1-495 Express Lanes Northern Extension
Environmental Assessment
VDOT Project Number: 0495-029-409, P101, UPC 113414
Dear Mr. Iosco:
Fairfax County Park Authority staff has completed a very high-level review of the above
referenced project. Your letter of June 25, 2018, as well as the 495 Express Lanes Northern
Extension project webpage, provided little in terms of detail as to the ultimate alignment of 1-495
or the extent of the envisioned impacts. Within the broadly defined limits of the project as
shown in Figure 1 with your letter, the Park Authority owns and manages three parks — Scotts
Run Nature Preserve, Timberly Park, and McLean Hamlet Park. Just at the limits of the defined
project area is a fourth Park Authority owned property, Falstaff Park. The following responses
to your questions, unless otherwise noted, address potential impacts to these properties.
1. Are there any existing or planned parks or recreation sites that may be affected by the
proposed project?
Overall, the parks of noted concern are largely undeveloped, natural spaces. Scotts Run Nature
Preserve has an extensive trail network, some of which lies within the project area. Should the
existing trail connection be disrupted, it would be expected that the 1-495 project reestablish the
connection in a manner acceptable to the Park Authority.
McLean Hamlet Park is currently undeveloped but planned for a series of trails with exercise
stations, picnic pavilion, and bicycle parking. Potential impacts from the 1-495 project would
not affect existing facilities but may require replanning of the park and the loss of usable
acreage.
Timberly Park is undeveloped, largely comprised of floodplain and Chesapeake Bay Resource
Protection Area within the project area.
It is noted that Falstaff Park, beyond the estimated footprint of the 1-495 project, is developed
with a playground. Some concern is noted regarding potential noise impacts to this facility
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should reconfiguration of the 1-495/267 interchange significantly shifi the lane configuration to
the northwest.
2. Are there any locally significant historic sites that may be directly or indirectly affected by the
proposed project?

The land area within the broadly defined project limits was subjected to archival cultural
resources review. The project area contains numerous sites, both within park boundaries and
beyond. The Park Authority would require an initial archaeological survey for any acquisition
or disturbance of parkland, followed by Phase II archaeological testing and Phase III data
recovery, as indicated. For properties that are not owned by the Park Authority, the Park
Authority would recommend a similar level of analysis for properties that demonstrate a
moderate to high probability of yielding important resources or information. Each parcel or
group of parcels should be assessed on an individual basis.
Iffederal funding or permitting is required for this project, there are specific archaeological
requirements under Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act. If Section 106
applies then any archaeological work under this recommendation should also be coordinated in
advance with the Virginia State Historic Preservation Officer (SHPO). If Federal funding or
permitting is required, the applicate should initiate consultation with the Virginia Department of
Historic Resources (VDHR).
3. Are there any sites within or adjacent to the project area that were acquired and developed
with Federal Land and Water Conservation Act funds (Section 6(f))?

A portion of Scotts Run Nature Preserve, noted in Fairfax County land records as Tax Map 21-1
((1)) parcel 3, was acquired with Federal Land and Water Conservation Act funds; therefore,
Section 6(1) would apply.
4. Please provide information regarding any permits, authorizations, approvals, coordination, or
review processes that may be required from your agency for this project.

Although not specifically identified by the broad scope of the study area, it could be anticipated
that VDOT will require, at the least, construction operations on parkland. In order to do any
clearing and grading or drainage improvement on adjacent parkland, the applicant must first
acquire a Letter of Permission and/or Easement from the Park Authority. Conditions and/or fees
may be required for Park Authority permits or easements. If any land disturbing activities are
proposed on park property, the applicant must submit a request for a permit and/or easement
request. Applications and information are available at
http://wwwfairfaxcountv.zov/parks/plandev/easements.htm.
McLean Hamlet Park is included in the list of properties associated with the Board of
Supervisors' Land Bank Acquisition of right-of-way or easements would need to be jointly
coordinated with the BOS, through the Park Authority.
In general, acquisition of parkland for right-of-way dedication or easements will require more
specific coordination with the Easement Coordinator, Fairfax County Park Authority, Planning

Robert losco
August 8,2018
Page 3

and Development Division, 12055 Government Center Parkway, Suite 421, Fairfax, Virginia
22035; main telephone number (703) 324-8741.
Additionally, the areas of Scotts Run Nature Preserve, Timberly Park, and Mclean Central Park
identified by VDOT for its project may be considered significant under Section 40, and VDOTs
project may adversely impact significant natural resources at these parks. To receive written
concurrence from the Fairfax County Park Authority for a de minimis determination, the Park
Authority requires any adverse impacts to its natural resources by VDOT to follow its Policy 201
titled Natural Resources (http://www.fairfaxcountv.gov/parks/parkpolicv/park-policymanual.pdf) and the agency-wide Natural Resource Management Plan, recommended action
number eight (http://www.fairfaxcounty.gov/parks/resourcemanagement/downloads/nrmp012914.pdj). VDOT will need to agree to rehabilitate any
temporary impacts to natural resources to Park Authority standards and mitigate/compensate
for permanent impacts to natural resources on Park Authority managed lands. This requirement
applies to any natural resource impact (terrestrial or aquatic) that is not regulated under the
jurisdiction of any federal or state agency. Total impacts and mitigation/compensation costs will
be determined upon completion of the site design.
5. Please provide any other comments or feedback that you feel may be beneficial to the
development of this study.
The Potomac Heritage Trail is an expanding, interconnected system of trails that celebrates the
area's cultural and natural history from the Potomac River in the Northern Neck of Virginia to
the Allegheny Mountains in Pennsylvania, connected through Washington, D.C. and Maryland
as well. Currently, 1-495 presents a significant barrier to pedestrian and bicycle connectivity
within the Virginia portion of the trail. In planning for improvements to 1-495 to enhance
vehicular movements, opportunities to provide connections for non-motorized traffic across the
extensive road network should be considered.
The Park Authority appreciates the opportunity to comment on this project and looks forward to
further coordination as the 1-495 Express Lanes North Extension project advances.
Sincerely,

David R. Bowden
Director, Planning and Development Division
Copy: John W. Foust, Supervisor, Dranesville District
Timothy B. Hackman, FCPA Board Representative, Dranesville District
Kirk Kincannon, Executive Director, FCPA
Sara Baldwin, Deputy Director/C00, FCPA
Aimee Vosper, Deputy Director/CBD, FCPA
Barbara Nugent, Director, Resource Management Division, FCPA
John Stokely, Manager, Natural Resource Protection Branch, FCPA

Robert I osco
August 8,2018
Page 4

Liz Crowell, Manager, Cultural Resource Protection Branch, FCPA
Andi Dorlester, Manager, Park Planning Branch, FCPA

I-495 Express Lanes Northern Extension

Appendices

Appendix C: Responses to Comments Received

Environmental Assessment

February 2020

I-495 Express Lanes Northern Extension Study
June 2018 Public Information Meeting
Comment Summary and Response

Summary of Comments Received About the Study
Public Comment/Question
Coordination with Other Jurisdictions
What is the status of Maryland’s project? How
does it relate to this study?

Response
The Maryland Department of Transportation (MDOT) launched its Traffic Relief
Plan to reduce traffic congestion, increase economic development, and enhance
safety for Maryland commuters. The largest initiative in the Traffic Relief Plan
involves evaluating improvements in the I-495 and I-270 corridors. The I-495 and
I-270 Managed Lanes study is the first element in Maryland’s efforts to improve
traffic congestion. An Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) is underway to
identify alternatives and assess potential impacts. The Study limits extend along I495 from south of the American Legion Bridge to east of the Woodrow Wilson
Bridge and along I-270 from I-495 to I-370, including the east and west I-270
spurs. The study is expected to be completed by Spring 2020.
VDOT is conducting an Environmental Assessment, which is independent of
Maryland’s study, of the option to extend the existing I-495 Express Lanes by
three miles to the vicinity of the American Legion Bridge. VDOT also is producing
a project implementation and procurement plan, which also would be conducted
independent of Maryland’s plans.

What does Maryland’s project include? Will
Maryland allow high occupancy vehicles? Will the
Maryland study include adding lanes to the
American Legion Bridge?

However, to ensure that both state’s efforts are closely coordinated, project
leaders from VDOT and Maryland are meeting and sharing information on a
regular basis.
In Maryland’s EIS, the Preliminary Range of Alternatives includes fifteen
alternatives for consideration in the I-495 and I-270 Managed Lanes Study, which
will include the No-Build alternative and corridor-wide solutions that are intended
to address congestion along I-495 and I-270, offer more travel mode choices, and
enhance travel efficiency. A wide range of alternatives are being evaluated and
will include adding general purpose lanes, managed lanes, and transit
alternatives. More information on Maryland’s efforts can be found at
https://495-270-p3.com/.

Summary of Comments Received About the Study
Public Comment/Question
American Legion Bridge congestion needs to be
addressed. Pushing traffic faster toward the
bridge without addressing the bridge will
accomplish nothing. Are studies being done of
ways to add extra lanes to the American Legion
Bridge? Is this a priority? Who would be
responsible for expanding or rebuilding the
American Legion Bridge?

Response
Maryland has primary responsibility for the American Legion Bridge, and its
current environmental study limits include I-495 from south of the American
Legion Bridge to east of the Woodrow Wilson Bridge and along I-270 from I-495
to I-370, including the east and west I-270 spurs.

The focus should be on working with Maryland on
a new bridge or another bridge near White’s
Ferry.

The Maryland Project is evaluating the operations of the existing bridge and
assessing the need to widen or replace the existing American Legion Bridge. The
extension of the 495 Express Lanes is one of the regional projects being
considered by the Commonwealth of Virginia to provide additional capacity,
enhance trip reliability, provide trip choices and improve safety. In addition to this
project, regional jurisdictions have developed transportation plans that include a
variety of other projects to accomplish these goals. These plans are revised
frequently and an additional Potomac River crossing near White’s Ferry or
elsewhere may be included in future revisions.
VDOT’s Environmental Assessment study is independent of Maryland’s study and
will produce an implementation plan that will consider options to implement in
coordination with Maryland or separately from Maryland, if appropriate. VDOT is
meeting regularly with Maryland to share information related to both states’
studies as well as the schedule for what Maryland plans to implement. Virginia’s
decision will be made independent of what Maryland decides.
At this point in the study, VDOT expects an extension would follow the same
policies for carpooling that are in place for the existing 495 Express Lanes. VDOT
and the project team are coordinating with Maryland to ensure implementation
on both sides of the project is as seamless for drivers as possible.

Is the construction of VDOT’s proposed express
lanes contingent on the approval and completion
of construction of Maryland’s HOT Lanes and a
second American Legion Bridge?
Any express lane extension Virginia implements
should maintain the current HOT-lane approach
that allows carpoolers to use the lanes for free.
Virginia officials should encourage Maryland
officials to implement HOT lanes so the two
states’ plans will be compatible.

Any bridge improvements resulting from current studies or otherwise would be
coordinated with both Virginia and the Federal Highway Administration.

Summary of Comments Received About the Study
Public Comment/Question
The District of Columbia should be included as an
agency stakeholder, as the condition of Canal
Road impacts the use of the American Legion
Bridge.
Environmental
Concern regarding the loss of hiking trails,
specifically between the Live Oak area and I-495.
Site-specific requests for noise monitoring, to
include Cooper Middle School and Langley Swim
and Tennis Club.

Where will pollution sensors be located? There
are three other schools nearby; parkland with
hiking trails is adjacent to the Beltway; the health
and safety of our children and residents are
essential.

Will VDOT’s NEPA studies coordinate with
Department of Environmental Quality (DEQ)
guidelines and Governor Northam’s Executive
Order for enhanced DEQ this year? If so, when
and how?
Are there currently known levels of pollutants
higher than allowed in our area? What are they?
Must VDOT consider DEQ studies before building
more HOT Lanes in our area?

Response
Given the regional nature of I-495, additional jurisdictions will be included as
needed as the study and any subsequent project progresses.

VDOT will work with partner agencies to preserve as much of the existing trail
network as is possible in any project design.
A noise analysis will be conducted during the preparation of the Environmental
Assessment. Monitoring sites that are representative of land uses within certain
areas will be selected. Monitored sites are simply used to calibrate the noise
model, which is used for predicting future noise levels. A noise monitoring plan is
typically developed prior to the study and Cooper Middle School may be included
as one of the monitoring sites.
The Virginia Department of Environmental Quality (VDEQ) is responsible for the
statewide air quality monitoring network; VDOT does not conduct air monitoring.
The proposed project site is located between two regional air quality monitors,
one in Arlington, the other in Ashburn. There is also a near-road monitor in
Springfield, considered to be a worst-case location based on traffic. As necessary,
VDOT runs models to estimate peak concentrations at worst-case locations in the
air study. If VDOT can demonstrate that the project won't cause or contribute to
air quality violations at worst-case locations, then the project will also be
compliant at all other locations within the project corridor.
Yes. This coordination has begun and will continue throughout the study.

The Northern Virginia region is in non-attainment status for EPA's 8-hour ozone
standard. Ozone is a regional pollutant and not a localized pollutant, since it is
not directly emitted from motor vehicles. There are no project-level
requirements for ozone that need to be met.

Summary of Comments Received About the Study
Public Comment/Question
How long are VDOT’s study results allowed to be
used for HOT Lanes decision making?
The proposed expansion provides an opportunity
to improve stormwater treatment on the existing
portion of I-495.

Response
Under the regulations developed for implementation of the National
Environmental Policy Act (NEPA), an environmental assessment remains valid for
three years. After that period, a re-evaluation would be required before any
project could proceed. This practice is common for large transportation projects.
Any roadway design would be required to meet current state regulations and
requirements for stormwater management.

Design
What are potential right of way impacts? Will
houses be impacted?

This VDOT study will identify potential right of way impacts for design alternatives
to extend the express lanes. VDOT strives to minimize right of way impact, but
it’s expected that there could be some right of way impact due to the space
constraints in this part of the I-495 corridor.

Can express lanes be built within the existing right
of way without reducing the existing general
purpose lanes? Taking space away from the
general purpose lanes would make it worse for
people who are dealing with congestion.

Additional information regarding potential right of way impacts will be provided
as the study progresses and more information becomes available. Information
about right of way acquisition is discussed in VDOT’s brochure, “Right of Way and
Utilities: A Guide for Property Owners and Tenants”, which is available online.
The technical studies will look at conditions under different scenarios, including
whether VDOT does or does not build the project (build or no build). In addition,
in order to evaluate and compare conditions, the studies will look at an interim
year (2025) and a forecasted year (2045) to ensure that the project meets
regional transportation needs for a significant time horizon (typically 20 years).
As part of this study, VDOT will conduct a preliminary assessment of potential
right of way impacts. At this time, the specific details of potential individual
property impacts are undefined. This study will identify a potential project
footprint to provide a better idea of the right of way required to construct the
project.

Will the project fix the bottleneck at the
intersection of Georgetown Pike (VA 193) and the
495 Express Lanes?

The design will not take away the existing general purpose lanes.
Project goals would include reducing congestion and improving safety on I-495
between Tysons and the American Legion Bridge. This would include the
congestion where the 495 Express Lanes currently end near Georgetown Pike.

What do build, no-build, 2025 opening year and
2045 design year mean?

Summary of Comments Received About the Study
Public Comment/Question
The project should consider direct access to the
express lanes or I-495 from Old Dominion Drive.
Can this be included in the EA for further study?
Concern expressed regarding safety and the
widths of travel lanes and shoulder lanes; request
for 12’ lanes.
Concern that the I-495 Express Lanes Northern
Extension will exacerbate existing problems with
congestion and cut-through traffic near the Balls
Hill Road and Georgetown Pike intersection
associated with the nearby I-495 access ramps.
Request to study and determine the potential
impacts and mitigations of a proposed extension.
Request for a single northbound lane and
restriping at the intersection of Balls Hill Road and
Georgetown Pike.
Design plans should consider a future shared use
path along the American Legion Bridge like was
done on the Wilson Bridge.
Adding more lanes will increase traffic, accidents,
and drivers looking for alternative
routes/bypasses through local and neighborhood
streets. Instead, consider:
• Additional Potomac River crossings to
support growth in Loudoun County and
commuters from Maryland
• Conversion of some existing lanes to
“through lanes” to separate interstate
drivers from local traffic

Response
Establishing additional access points to I-495 is not a primary objective of the
study, but will be evaluated by the team
The project will attempt to use standard 12-foot lanes where possible. There may
be some design exceptions where narrower lanes are necessary to mitigate other
impacts.
The study includes a traffic analysis that will model traffic operations both on I495 and on nearby roadways.
VDOT is working separately with McLean-area communities on various traffic and
congestion concerns in that area. Learn more at:
http://www.virginiadot.org/projects/northernvirginia/mclean_traffic_analysis.asp

VDOT is coordinating with Maryland, which is looking at a variety of design
options for its portion of I-495 and the American Legion Bridge.
This study is looking at adding capacity and travel options for users of the Capital
Beltway by extending the existing 495 Express Lanes Network. It is anticipated
that adding capacity and keeping traffic moving on I-495 will help minimize cutthrough traffic on local streets.
In addition to this project, the regional jurisdictions have developed
transportation plans that include a variety of other projects to address regional
transportation needs. These plans are revised frequently and additional Potomac
River crossings may be considered separately in the future.

Summary of Comments Received About the Study
Public Comment/Question
Incorporate appropriate safe areas for police
access and assistance, specifically from
Georgetown Pike to River Road.
Residents in the Live Oak area rely on the bridge
to access their homes. Replacing the bridge while
maintaining access will be tricky.
VDOT should coordinate with transit agencies and
Maryland to consider how a project could support
expanded mass transit use, to include possible
future bus rapid transit along I-495. Consider
adding park and ride lots to the project area to
improve accessibility and viability of transit for the
area.
VDOT should consider additional build
alternatives that could reduce the project’s
footprint, including reversible express lanes or
adding one express lane in each direction.
VDOT should provide an estimate of the range of
toll amounts that drivers can expect to pay to use
the express lanes.
Traffic

Response
VDOT will explore design options to accommodate safe areas for police as the
design of the facility evolves.
If a construction project were to impact this community, VDOT would have a
coordinated traffic plan to ensure access to this community.
Multimodal solutions are a top priority to the Commonwealth of Virginia and are
key components in many of the major transportation improvements underway in
Northern Virginia. The Commonwealth has made a strong investment in ensuring
that alternative commute options such as transit enhancements, commuter bus
service, park and ride facilities, and transportation demand strategies are part of
its recent express lanes projects. As part of this project’s procurement and
implementation planning, the inclusion of multimodal and other transit
improvements as part of the project’s scope will be fully considered.
This study is currently focused on an alternative and options with two new
express lanes in each direction, but might examine other options as the study
progresses.
Tolls on express lanes are dynamic; prices change based on real-time traffic
volumes and speeds in order to manage demand for the lanes and keep traffic
moving. As traffic volumes climb, the system responds by raising the toll price to
help manage the number of vehicles getting on the roadway and to keep traffic
moving at highway speeds.

Summary of Comments Received About the Study
Public Comment/Question
Are there comprehensive traffic studies for I-495
and surrounding neighborhoods?
Are there studies that show that the HOT lanes
reduce congestion in Virginia, both on I-495 and
on neighborhood streets?

Cut-through traffic in neighborhoods near the
Beltway puts local school kids, joggers, and dog
walkers at risk. The costs of the stress on the
locals, the drivers, and business due to this
environment is very much over looked and goes
unaccounted for in the addition of lanes.
Do traffic models consider projected economic
growth in Northern Virginia (especially Tysons)
and Maryland?
Will traffic studies capture traffic counts before
the end of the school year when there is less
traffic?

Response
Traffic studies were completed as part of the environmental study for the I-495
Express Lanes, as well as the I-495 Shoulder Lane Project. These traffic studies can
be found at 495NorthernExtension.org. Additionally, the Environmental Analysis
(EA) that is underway for this project will provide a comprehensive study of traffic
on I-495 and in surrounding neighborhoods.
About 40,000 vehicles use the I-495 Express Lanes each day, and about 40
percent of these vehicles are traveling as carpools with three or more occupants.
Since the first year of operations, there are four times as many carpool trips and
75 percent more bus trips during average weekday trips on the 495 Express
Lanes. According to VDOT data, Express Lanes are benefitting all commuters, and
have helped to reduce congestion in the general purpose lanes on sections of I495. Additionally, a National Capital Region Congestion Report produced in the
first quarter of 2014 by the National Capital Region’s Transportation Planning
Board shows that congestion on the region’s Interstate System, which includes I495, was greater in 2010 compared to 2013 and 2014, after the I-495 Express
Lanes opened.
The study includes a traffic analysis that will model traffic impact both on I-495
and on nearby roadways. VDOT anticipates that adding capacity and managing
traffic on I-495 will mitigate cut-through traffic issues.

Yes. Traffic models include current information and projections about
employment and population growth across the metropolitan region with a
planning horizon of 2045. These forecasts are coordinated at the regional level
by the Metropolitan Washington Council of Governments (MWCOG) in a
cooperative effort with local jurisdictions.
Yes, the counts were taken in May 2018, prior to the end of the school year.

Summary of Comments Received About the Study
Public Comment/Question
Will construction traffic impact studies be
conducted?
Growth in Tysons will impact traffic on local
streets and needs to be considered as part of a
systematic approach.
Desire for relief from the morning congestion on
the inner loop approaching the American Legion
Bridge.
Express Lanes
Why was the decision made previously to not
extend the express lanes to the George
Washington Memorial Parkway when the Capital
Beltway Express Lanes were built?
Toll roads create demand and cause increased
congestion.

The simple solution would be to eliminate the
express lanes and add more general purpose
lanes.
Procurement
Who would operate the express lanes?
Will Transurban receive a bid contract or no
competition contract to build the extension?

Response
Construction traffic impact studies occur as part of project design, but are not
part of this environmental study. The study team’s preliminary engineering
assessment will take constructability and traffic impacts under consideration.
The traffic models will take into consideration expected growth in Tysons. The
study will evaluate traffic conditions on I-495 and local streets in the vicinity of I495.
Adding lanes and capacity to I-495 is expected to reduce congestion in the
general purpose lanes as well as provide reliable travel times in the Express Lanes.

The Capital Beltway Express Lanes project stopped around the Dulles Connector
Road due to uncertainty about future construction around the American Legion
Bridge and in Maryland. Instead, the state took a phased approach.
Dynamically-tolled Express Lanes are designed to manage demand for the road
and keep traffic moving congestion-free and at highway speeds. Solo drivers who
choose to pay a toll and use the lanes, and carpoolers who can travel the lanes for
free, benefit from a faster and more reliable trip on the Express Lanes. These
managed lanes are designed to meet current and projected demand, while
providing increased options for drivers.
In the past, partnering with the private sector to build express lanes has given the
Commonwealth the ability to build and deliver projects like this in a more timely
manner. Eliminating the existing 495 Express Lanes is not feasible because the
Commonwealth is in a long-term partnership with a private sector partner.
VDOT will conduct a separate project implementation and procurement study
that will consider multiple options for express lanes operation, including state and
private operation.
The comprehensive agreement between VDOT and Capital Beltway Express
(Transurban) does not require VDOT to offer Transurban first right-of-refusal to
build an express lanes extension.

Summary of Comments Received About the Study
Public Comment/Question
Would it violate the fair procurement rules for
public contracts if a contract is awarded to
Transurban?

How much does the Commonwealth of Virginia
pay Transurban to supplement traffic revenue on
the 495 Express Lanes?
General statements opposing public-private
partnership (P3) toll roads, private investors, and
foreign corporations.

Concern regarding compensation events and lack
of public control (e.g., Transform 66 Inside and
Outside the Beltway).

Response
If a determination is made to proceed with a 495 Express Lanes Northern
Extension project, VDOT will explore all options for delivering and financing the
project. As with other critical transportation projects, VDOT’s top priority is to
ensure that taxpayers are protected and that the right project with the right
financing is delivered.
If a public-private partnership is determined to be the best project-delivery
method, this process will be governed by the Virginia Public-Private
Transportation Act. If it is determined that Transurban, the Commonwealth’s
private partner and operator of the 495 Express Lanes, would receive the first
right of refusal to deliver this project, Transurban would still be required to meet
specific project-delivery and financial criteria as outlined by the Commonwealth
in order to proceed.
VDOT does not pay Capital Beltway Express (Transurban) to operate the 495
Express Lanes.
Virginia has had several major express lanes improvement projects in Northern
Virginia that were delivered and are being operated by private sector partners to
the Commonwealth. Public-private partnership transportation projects are
governed under Virginia’s Public-Private Transportation Act of 1995. These publicprivate partnership projects were able to move forward because of their
demonstrated ability to provide the best value to Virginia taxpayers while
delivering needed transportation improvements. As part of the project’s
procurement process, it will be determined whether the public-private
partnership model will be considered as a possible project delivery method.
Although some may oppose paying tolls for various reasons, other travel options
will remain on this section of I-495 including general purpose lanes that are free
at all times for all travelers.
VDOT’s top priority is to ensure that taxpayers are protected and that the right
project with the right financing is delivered. VDOT intends to make the
procurement process as transparent as possible.

Summary of Comments Received About the Study
Public Comment/Question

Response

How did VDOT get $6 million for the study without
holding public information meetings? Who backed
it?
How can the public provide input? Additional
public input and transparency are necessary.
Residents should be invited and engaged more in
the process. VDOT should hold additional public
information meetings, specifically, during the
comment period for the Environmental
Assessment (EA).

The Commonwealth Transportation Board, which governs transportation funding
in Virginia, allocated the study funds at its April 17, 2018 meeting.

Process

What is the public process for this study? Who
will have final approval?

Prior studies should be made available online.
Were there regional public meetings discussing
alternative Potomac River crossings? Additional
crossings need to be considered.

Other

A public information meeting was held on June 11, 2018. An additional public
information meeting will be held in early 2019. Based on the current schedule, a
Location Public Hearing will be held in mid-2019, which will include the
opportunity for the public to review and comment on the study findings.
More information and a comment submission form can be found on the project
website www.495NorthernExtension.org. Comments can also be provided by
emailing 495NorthernExtension@VDOT.Virginia.gov or mailing VDOT’s Northern
Virginia District, Susan Shaw, P.E., 4975 Alliance Drive, Fairfax, VA 22030.
Based on the current schedule, a Location Public Hearing will be held in mid-2019,
which will include the opportunity for the public to review and comment on the
study findings. The Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) will have final
approval of the environmental analysis (EA) and traffic studies. After FHWA
approval has been received, the Commonwealth Transportation Board will review
the study’s findings.
Find reports and other documents from previous I-495 studies are available at
www.495NorthernExtension.org
A task force established by the National Capital Region Transportation Planning
Board (TPB) evaluated a set of 10 initiatives with potential to improve the region’s
transportation system. An additional northern bridge crossing was considered,
but ultimately not included among the five initiatives that the task force
recommended for further study and incorporation into the region’s long-term
transportation plans in 2017. To learn more about the TPB’s recommended
initiatives for further study, see
https://www.mwcog.org/newsroom/2017/12/06/task-force-recommends-fiveinitiatives-to-improve-regions-transportation-system-tpb/.

Summary of Comments Received About the Study
Public Comment/Question
The I-495 North Shoulder Lane Use Project caused
gridlock by adding another merge area and simply
moving the chokepoint closer to before the
American Legion Bridge.

Response
The I-495 North Shoulder Lane from the Old Dominion Drive overpass to the
George Washington Memorial Parkway off-ramp provides congestion relief for
the northbound Beltway by providing additional merge area for the I-495
northbound Express Lanes. The addition of this lane, which is open to traffic only
during peak travel times, has not caused gridlock in this area.
Based on VDOT’s I-495 Auxiliary Lane Study, removing the I-495 North Shoulder
Lane would result in minimal change in vehicle throughput on I-495 between Old
Dominion Drive and the American Legion Bridge. According to the study, removal
of this lane would result in increased delays on the I-495 Express Lanes prior to
the area where the Express Lanes merge into the general purpose lanes, as was
the case prior to the implementation of the shoulder lane.

Will heavy trucks be permitted to use the 495
Express Lanes? Disappointed with the decision
after the NEPA hearings to allow heavy trucks on
the express lanes on I-66 outside the Beltway;
done very quietly and last minute after the public
process.
Request for information regarding House Bill 662,
including how it originated and potential impacts
on residents.

To improve traffic operations in this section and provide additional congestion
relief, the I-495 Northern Extension project would extend the Express Lanes by
approximately three miles toward the Maryland line in the vicinity of the
American Legion Bridge. This extension would provide additional express lanes in
the roadway section where there is currently a shoulder lane.
The study will assess allowing trucks to use this section of express lanes, but a
decision has not been made.

Virginia HB 662 was sponsored in 2018 by Delegate Kathleen Murphy (District 34)
and relates to VDOT study and assessment of American Legion Bridge
remediation if Maryland were to proceed with bridge improvements. Read more
on the General Assembly’s website: https://lis.virginia.gov/cgibin/legp604.exe?181+sum+HB662

495 EXPRESS LANES NORTHERN EXTENSION STUDY
MAY 2019 PUBLIC INFORMATION MEETING
ATTACHMENT A – COMMENT SUMMARY AND RESPONSE

Summary of Comments Received About the Study
Comment/Question
Coordination with Other Jurisdictions
Federal Highway Administration
1
The American Legion Bridge is one of the biggest choke points in
the United States. Is the Federal Highway Administration (FHWA)
working with Virginia and Maryland to develop a comprehensive
solution? What is FHWA’s role? What is FHWA’s position?

2

3

Maryland
Are Virginia and Maryland coordinating their efforts? I am deeply
concerned about the length of time of disruption. I recommend
waiting for Maryland to be ready.

Additional lanes should not be constructed in Virginia until
Maryland widens the American Legion Bridge. The improvements
on I-495 should not be constructed in phases.
Maryland recently decided to move forward with improvements
to I-270 as Phase One of its project, postponing work on MD I-495
and the American Legion Bridge until an undetermined time in
the future. VDOT should lobby MDOT to modify its decision to
defer widening the American Legion Bridge until Phase Two or
Phase Three of its project.
Why is VDOT considering the 495 NEXT project if there is no
commitment from MDOT to widen the American Legion Bridge or
I-495 on the Maryland side? Why can’t the projects be completed

495 NEXT Public Information Meeting #2 (May 20, 2019)
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Response

The FHWA is the lead federal agency in the preparation of an
Environmental Assessment (EA) for the 495 NEXT study. FHWA works
with its state Divisions in partnership with state departments of
transportation to develop and implement locally appropriate
transportation solutions. FHWA is responsible for oversight of state
projects which use federal aid.
Virginia's 495 Express Lanes Northern Extension study is being
developed as an independent, stand-alone project that will be
closely coordinated and compatible with plans for I-495 (the Capital
Beltway) in Maryland. VDOT has been meeting with the Maryland
Department of Transportation (MDOT) on a routine basis. For more
information regarding MDOT’s I-495 & I-270 Managed Lanes Study
visit 495-270-p3.com.
VDOT is conducting the traffic analysis for the 495 Express Lanes
Northern Extension study to assess the effectiveness of the Express
Lanes extension independent of projects to widen the American
Legion Bridge or expand Maryland’s portion of I-495. More detail
about this analysis is available in the Traffic section of this document.
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in conjunction with one another? If Virginia is to proceed with its
plans, it will be necessary to establish a link to the timing of
Maryland’s progress. Certainly, no construction should be
allowed until there is a firm and irrevocable commitment from
Maryland to an opening date for the American Legion Bridge and
MD I-495 enlargements.

4

5

Regional
Add mass transit to address congestion.

National Park Service
What is the position of the National Park Service? Will VDOT need
to acquire parkland from the NPS, specifically for construction
before the American Legion Bridge, the flyover ramp to the
GWMP and/or replacement of the existing bridge at Live Oak
Drive? If so, what is the process and how long will it take?

Environmental
Environmental Assessment
6
What is the status of the Environmental Assessment (EA)? When
will the EA and technical reports be available for public review
and comment? Will there be a public hearing?

495 NEXT Public Information Meeting #2 (May 20, 2019)
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The 495 Express Lanes Northern Extension would expand the Express
Lanes network in Virginia that promotes carpooling and bus service
to move more people by providing faster, more reliable travel in
express lanes.
Based on the 495 Express Lanes Northern Extension project’s
proximity and potential impact to two units of the National Park
System, the National Park Service (NPS) requested and was granted
Cooperating Agency status in the development of the Environmental
Assessment. VDOT and NPS have been coordinating on preliminary
designs. Efforts to avoid or minimize impacts to park property are
being coordinated with the National Park Service. However, the
Section 4(f) de minimis provision allows minor takes of property from
parkland with NPS concurrence.

In collaboration with the Federal Highway Administration, VDOT is
preparing an Environmental Assessment to comply with the
requirements of the National Environmental Policy Act of 1969
(NEPA), as amended, and 23 CFR Part 771. The EA will evaluate sitespecific conditions and potential effects the proposed improvements
may have on air quality, noise, neighborhoods, parks, recreation
areas, historic properties, wetlands and streams, and other
resources. The EA will be informed by the following technical studies:
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•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•

7

8

9
10

Air quality analysis;
Alternatives analysis;
Hazardous materials;
Historic resources;
Indirect and cumulative effects;
Natural resources;
Noise analysis;
Socioeconomic and land use analysis; and
Traffic analysis.

Pursuant to federal regulations, the draft Environmental Assessment
will be made available to the public a minimum of 15 days prior to
the public hearing. However, to the extent practicable, every effort
will be made to provide additional time after FHWA’s approval of the
document for public availability. It is anticipated that the public
hearing will be held in late 2019 or early 2020. There will be a 30-day
public review and comment period following the public hearing.
Why is VDOT preparing an EA, not an Environmental Impact
Pursuant to established procedural guidance, an EA is prepared
Statement (EIS)? Is the study being done in compliance with
when the significance of impacts of a transportation project proposal
NEPA? Is this level of study adequate?
is uncertain. If it is found during the preparation of the EA that
significant impacts will result, an environmental impact statement
(EIS) will be prepared.
Can VDOT provide the raw (not relative) data from the EA and
The draft EA and its associated technical studies are subject to FHWA
technical studies, as well as the modeling and assumptions used,
approval for public availability. Public availability of these
prior to the next meeting?
documents will take place a minimum of 15 days prior to the public
hearing. The documentation that will be made available to the public
will include raw data.
Will there be an independent review of VDOT’s studies for
FHWA reviews the Environmental Assessment and the associated
FHWA’s decision regarding the environmental document?
technical studies and makes an independent finding as to
environmental impact.
How will potential negative environmental impacts be mitigated? Mitigation of environmental impacts differs for various impacts that
Mitigating environmental impacts may be prohibitively expensive. are identified in the environmental analysis. Mitigation costs would
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11

12

13

14

Who will handle impact evaluations and mitigation costs?
Request for original 2005 environmental study to be posted
online.
Parks
Public parkland and historic lands should not be used and/or
taken. The preliminary design indicates that portions of three
parks, our historic byway and the rare and pristine Scott’s Run
Nature Preserve will be taken. This will reduce the size and
integrity of Scott's Run, a very important and treasured resource
in this community and beyond.

be included as part of the project cost.
Prior VDOT studies from this corridor are now available on
www.495NorthernExtension.org.

Public parkland and historic sites are afforded special protection
under Section 4(f) of the U.S. Department of Transportation Act of
1966. To meet the requirements of federal law, VDOT must
demonstrate that there is no feasible and prudent alternative to the
use of these protected properties. However, the law contains
provisions for minor (“de minimis”) use of such properties with
concurrence from officials having jurisdiction over these sites.
Who’s looking out for the future of the community and protecting Furthermore, VDOT must demonstrate that all possible planning to
the parks? Is the taking of park land a significant impact? How will minimize harm to these sites has been undertaken. Minimization of
the loss of parkland and the potential impacts on remaining
harm may, and often does, include design modifications and
parkland be mitigated? Will VDOT purchase additional parkland
mitigation measures. In addition, parkland which is protected by
to replace the parkland lost to this project?
another federal law, the Land and Water Conservation Fund Act
[“Section 6(f)”], may involve replacement of property taken by the
project.
Stormwater Management
Will the 495 NEXT project include stormwater management? How Currently, this corridor does not have stormwater management. The
will concerns regarding the safety and aesthetics of specific
495 NEXT Project would introduce stormwater management as an
stormwater management designs located on private property be added benefit to provide the water quality and runoff control that
addressed and/or mitigated? Will property owners be
this corridor needs. If right of way needs to be acquired, property
compensated?
owners will be properly compensated. Due to the need for ongoing
maintenance, stormwater management facilities are generally not
located on private property.
Noise
Is VDOT conducting a noise analysis as part of the preparation of
VDOT conducts studies and looks into options for reducing noise
the EA? How is noise measured? When will information regarding levels along proposed federally-funded highway improvement
preliminary noise wall locations be provided to the public? What
projects, subject to certain qualifying conditions. A noise analysis
if property owners are concerned about the proposed locations
will be included in the Environmental Assessment (EA). VDOT’s noise
and/or design features of potential noise walls, including
abatement policy is based on Federal Highway Administration
potential impacts on private property?
(FHWA) regulations.
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The noise study results and preliminary noise wall locations will be
made publicly available with the EA prior to and presented during
the public hearing, anticipated to be held in late 2019 or early 2020.
Multiple factors determine whether noise walls are feasible and
reasonable and where they will be installed, including noise analyses,
design plans, and traffic studies. Learn more about Virginia’s State
Noise Abatement Policy and noise walls at
http://www.virginiadot.org/projects/pr-noise-walls-about.asp.
When construction of a noise barrier is considered in the Final
Design Phase, it will not be approved without documentation that
the affected community has had the opportunity to provide input
into the development process. Public involvement allows the
community the opportunity to provide input on the characteristics of
the proposed noise abatement feature. The abatement design may
be further refined to address the community’s comments and to
optimize the abatement feature.

15

What will be the impact on traffic and noise on the GWMP with
and without the additional express lanes ramps from I-495?

Design
General
16 Does the information presented assume that Maryland will
construct managed lanes by 2045 on its portion of the Capital
Beltway? The presented concepts were confusing and based on
assumptions related to Maryland expanding the American Legion
Bridge and building additional lanes. Those plans are far from
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Subsequent community meetings may allow for further refinement
of the abatement design, keeping in mind the acoustic, engineering,
and safety considerations.
Traffic and noise analyses are currently in progress which will
address the ramp configuration at the George Washington Memorial
Parkway.

Yes. Consistent with FHWA requirements, the traffic analysis
assumes completion of projects that are in the region’s Constrained
Long-Range Plan (CLRP). The CLRP includes managed lanes in
Maryland on the American Legion Bridge, I-495, and I-270.
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17
18
19

20

21

22

23

concrete.
Will this project increase the number of lanes between the Dulles
Toll Road and GWMP? Will new express lanes be constructed?
Will the number of general purpose lanes be reduced?
I like keeping the express lanes entrances/exits on the inside of
the Beltway and toward the river wherever possible, with less
disruption to feeder roads and property values.
Support extending the express lanes to the American Legion
Bridge. The current terminus prior to the Georgetown Pike exit
and the GWMP creates a dangerous and delaying crossover. The
current configuration also creates multiple pinch points.
An upfront commitment by VDOT to work with the community to
solve cut-through traffic if the new Northern Extension Project in
fact does not sufficiently alleviate cut-through traffic. A
contingency trigger that would limit use of certain streets within
certain hours to non-residents seems to be a fair tradeoff for
moving forward with current VDOT plans and assurances.
American Legion Bridge
Adding two express lanes without expanding the American Legion
Bridge will simply move the existing bottleneck, instead of solving
it. The bridge can’t handle the traffic volume.
There is absolutely no need for this HOT lane extension project.
When the American Legion Bridge gets widened, this will reduce
the back up on the Beltway. Nothing else will solve the
congestion issue.
Has VDOT considered overlapping the left lanes of northbound
and southbound I-495 on the last curve before the American
Legion Bridge?
How will the six lanes (two express lanes and four general
purpose lanes) merge onto the four-lane bridge itself?
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There will be two express lanes and four general purpose lanes plus
auxiliary lanes in each direction. No reduction in general purpose
lanes.
Comment noted.
Comment noted. Barrier separated express lanes and ramps can
address some of the merging and crossover movements that now
occur.
VDOT conducted an extensive analysis of traffic in McLean to
identify strategies to improve traffic flow and reduce cut through
traffic in McLean. VDOT remains engaged in this process working
with Fairfax County DOT, local elected officials, and the McLean
Traffic Advisory Group. Learn more about the study online.
http://www.virginiadot.org/projects/northernvirginia/mclean_traffic
_analysis.asp.
The traffic analysis is not yet available. Without increased capacity
on the American Legion Bridge, some degree of congestion would
remain. The traffic analysis is expected to show that this amount will
be reduced somewhat.

Double-decking of roadways creates a host of issues regarding
operations, future maintenance responsibilities, and increased
construction cost. This scenario is not considered practical for this
location.
One of the two express lanes would transition to be the ramp to the
George Washington Memorial Parkway. The other lane would merge
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with the general purpose lanes prior to the bridge.
24
25
26

27

28

29
30

31

George Washington Memorial Parkway
Like the special new connection to GWMP and extra lanes.
Concerned about the proposed flyover ramps that will connect
the express lanes to the GWMP.
Any flyover ramp from northbound GWMP traffic should
incorporate a road surface that silences tire noise. Lowering
preventable decibel levels, even if not required strictly by EPA
guidelines, should be a community-focused goal within VDOT’s
general mission statement.
The correct solution to the inner loop backup problem is adding
more lanes from the George Washington Parkway to across the
bridge and to resolve the I-270 split choke point.
I am concerned about the additional exit at GWMP as it might
confuse drivers.
Live Oak
Concerned about the proposed flyover near Green Oak Drive.
Please do not extend the HOT lanes or widen the beltway in the
Georgetown Pike vicinity this will not ease the congestion over
the Legion bridge we do not want our surrounding neighborhood
impacted; we do not want Live Oak Drive or the sound walls next
to it impacted.

Georgetown Pike
Comments supporting: that the approaches to the
I-495/Georgetown Pike interchange will be widened; dedicated
through lane for eastbound traffic on Georgetown Pike; no
Express Lanes exit at Georgetown Pike.
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Comment noted.
New layers of ramps will not be needed. The proposed flyover ramps
are at the same level as the existing ramps.
The materials selected for the project will be consistent with VDOT
policies and practices. Special conditions noted in this comment will
be considered.
The Maryland Congestion Relief program is intended to address
these issues. VDOT is coordinating with Maryland representatives to
ensure that a Virginia project would be constructed in a way that
accommodates the Maryland project.
The Express Lanes and general purpose lanes will have separate
signage guiding motorists.
The options and locations for the exchange ramps providing access
between the express and general purpose lanes are under review.
The proposed Virginia facilities will complete the system of Express
Lanes and accommodate similar facilities being planned in Maryland
for congestion relief.
Locations of noise barrier walls are being determined. Impacted
residents will have an opportunity to receive information on the new
noise barrier walls through public outreach activities and cast votes
to determine inclusion in the project. Communities that have noise
walls today would have noise walls after construction, as well.
There is no proposed Express Lanes connection at Georgetown Pike.
A separate VDOT/Fairfax County project is underway to improve
traffic flow at Georgetown Pike and Balls Hill Road. Improvements to
Georgetown Pike and I-495 are being considered as part of this

495 EXPRESS LANES NORTHERN EXTENSION STUDY
MAY 2019 PUBLIC INFORMATION MEETING
ATTACHMENT A – COMMENT SUMMARY AND RESPONSE

32

Comments in support and opposition to previous VDOT study of
closing the ramp from Georgetown Pike to I-495 North.

33

Concerned about safety and that there are no plans to help
mitigate congestion in front of and access to Cooper Middle
School.

34

Replace the existing Georgetown Pike Bridge with a structure in
keeping with the Pike’s historical byway status. Chain link fencing,
and concrete rather than stone construction, would totally
destroy the byway character of Georgetown Pike. Furthermore, a
sidewalk and bike-path that do not, and never will, join other
sidewalks/paths would be an irresponsible design. We and a
majority of our neighbors in the community want the bridge as
compact as possible since we have no intention of going near the
new Beltway on foot or bicycle with its increased noise and grit.
Will the access point onto the southbound Express Lanes on the
outer loop of 495 remain the same, for those entering 495 at 193,
or will it be moved? (I like it where it is).
I am shocked and disappointed that you would consider
rebuilding the Georgetown Pike interchange bridge and still not
address the congestion issues caused by the current HOT lanes
the shoulder expansion project. Currently VDOT has a “working
area” on the SE corner of the intersection. That could be
relocated and a circular ramp could be built to accommodate the

35
36
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project.
VDOT studied weekday afternoon closure of the ramp from
Georgetown Pike to I-495 North. Based on public feedback and study
results, this approach was not implemented.
An operational and safety improvement project is currently under
construction to add a third lane to northbound Balls Hill Road at the
intersection with Georgetown Pike, providing separate lanes for
vehicles turning left, proceeding straight, and turning right. While
these improvements will not solve all of the congestion in the area,
it will reduce backups during peak periods, improve access for
residents traveling to the north side of Route 193 on Balls Hill Road,
and improve access to and from Cooper Middle School. The I-495
study is conducting an assessment of existing and future safety
conditions. Mitigation measures will be implemented where
necessary.
The materials selected for the project will be consistent with VDOT
policies and practices, to include context sensitive design principles.
Regarding the sidewalk and bike paths, the project is coordinating
with Fairfax County to incorporate portions of the Fairfax County
Bicycle Master Plan (2014) that are adjacent to bridges and
roadways being reconstructed.
Access to the southbound Express Lanes from Route 193 will likely
remain as shown. There are no direct connections to the Express
Lanes planned from the Route 193 bridge.
Design options are being considered that would improve traffic flow
from Georgetown Pike to I-495 north. Introducing a tight loop ramp
would not help improve traffic operations at this merge.
VDOT Maintenance uses the referenced lot near the interchange and
intends to continue its use. A portion of this site is being considered
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eastbound traffic entering 495. This would help significantly with
the flow onto the beltway from the eastbound traffic.
Old Dominion Drive
37 Add on and off ramps to the bridge at Old Dominion Drive to
spread out the load on Georgetown Pike.
Lewinsville Road
38 Add on and off ramps to the bridge at Lewinsville Road to reduce
traffic on Georgetown Pike.
Dulles Toll Road
39 There should to be a ramp from the southbound Beltway to the
Dulles Access Road. Currently, it is very difficult to cross over the
toll road to get to the access road, especially if there is heavy
traffic.
Traffic
Analysis
40 Has VDOT performed an analysis under a scenario in which
Maryland constructs its project and Virginia does not do
anything? When will the results be available?
When will the results regarding the no-build scenario be available
(assuming Maryland proceeds with its project)?

41

Since it is uncertain whether or when Maryland will construct
expanded capacity on I-495 at the American Legion Bridge, it is
essential that VDOT provide the public with information on the
expected traffic impacts on the I-495 mainline, arterials, and
secondary streets within the study corridor, including impacts on
cut-through traffic, both in 2025 and 2045, if (a) the I-495 Express
Lanes Northern Extension has been built, but Maryland has not
constructed expanded capacity on I-495 at the American Legion
Bridge, and (b) neither the I-495 Express Lanes Northern
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for stormwater management as well.

No ramp connections are proposed at this location.

No ramp connections are proposed at this location.

Building the ramp movement suggested is not included as part of the
495 NEXT Project. However, this ramp connection is expected to be
constructed before 2030, as documented in the regional Constrained
Long-Range Plan.

Yes. The No-Build Alternative, for the purposes of NEPA
documentation, assumes that Virginia will not extend the existing
express lanes on I-495 and Maryland will construct improvements on
its portion of I-495, including widening the American Legion Bridge.
Preliminary traffic operations analysis results for the 2045 design
year were provided during the May 20, 2019 public information
meeting and are available on the project website. The traffic analysis
results for the 2025 interim year No-Build and Build will be shared
with the public in advance of the public hearing.
VDOT is developing an analysis of 2025 No-Build and Build
operations without Maryland’s improvements in place. This 2025
analysis is currently in progress, and findings will be made available
when completed. 2045 analyses without the Maryland
improvements in place will also be conducted later this year.
Based on the analysis, VDOT will document the benefits for drivers
travelling between the George Washington Memorial Parkway and
the Dulles Toll Road and vice versa, without widening of the
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Extension nor expanded capacity on I-495 at the American Legion
Bridge have been built.

American Legion Bridge or inclusion of the Maryland I-495 proposed
improvements.

VDOT has not shown the utility of constructing some or all of this
project without Maryland building its portion. It should not
proceed unless VDOT shows that it is a good agreement for
Virginia’s taxpayers and that the phased express lanes will
improve traffic congestion without Maryland’s plans and a new
bridge in place.
What are the traffic congestion impacts of a phased approach to
the choke point before the current American Legion Bridge and
other choke points, including the I-267 interchange, ramps
to/from the Dulles Connector Road, and ramps to/from Route
123 during rush hour without other I-495 or American Legion
Bridge projects?

42
43

44

Make available to the public the data and analysis underlying
VDOT’s assessment that 495 NEXT will have benefits in Virginia
that are not dependent on Maryland having implemented its own
measures.
Any increase in Virginia traffic would only compound the very
severe congestion problem on the Beltway. That should not be
allowed to happen.
Conduct traffic studies on multiple days (e.g., Monday-Friday
between 4 p.m. and 7 p.m.).

The meeting presentation showed a chart on “Increased Person
Throughput.” Do you have this slide based on “Increased Vehicle
Throughput”? It is very irregular to show traffic measures in
terms of people because you can easily manipulate the results by
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Comment noted.
Traffic analysis is based on data collected across Tuesday,
Wednesday, and Thursday, collected for all hours of the day on the
interstate and freeway sections and for four hours in the morning
and four hours in the evening on the adjacent and perpendicular
arterials, as well as local streets and intersections.
Final traffic analysis results will be made available providing both
forecasted vehicle throughput and person throughput. Factors for
vehicle occupancy will be based on empirical data for toll-paying and
non-toll-paying vehicle percentages and forecasted HOV-3+ usage
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45

46
47

changing the number of people in the vehicles. The only way to
reduce the congestion is to reduce the vehicles.
There is a wide body of research detailing the impact of building
new roads on traffic -- in fact, after an initial improvement, traffic
returns to the same levels as before, for several well-documented
reasons.
General
I like the possibility that congestion in the area may eventually be
relieved.
What will be done to manage the additional bottlenecks caused
by construction?

48

Is there a specific proposal to improve safety and address
speeding on I-495 (not just for this segment of I-495)?

49

One of the major issues to be addressed is the ability of the police
to monitor and control traffic from Georgetown Pike to the
Maryland side of the American Legion Bridge. Input from the
Maryland State Police should be included in the design criteria for
patrolling and enforcement areas.
George Washington Memorial Parkway
How will the project affect the George Washington Memorial
Parkway?

50

Live Oak
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according to the regional travel demand model.
The proposed project within Virginia does not add general lanes, but
adds Express Lanes, which can be managed to control the flow of
traffic and speeds on the facility.

Comment noted.
VDOT and the Developer / Design-Contractor will develop and
maintain a project Transportation Management Plan that will
address traffic operations issues during construction.
The project analysis includes a detailed crash and safety analysis to
identify safety issues and the assessment of mitigation improvement
strategies to address the identified safety issues.
Traffic enforcement issues are being coordinated with appropriate
law enforcement authorities.

The National Park Service (NPS) is responsible for maintenance of
the George Washington Memorial Parkway (GWMP). NPS has asked
VDOT to look at an option that would not include any new express
lanes connections to the GWMP. If it is determined that there will be
connections to the GWMP, future discussions between VDOT and
NPS could include potential mitigation strategies. VDOT and
Maryland are continuing to coordinate with NPS on proposed
connections to and from the Parkway. Preliminary traffic analysis
results show that there are nominal impacts to the through traffic on
the GWMP to and from I-495 with the proposed VDOT project in
place.
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51

52

Live Oak Drive and Balls Hill Road becoming a through street
seems counterproductive and harmful to McLean communities
and could add more traffic to Georgetown Pike and more
congestion to the 495/193 intersection.
Georgetown Pike
Concern regarding traffic volumes on and near Georgetown Pike
and Balls Hill Road, which impacts local residents.
After the 495 Express Lanes opened, there was a drastic increase
in traffic on Georgetown Pike.

53

54

The Route 7 Corridor Improvements Project will also have a huge
impact on this area during construction. Can timely and periodic
reviews of the traffic impacts be conducted?

Traffic analysis results will include an assessment of the impact of
the proposed improvements on parallel local facilities, including
Georgetown Pike and Balls Hill Road.
The proposed project is anticipated to reduce cut-through traffic on
neighborhood streets and roads parallel to the Beltway.
Traffic analysis results will include an assessment of the impact of
the proposed improvements on parallel local facilities, including
Georgetown Pike and Balls Hill Road.
Traffic volume has increased on the Beltway and Georgetown Pike
since the implementation of the 495 Express Lanes. This is
attributable to large increases in population and employment in the
region, especially in the northern part of Fairfax County (Tysons,
Merrifield, Reston, and Herndon).
With respect to cut-through traffic, the widespread use of GPS
navigation has resulted in increased traffic on local arterials (Balls
Hill Road, Georgetown Pike, etc.) as alternatives to the congested
I-495.
The Route 7 Corridor Improvement Project will improve traffic flow
on Route 7 and provide some traffic relief for alternative routes
being used by commuters. If 495 NEXT construction overlaps with
Route 7 Corridor Improvements Project work, VDOT will work with
its construction partners to expand its regional traffic management
plan to factor in the combined impact of the projects.

Local Roads
How does the Express Lane extension help to alleviate the already Traffic analysis results will include an assessment of the impact of
serious and constantly increasing flow of cut-through traffic on
the proposed improvements on parallel local facilities, including
McLean's residential streets? Can anything be done about the
Georgetown Pike and Balls Hill Road.
Maryland commuters clogging up our neighborhood streets?
Ideally, only residents on Swinks Mill Road should be allowed to
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57

access that road during rush hour.
"Local Traffic Only" signs should be installed on side roads to
prevent/curtail cut through traffic with police enforcement.
What are the phased construction and traffic congestion impacts
for I-495 and surrounding neighborhoods throughout
construction? How will traffic impacts be mitigated?
Other Roadways
Will additional construction occur in other areas identified on the
Study Area Map (Dulles Toll Road, Spring Hill Road, Route 123,
etc.)? If so, when will those details be included in the study?

Bicycle & Pedestrian
58
At least 10 comments received expressed support for shared-use
trail and overpass improvement components of the proposed
design. One comment from a nearby resident referred to it as a
waste of money that they won’t use.
59
Does the preliminary design include improvements for bicyclists
and pedestrians? Will the shared use path connect to the Scotts
Run Nature Preserve and Potomac Heritage National Scenic Trail,
as well as future expansion of the American Legion Bridge and
trails in Maryland? Will recommendations from the community
be considered? What if residents adjacent to the proposed
shared use path are concerned about privacy and safety?

VDOT and Fairfax County have undertaken a study to assess traffic
calming measures to reduce cut-through traffic in McLean
neighborhoods near the Beltway.
Traffic analysis results will include an assessment of the impact of
the proposed improvements on parallel local facilities, including
Georgetown Pike and Balls Hill Road.
The preliminary design does not include any improvements on other
roadways. However, VDOT will look at those areas to determine
whether there are any hot spots that would need to be addressed
moving forward. More information will be available when the traffic
analysis is completed.
Comments noted.

VDOT has been coordinating with the Fairfax County Department of
Transportation regarding potential trails along the I-495 Corridor.
The preliminary design includes improvements for bicyclists and
pedestrians consistent with Fairfax County’s Bicycle Master Plan.
The preliminary design includes a 10-foot-wide, paved shared-use
path along I-495 behind the noise wall between Old Dominion Drive
and Georgetown Pike, and on-road facilities using local roadways
connecting Georgetown Pike and Live Oak Drive. Improvements are
also planned for the Old Dominion Drive, Georgetown Pike, and Live
Oak Drive overpasses, to include improving access to Cooper Middle
School. This project does not include direct trail access to Scotts Run
Nature Preserve.
As requested by the National Park Service, there will be no
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connections between the proposed shared-use path along I-495 and
the Potomac Heritage National Scenic Tail, which accommodates
only foot traffic.

60

We applaud several aspects of the project. It is good that a trail is
being built from Old Dominion north beyond the GW Parkway, to
a point where it can access the American Legion Bridge and C&O
Towpath if/when Maryland widens its part of I-495. It is a huge
benefit to trail users that they will be on the QUIET side of the
sound wall, where there is significant wooded land and relatively
clean air.
We believe the new trail alongside Old Dominion should be on
the SOUTH, not the NORTH side to provide same-side access for
many more homes. A trail underpass of Old Dominion at the
Beltway can serve as a safe and scenic route for the Potomac
Heritage National Scenic Trail from Scotts Run Nature Preserve to
Timberly Park and on to Bullneck Run Stream Valley Park and
Spring Hill Recreation Center.

We also encourage you to extend the sound wall trail south from
Old Dominion to Lewinsville Road as part of the project. This trail
appears in the VDOT design, but only for 2045. It will create
shorter hike/bike routes for many additional neighborhoods. We
strongly support links from this segment into the neighborhoods
(e.g. to Old Gate from the east) as shown in the VDOT map.
Right of Way
61 When will additional information about potential right of way
impacts be available? What is the estimated amount of impacted
right of way?
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Community input is welcome related to proposed trail as part of this
project and future projects.
A trail connection between Old Dominion and Lewinsville Road has
been added to the proposed design being considered.
The proposed design includes the trail on the north side of Old
Dominion Drive, which is consistent with the Fairfax County Bicycle
Master Plan (2014). This location provides a reasonable connection
to the proposed trail north of the Old Dominion Drive crossing and
adjacent to the southbound general purpose lanes between Old
Dominion Drive and Georgetown Pike that will be constructed with
this project.

Planning-level right of way estimates indicate that the Build
Alternative would require a maximum of approximately 7.1 acres of
permanent fee-simple right of way, and 29.7 acres of temporary
right of way for construction of the proposed improvements. No full
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property acquisitions or relocations are proposed. Planning-level
estimates are subject to change as the project design advances.

62

Will any residential properties be impacted? If so, how will
property owners be compensated? Will VDOT assist with
relocation services?

Additional information on right of way impacts will be provided in
the forthcoming I-495 Express Lanes Northern Extension
socioeconomic technical report and associated Environmental
Assessment.
At this time, no full property acquisitions or relocations are
anticipated. Partial property acquisition would be conducted in
accordance with VDOT policy, as well as all applicable Federal laws,
regulations and requirements, including but not limited to 23 CFR
§710, the Uniform Relocation Assistance and Real Property
Acquisition Policies Act of 1970 (49 CFR §49, as amended). All
property owners affected by Federally-assisted projects will be
treated fairly, consistently, and equitably so that they do not
experience disproportionate effects as a result of projects that are
designed for the benefit of the public as a whole.
Additional information about VDOT’s right of way acquisition
procedures is provided at www.vdot.virginia.gov/
business/resources/Right_of_way/A_Guide_
for_property_Owners_and_Tenants.pdf.

Express Lanes
63 Why isn’t VDOT proposing to add general purpose lanes?
Has VDOT considered adding a High Occupancy Vehicle (HOV)
lane and a toll-only lane with access ramps to encourage
carpooling?
Why are the express lanes and general purpose lanes separated?
64

It does not appear that anyone is using the existing 495 Express
Lanes. They appear to get limited use because the access ramps
are limited and, in most cases, do not line up with normal
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The VDOT proposed design includes HOT (High Occupancy/Toll)
lanes, which is consistent with the adjacent Capital Beltway Express
Lanes and other Express Lanes facilities in Northern Virginia.
Combining toll and HOV traffic in two lanes helps the Express Lanes
move more people at more reliable speeds than simply adding more
general purpose lanes or separating out carpools from toll-paying
drivers.
In 2012, the 495 Express Lanes added capacity on the Capital
Beltway, with two new lanes in each direction and new access points
at Tysons and Lee Highway. The access ramp locations were chosen
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Beltway access ramps, and HOVs require a special E-ZPass.
Do express lanes reduce congestion on I-495 and in surrounding
neighborhoods? Does the traffic match the model? Where is the
study? How will the express lanes ease congestion?

65

Express lanes are unaffordable to the average commuter on a
daily basis. How much will it cost to travel in the express lanes?

based on an assessment of the areas of greatest future demand,
which included roads that did not have access to the Beltway. In
2018, the 495 Express Lanes carried roughly 30,000 trips on an
average weekday, which represents a 50% increase from the
average 20,000 daily trips in the Express Lanes in
2013. Representing approximately 13-18% of the total average daily
trips on the Beltway through the Tysons area, the additional capacity
draws vehicles and relieves pressure from the general purpose lanes
and parallel arterials during peak traffic periods. Express lanes on
I-495, I-95, and I-66 Inside the Beltway provide faster, more reliable
trips to encourage carpool and vanpool trips. Approximately 15-20%
of the vehicles using the I-495 Express Lanes during the peak periods
are HOV. Like with the general purpose lanes, traffic volumes vary by
hour of day and day of week.
During the 2012 opening year of the 495 Express Lanes, initial traffic
volumes were lower than projected. Since that time, the traffic
volume targets have been reset, and today traffic volumes exceed
expectations. The original traffic studies for the I-495 Express Lanes
were made publicly available in area libraries and on the VDOT
project website for five years, beginning in 2008. The updated traffic
study for the 495 NEXT Project will be made publicly available in the
fall of this year, prior to the public hearing. Based on initial
forecasting analysis results, the proposed project is anticipated to
reduce cut-through traffic on roads such as Balls Hill Road, Dead Run
Drive, and Swinks Mill Road, with anticipated volume decreases of
10-25%. By providing additional capacity and travel time reliability
on I-495, the proposed Express Lanes extension is anticipated to
reduce the congestion on parallel and neighborhood streets.
Travelers in vehicles with three or more occupants (HOV-3) and
buses will travel free with an E-ZPass transponder in “flex mode”.
Travelers in vehicles with fewer than three occupants can choose to
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use the express lanes and pay a toll. Like with the tolls on I-495, I-95,
and I-66 Inside the Beltway, toll rates will vary based on traffic
volumes to allow for smooth flow of traffic. The price will generally
increase as more vehicles enter the express lanes and will decrease
when there are fewer vehicles.
Procurement
66 How was Transurban selected?

Transurban currently operates the Express Lanes on I-495 under an
Amended and Restated Comprehensive Agreement (ARCA) with the
Commonwealth. The ARCA allows project enhancements to be
considered, but neither the state nor Transurban is obligated to
accept.
In January 2019, VDOT signed a Development Framework Agreement
with Transurban to extend the 495 Express Lanes under the existing
495 Express Lanes ARCA with no funding from the Commonwealth.

67

Would VDOT consider this project if Transurban was not paying
for it? Does VDOT have the option to cancel the agreement with
Transurban? What happens to compensation for the contractor if
a decision is reached to not do the project?
This is an environmentally and socially irresponsible use of public
land to benefit a privately-held company and not the majority of
residents or commuters of Virginia.
These toll roads profit by increasing congestion and will always
need a fix where they end. As with 66 Outside the Beltway,
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VDOT will compare implementing this project under both public and
private (P3) delivery methods and will determine which delivery
method is in the best interests of the Commonwealth. Subject to
VDOT approval, Transurban has an opportunity to submit a binding
proposal that meets project-delivery technical and financial criteria
and all the commitments established in the environmental study.
This segment of the Capital Beltway is the most congested highway
segment in the Washington metropolitan region. Identifying and
implementing a solution is one of VDOT’s top priorities. Anticipated
cost of the Phase 1 Improvements is roughly estimated to be in the
$500 million range, far exceeding the amount of available funds.
Extending the 495 Express Lanes is included in the Washington
Capital Region’s Constrained Long-Range Plan. The 495 Express Lanes
Northern Extension study included a component for VDOT’s Office of
Public-Private Partnerships to analyze various options for
procurement. Transurban will have opportunity to submit a binding
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Virginia is selling taxpayer funded roads to foreign investors. Time
for VDOT to build our roads and if tolls are needed, Virginia can
collect and give back to taxpayers through other road
improvements.
68

What are the terms and conditions of the agreement, including
the duration and what happens afterwards?

69

To what extent are the economic benefits to Transurban offset by
payment to the Commonwealth for acquiring and/or using public
land?

70

Aside from the agreement with Transurban, what other options
did the Commonwealth consider for funding and financing the
project? Has an analysis of the alternatives been done? How does
the agreement compare to other funding sources, such as raising
taxes or issuing specific bonds?
How does VDOT protect the public against price gouging by the
private partner? Are there any restraints on the toll rates
established and charged by Transurban? What oversight and
control does VDOT exercise over Transurban?
What is the estimated cost of the project? What financial data
will VDOT disclose about the P3 contract and express lanes
operations?

71

72

proposal to complete the project. VDOT will have the ability to
accept or reject Transurban’s binding proposal as appropriate. The
agreement lays out cost sharing responsibilities should Transurban’s
binding proposal be accepted or rejected by the department or if the
agreement terminated.
The Development Framework Agreement is not subject to public
disclosure. The 495 ARCA sets an end date of 2087 for the
agreement with Transurban; the 495 Northern Extension would be
included as part of this 495 Express Lanes agreement. The 495 ARCA
can be found here: https://www.p3virginia.org/projects/i-495express-lanes/ Should an agreement be reached with Transurban, it
is anticipated that revisions will be made to the current ARCA.
In addition to the improvements to regional mobility, the deal would
include stipulations for revenue sharing that goes back to the public
if certain levels are exceeded. At the conclusion of Transurban’s
agreement with the Commonwealth, the operation and maintenance
of the express lanes will be assumed by VDOT.
VDOT is performing a study to analyze a publicly funded and
administered alternative as well as a competitively bid P3
alternative.
Transurban sets toll prices using a dynamic pricing algorithm to
maintain prescribed levels of service for HOV and toll-paying
vehicles. The VDOT agreement includes provisions where revenues
beyond a certain threshold are shared with the state.
The concept level estimate is $500 million, which includes the
addition of express lanes and interchange connections, as currently
shown, between the Dulles Toll Road and the George Washington
Memorial Parkway. The estimate does not include any costs to
reconstruct or modify the American Legion Bridge.
State law prescribes what information can and cannot be released.
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Get per car revenue from Transurban -- not upfront cash! Fix the
75 year windfall they are getting before extending it. NO MORE
PRIVATE PARTNERS.
Process & Public Involvement
74 How many people attended the public information meeting on
June 11, 2018?
75 What information was presented during the May 20, 2019 public
information meeting? Is it available online?

76

77

To what extent does the public have a say in making a decision
regarding the project? To what extent will VDOT consider the
comments, questions and dissatisfaction of local residents during
the planning, design, etc.

Will an independent decision regarding the 495 NEXT Project be
made without input from VDOT and Transurban?
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Information regarding financial data that can be released will be
posted on the project website when it is available.
Comment noted.

Approximately 76 people attended the public information meeting
on June 11, 2018. 48 people signed the attendance sheet.
The purpose of the May 20, 2019 public information meeting was to
provide an update on the preliminary findings of the EA, including
existing conditions and the traffic analysis, and present the
preliminary design. The study team also provided updates on the
study schedule and project delivery. The information and materials
presented are available on the website at
http://www.495northernextension.org/public_meetings/may_20_20
19_project_information_meeting.asp.
VDOT’s public involvement process for this study has included two
public information meetings and meetings with community groups
and elected officials. Additional community meetings and elected
official briefings will be held leading up to the Location Public
Hearing in late 2019/early 2020.
Questions and feedback are welcomed to help the project team
identify concerns, issues, and features of interest to direct impact
communities, surrounding neighborhoods, road users, and from
across the region as part of the Environmental Assessment study and
development of the preliminary engineering design.
VDOT is preparing an Environmental Assessment and associated
technical reports on behalf of the Federal Highway Administration
(FHWA). These documents are prepared pursuant to federal
guidelines and the implementing regulations of the National
Environmental Policy Act (NEPA). FHWA determines the appropriate
level of environmental documentation and makes independent
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It seems like this project is a done deal. How much time will
elapse and how many public meetings and hearings will be held
between the time the studies are published and a contract is
signed?

79

How and when will the public be notified of future meetings or
hearings? Will another public information meeting be held before
the public hearing planned for fall 2019?

80

Request that the project be suspended and the citizen dialog be
extended so that the citizens of the community can have full and
complete transparency in evaluating the project and that other,
more environmentally sound and forward-thinking solutions can
be considered.
Request that the Attorney General, Secretary of Transportation
and Governor review VDOT’s 495 Northbound Shoulder Lane Use
project and 495 Express Lanes Northern Extension study due to
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findings with respect to impacts. If the environmental document is
approved by FHWA, Transurban will have the opportunity to submit
a binding proposal to complete the project, which VDOT will be able
to accept or reject. A proposal will ultimately require review and
approval by the Commonwealth Transportation Board.
VDOT anticipates holding a location public hearing in late 2019 or
early 2020. A final decision on the environmental document by the
Federal Highway Administration is needed before VDOT can enter
into a contract. Transurban would then have opportunity to submit a
binding proposal to VDOT for its consideration. The earliest a
contract could be signed with Transurban would be sometime in
2020.
Future meetings will be announced by email updates that can be
subscribed to at www.495NorthernExtension.org. Additional
outreach for the location public hearing will include newspaper
advertising, direct mail to homes within a quarter-mile of the project
study area, notices at libraries, VDOT social media, news media, and
through local government and elected officials.
Additionally, VDOT representatives will work with civic, business, and
other organizations to identify opportunities to provide project
information to the community. A series of neighborhood-level
meetings are planned for fall 2019. The public hearing is planned for
late 2019 or early 2020.
Comments noted.
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82

83
84
85

86

concerns regarding lack of public process, public transparency,
and public input.
If phased express lanes do not show immediate congestion relief
for the area, can they be removed from the TPB and CLRP? Can
they be reviewed and reconsidered for another vote? Having
passed by only one vote, shouldn’t express lanes be seriously
reconsidered and studied independently?
Provide adequate time (at least six weeks) and notice before any
Fall Public Hearing of all matters that you propose to present at
such Hearing, including final plans and NEPA Environment
Assessment. Another Public Information meeting also seems
reasonable. We and our neighbors did not receive adequate
notice of the June 11, 2018 “Public Information Meeting #1” that
your team pointed to at the May 20, 2019 meeting (that they
presumptively labeled as “Meeting #2”).
More community meetings than mentioned are needed.
Please provide a venue where the public can view prior
comments and responses.
Numerous conflicts of interest concerns exist. There have been
no thorough, independent or transparent reviews of
environmental, noise and traffic studies (assessments or models).

Request for an independent review of VDOT’s practices,
management and decision making as it pertains to public notice,
transparency and input.

Schedule
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The traffic analysis for I-495 NEXT is ongoing. If analysis were to
show significant degradation as a result of implementation of the
project, VDOT would consider whether the project should be
removed from the CLRP.
The June 2018 Public Information Meeting was promoted through
newspaper advertising, direct mail to homes within a quarter-mile of
the project study area, notices at libraries, VDOT social media, news
media, and through local government and elected officials. Similar
outreach is planned ahead of the future Location Public Hearing,
with initial public notice provided at least 30 days ahead of the
meeting.
The study team is available to meet with homeowners associations,
civic associations, and other community groups to present and
discuss the study.
Comments and responses are posted on the project website.
VDOT adheres to the requirements of NEPA and other statutes.
Established VDOT protocols and methods are used to conduct the EA
and develop technical reports. These documents will be available to
the public for review and comment before and after the Location
Public Hearing. These documents are submitted to FHWA for review
and approval.
VDOT’s public involvement policy is in accordance with federal
regulations, state laws, and VDOT policies, and was most recently
updated in February 2019. The VDOT Public Involvement Manual is
available at
http://www.virginiadot.org/business/resources/locdes/Public_Involv
ement_Manual.pdf.
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What is the current schedule? When will the extension of the
express lanes be open to traffic?

Other (Including Comments Outside the Scope of the 495 NEXT Study)
88 Does the study take future technological advancements into
account?
89
90

The 495 Northbound Shoulder Lane Use project has been
removed from the website.
Is the original intent of Bill 662 being honored by VDOT? Delegate
Murphy and Senator Favola appear to recall that Bill 662 was for
a comprehensive Environmental Impact Study, to coordinate with
Maryland’s plans and a new bridge, not a limited “assessment”
study.

The anticipated schedule is subject to change as more information is
available and is as follows:
• Environmental Assessment Available for Public Comment –
15 days before Location Public Hearing
• Location Public Hearing with 30-day Comment Period after
Public Hearing – Late 2019/Early 2020
• NEPA Decision from Federal Highway Administration – Early
2020
• Detailed Design Phase – 2020
• Potential Start of Construction – Late 2020
• Express Lanes Open to Traffic – 2023
Yes, the study is taking future technological advancements into
consideration. Elements of the project infrastructure will be
designed using new systems that help improve traffic operations and
safety.
Previous studies have now been added to
www.495NorthernExtension.org.
Virginia HB 662 was enacted in 2018 and relates to the American
Legion Bridge. It is distinct from this current study. Here is the
enacted language.
1. § 1. The Department of Transportation (Department) shall begin the initial
design and related assessments for remediating the American Legion Bridge
at the earliest time possible once necessary decisions have been made by
the state of Maryland. The Department shall consult with the Commonwealth
Transportation Board, the Department of Rail and Public Transportation, and
the Northern Virginia Transportation Authority.
The Department shall submit to the Governor and the General Assembly an
executive summary and a report of its design and assessments for
publication as a House or Senate document when available.

The American Legion Bridge is jointly owned by Maryland and
Virginia. Maryland’s I-495/270 study is an EIS and includes the
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92
93
94

Concerns regarding the Shoulder Lane Use Project. An
environmental study and air quality testing were not performed.
Public project design meetings never occurred. The public was
unable to review project studies and data. This lane also
increased travel time on I-495, accidents and congestion before
the bridge…all indicated in traffic studies by VDOT. Shoulder lane
increased choke point congestion before the American Legion
Bridge, using $20 million taxpayer money. Now, VDOT wants this
lane as part of their phased additional express lanes project…to
help “relieve" congestion at same chokepoint that VDOT Created!
Not logical. So wrong! This shoulder lane extension should be
stopped ASAP to ease the merge mess before the bridge.

The Saigon Citizens Association asks that VDOT not use the Saigon
neighborhood as a storage area for their road building
equipment.
Like the fact that it will ease traffic. I also like the urgency of the
plan.
The solution is to add another crossing. Has VDOT considered
another bridge crossing further west, specifically on Seneca
Road?
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American Legion Bridge.
The existing shoulder lane currently provides congestion relief for
the northbound Beltway by providing additional merge area for the
I-495 northbound Express Lanes. VDOT conducted an assessment of
a potential removal of the shoulder lane. The study, conducted by
the consulting firm JMT, found that with the removal of the shoulder
lane there would be minimal change in the throughput of the
mainline segment between Old Dominion Drive and the American
Legion Bridge. The study also found that operations on the I-495
Express Lanes would deteriorate. The memo summarizing the results
of the study can be found at
http://www.virginiadot.org/projects/resources/NorthernVirginia/I495_study_handout_5-9-18.pdf. VDOT conducted a separate
assessment of the condition without the shoulder lane with a
different consultant and the study team reached the same
conclusions as those of the JMT study.
The I-495 Express Lanes Extension project will provide physical
separation between the Express Lanes and the general purpose
lanes in the area encompassing the shoulder lane. This will help
address the issue of traffic having to weave from the shoulder lane
to the general purpose lanes between the current terminus of the
Express Lanes and the terminus of the shoulder lane. This will help
improve safety and traffic operations.
Comment noted. VDOT works with contractors to minimize impact
on adjacent communities to the extent possible.
Comment noted.
Additional crossings of the Potomac River have been studied
throughout the years. The 495 Express Lanes Northern Extension
would not preclude construction of another crossing of the Potomac
River. Other jurisdictions in the region are studying additional
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Maryland, the District of Columbia and the National Park Service
(NPS) should widen the Clara Barton Parkway to create a through
road from Maryland down the river into D.C., similar to the
George Washington Memorial Parkway (GWMP).
Focus here and now on today's issues like back up around the
Route 7 and 123 interchanges.
Can a flashing light be installed at the top of the hill before the
Georgetown Pike/Douglass Drive intersection to warn drivers that
cars may be stopped or turning ahead (similar to the Georgetown
Pike/Swinks Mill Road intersection)? Reducing the speed limit and
placing an officer there every once in a while, to give out tickets
to speeders, WILL slow traffic down.
In the strongest possible terms, I urge you to look at the
Georgetown Pike (outside the Beltway) traffic issues. There has
been a recent influx of attention and tourism at Scott’s Run which
has created a major safety issue. People are parking their cars on
Georgetown Pike because the small parking areas are full and are
then walking along the side of the road, wearing bathing suits,
carrying picnic baskets, with children and pets. It is a safety
disaster waiting to happen. I urge additional police presence at
the intersection of Swinks Mill and Georgetown Pike. I urge that
Georgetown Pike be quickly made a no parking zone and that
signs be erected to that fact. I urge that cars that parked on
Georgetown Pike should receive a maximum fine parking ticket,
and people found walking in the road should be stopped by the
police. I am deeply concerned that a young child will be injured, if
not killed in the chaos that has resulted from increased traffic,
tourism and marketing of the Scott’s Run park area.
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crossings.
This comment is outside the scope of this study.

Areas outside of these study limits are under separate review and
evaluation for future projects.
VDOT has initiated the design of a flashing beacon and supplemental
signage in an effort to improve safety at this location. The project
will be completed in fall 2019.

VDOT is aware of these activities and is working with Fairfax County
Officials, Fairfax County DOT, the Fairfax County Police Department
and the National Park Service to address this situation.
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495 EXPRESS LANES NORTHERN EXTENSION STUDY
MAY 20, 2019 PUBLIC INFORMATION MEETING
COMMENT SUMMARY REPORT – FULL COMMENTS
ATTACHMENT B
Source
Comment
of
Individual/Entity
Comment/Question
Date
Request

190618.04 6/18/2019

Individual

Email

Please pause and find real solutions. No additional lanes until Maryland widens the bridge.
No use of public park lands. Please complete environmental impact studies.

190618.03 6/18/2019

Individual

Email

Thank you for the opportunity to provide comments to your 495 Express Lanes study. My
husband and I wholeheartedly support the initiative to create a paved bike path along the
sound wall outside the beltway. We are long time residents of the Saigon Road subdivision
and like many of the Saigon residents, we walk the streets of our neighborhood on a regular
basis. And like many of our neighbors we would welcome a paved bike/walking trail and the
opportunity to further our walking options, especially if we could walk someplace other than
on our neighborhood streets. With the popularity of the Scotts Run County park near our
neighborhood causing a parking problem on Georgetown Pike, this paved bike path would
provide Saigon residents with an easy way to get to the park from within our neighborhood,
as well as could provide access to the park for other Mclean residents from the adjacent
areas. This will result in fewer vehicles that need to park at the limited parking spaces
available at the park, and residents could walk to the park rather than being forced to drive
there even though we are so close to the park at Scotts Run but lack any reasonable and safe
way to get there except by vehicle.
Thank you again for asking for our comments — Yes we want a paved bike path — Please.

190618.02 6/18/2019

Individual

Email

I agree completely with extending the HOV lanes all the way to the bridge. By having the end
of HOV located before the exit to Georgetown Pike and GW Parkway, you create a dangerous
and delaying crossover.
Also the current configuration creates multiple pinch points when the lanes are open allowing
folks to dive into the open lane only to have to merge back a few yards ahead.
Thank you for the consideration.
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In reference to the I-495 Express Lanes Northern Extension Study, I would like to provide the
following comments:
Please register my OBJECTION to the proposed expansion to 495 (495 Hot Lanes, 495 NEXT, I495 Express Lanes Northern Extension Study).
No to building before Maryland widens the bridge
No to phasing
No to taking public parks and historic lands
Please register the following concerns/flaws with the existing plan:
Maryland has just voted to begin work on 270, postponing any work on MD 495 and the
American Legion until some time in the undetermined future.
2 additional HOT LANES will funnel into the same American Legion Bridge; 2 additional lanes
into the same bottleneck does not solve the Virginia traffic jams, it adds to it.
This moves the problem; it doesn’t solve the problem.
The solution is for the bridge to be widened, another crossing be added, or mass
transportation to be added.
Proposed Flyover Ramps and tolls will connect the HOT LANES to the George Washington
Parkway. Parts of 3 parks, our historic byway and the rare and pristine Scott’s Run will be
taken.
No Environmental Impact Study has been undertaken.
Numerous conflict of interest concerns exist. There have been no thorough, independent, or
transparent, reviews of environmental, noise, and traffic studies (assessments or models).
Our public land and infrastructure will be given to a private company in exchange for citizens
paying tolls on HOT Lanes.
No general purpose lanes will be added, and HOT Lanes are unaffordable to the average
commuter on a daily basis.
I insist that you take pause, work with MDOT and FWHA and find a better solution that
safeguards our future.

190617.03 6/17/2019
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Email
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We applaud several aspects of the project. It is good that a trail is being built from Old
Dominion north beyond the GW Parkway, to a point where it can access the American Legion
Bridge and C&O Towpath if/when Maryland widens its part of I-495. It is a huge benefit to
trail users that they will be on the QUIET sidc of the sound wall, where there is significant
wooded land and relatively clean air. We are pleased to see pedestrian/bike facilities on all
three new bridges across I-495, at Live Oak Drive, Georgetown Pike and Old Dominion. Put
Trail Along SOUTH Side of Old Dominion Dr.: We believe the new trail alongside Old
Dominion should be on the SOUTH, not the NORTH side (See Figures 1 and 2). Figure 1 shows
the north side trail in purple (as proposed by VDOT), and our proposed south side trail in
blue, from Old Gate to Mottrom. The homes that can access the north-side trail are shown as
purple “house icons” in Figure 1: there are only 14, six on the west side and eight on the east.
However, if the trail follows our south side blue line, about 60 homes can be reached west of
I-495, and about 40 more east of I-495, for a total of about 100 homes (blue “house” icons,
Figure 1). There are about a hundred additional homes that can be reached in less than 2/3
mile (light blue “house” icons). On the north side, in contrast, no additional homes can be
reached at any distance. Figure 2 shows (in blue) neighborhoods are within one mile of the
southern route, including parts of McLean Hamlet, neighborhoods off Bridle Path, Foxhound,
Hooking Road, Evans Mill Road, Windy Hill Road and more. The Langley School and the
McLean Governmental Center are just a little over a mile. People from all these areas will be
tempted to walk/bike across Old Dominion Drive if the trail is on the north side. A south side
trail, in contrast, will take hikers and bikers safely under Old Dominion along the beltway.
Other South-Side Advantages: There is VDOT right-of-way along Old Dominion all the way to
Timberly Park (FCPA, green on Figure 1) to reach Old Gate Drive, the natural terminus of this
trail west of I-495. The existing pavement of Old Dominion Drive can serve as part of the trail,
once it is no longer used as a road. Finally, the trail underpass of Old Dominion (blue line on
Figure 1) at the beltway can serve as a safe and scenic route for the Potomac Heritage
National Scenic Trail from Scotts Run Nature Preserve to Timberly Park and on to Bullneck
Run Stream Valley Park and Spring Hill Recreation Center.Extend trail from Old Dominion to
Lewinsville: We also encourage you to extend the sound wall trail south from Old Dominion
to Lewinsville Road as part of the project. This trail appears in the VDOT design, but only for
2045. It will create shorter hike/bike routes for many additional neighborhoods. We strongly
support links from this segment into the neighborhoods (e.g. to Old Gate from the east) as
shown in the VDOT map.TrailParallel495_1.jpgFigure 1. Homes that can reach trail on north
(purple) or south (blue) side of Old DominionTrailParallel495_2.jpgFigure 2 Neighborhoods

that can reach trail on north (purple) or south (blue) side of Old Dominion
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Following are Comments submitted to VDOT for PHASED HOTLanes Deadline, June 18, 2019 :
The following Comments were shared by Pat Lynch with his Langley Forest Neighbors. He
asked me to forward to Officials and my list if I thought it might help.
I am submitting His Comments to Officials and again to VDOT PHASED Comment Site for
"Summary”.
I am also submitting the following email Comments to VDOT Comment Site and Officials for
review and “Summary".
I think Pat Lynch's Comments about VDOT Traffic Study that includes a “Phantom” New
Bridge to MD are important to consider.
A Faulty Study Premise Base will not provide Accurate Traffic Impact and Congestion Data for
VDOT PHASED HOTLanes…. for 495 and VA Neighborhood Traffic.
* What is Maryland’s Start Date of New Bridge Construction ? VDOT DATA, Officials and
Public need to know.
* How long will this New Bridge take to Build ? VDOT DATA, Officials and Public need to
know.
* Has NPS ( National Park Service ) agreed to transfer to Maryland and VDOT Needed
Parkland for Bridge Construction?
* If not, when is Process for Act of Congress for VDOT to seize Parkland to begin ?
Who will initiate Process ?
How long will Process take ?
Without this Vital Information and consideration of this information , VDOT’s PHASED
Schedule for 2020 Start Build and Data are meaningless.
* Has NPS agreed to give give VDOT Historic Parklands to construct PHASED HOTLanes to
before Current American Legion Bridge and for Flyover Ramp to G W Parkway ?
The G W Parkway is NPS Land and Scotts Run is Fairfax County Park Authority.
The right of way cannot be acquired from NPS and Fairfax Park Authority.
* Has Potomac Historic Trails agreed to give VDOT Necessary Parkland to construct PHASED
HOTLanes and new Live Oak Bridge ?
VDOT 495 NEXT STAFF….Please do not submit illogically basedTraffic Studies based on A
Nonexistent New American Legion Bridge to Public and Officials for PHASED Project
Approval, until these Questions are Officially Answered.
Residents want to Know PHASED Traffic Congestion Impacts to CHOKE POINT BEFORE Current
American Legion Bridge.
What are the PHASED Plan’s Congestion Impacts to other Choke Points at I 267 Interchange,

the Ramps to and from Dulles Connector, Ramps to and from 123 during Rush Hours ?
Residents want to know PHASED Project CONSTRUCTION IMPACTS for 495 and Neighborhood
Traffic.
Congestion Impacts for how many years of building construction ?
When will PHASED Lanes begin ? How will PHASED Lanes alone Increase/decrease
Congestion until 2045 ?
Residents want to know PHASED Traffic Impacts to 495 and Neighborhood Traffic if Maryland
does NOT Build New Bridge and HOTLanes. How will these Traffic Impacts be mitigated ?
VDOT PHASED Traffic Congestion Studies should show General Improvement for All, not only
HOTLane Drivers.
VDOT PHASED Plan Studies should Prove Immediate Congestion Improvements for Everyone
before it is allowed to go forward.
Governor and Officials should Cancel the PHASED Section of the Contract Agreement with
Transurban until VDOT shows and proves that it is a Good Agreement for VA Taxpayers and
that PHASED HOTLanes will Improve Traffic Congestion…..without Maryland Plans and New
Bridge in Place.
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I submit all the following Comments & Requests and following Email Content to VDOT
COMMENT Section for Review, “Summary” and inclusion in VDOT Report for 495
NEXT…PHASED HOTLanes. I also ask for Officials to Review and Consider the Comments and
RequestsAbi Lerner, VDOT PHASED Project Head , wrote to me in following email , dated June
7th, that Comment Deadline was extended to June 18th. Officials on my email list were all
copied by Abi Lerner.Abi also wrote that : “We need a few days to review the
comments/questions that you included in your email. We will provide responses to you next
week”.Neither Abi Lerner or VDOT responded to the Residents’ Request List , my comments
or questions I submitted.There is still Silence.The Residents’ List included many Issues relating
to VDOT PHASED Project’s Lack of Public Process, Public Transparency, and Public Input.It
reflects other Comments, Concerns & Requests submitted to me by Residents which follow
VDOT & TRANSURBAN CONTRACTSResidents request that the Original Contract and 2019
Contract with Transurban for HOTLanes, Express Lanes, 495 NEXT be placed Online at VDOT
Site for Public Review….ASAP. Please ask VDOT to distribute Contracts to Officials for
Review.Apparently, these Contracts, content and conditions are not readily available for
Public Transparency and Review.Original Contract is important since 2019 Contract for
PHASED HOTLanes continues timeline for Infrastructure Control by Transurban, does not
extend it.What other Conditions and Agreements continue ? What are New Conditions and
Agreements ?At May 14th MCA Transportation Committee Meeting, VDOT and Transurban
Rep were asked Details of Contracts.We were told Details were not available to be shared.
Details are Private. Are they Under Seal ?A request was asked of Governor’s Office for
Contract copy. Individual was told their office did not have a copy. Go to VDOT. Public &
Officials deserve to know every detail of Contracts that Control their State Infrastructure and
Impact Traffic Conditions and their Lives.PUBLIC PRIVATE PARTNERSHIP ACT……BEFORE
AMENDMENT…..And After AmendmentPlease place Online for Public and Officials’ Review
ASAP2005 ENVIRONMENT LAW……..ORIGINAL STUDYPlease place Online for Public and
Officials’ Review ASAP.TOLLING & REVENUE BONDS CONTRACTS AND AGREEMENTS Please
place Tolls and Revenue Bonds Agreements (Original and Current) with Transurban Online for
Public & Officials’s Review ASAP.TOLLING GUARANTEES FOR TRAFFIC SPEED IN GENERAL
LANESWill Transurban Guarantee General Lane Speed Limits of 40 mph, with HOTLanes at 60
mph….as MD proposes ?Will Transurban coordinate Tolls with MD Guarantees ?Will
Transurban coordinate with MD “Speeds” & Tolls to assure better & consistent Congestion
Relief in VA INDEPENDENT REVIEW OF VDOT STUDIES FOR NEPA AND FHA DECISIONSHOULD
VDOT-HIRED COMPANY REVIEW STUDY DATA ?COST BENEFIT STUDY FOR PHASED

HOTLANESVDOT Study should be conducted Independently and placed Online ASAP.BUILD
FOR PROFIT STUDYIs PHASED HOTLanes being rushed for Transurban Profit and Not for Area
Congestion Relief ?REMOVAL OF HOTLANES FROM TPB AND CLRP ?If PHASED HOTLanes do
not show Congestion Relief Immediately for Area, can they be removed from TPB and
CLRP….and be Reviewed and Reconsidered for Another VOTE ?Having passed by only one
vote, shouldn’t HOTLanes be seriously Reconsidered and Studied IndependentlyBILL
662…….BILL’S ORIGINAL INTENTIs Bill’s Original Intent being Honored by VDOT ?Delegate
Murphy and Senator Favola appear to recall that Bill 662 was for Comprehensive
Environmental IMPACTStudy, to coordinate with MD’s Plans and New Bridge…….NOT limited
“Assessment” Study. They will check.Officials please share information.Who made this
“Assessment” decision ? Why ? Is this Study Adequate ?VDOT is conducting Traffic Studies
for 2045, assuming New MD Bridge and MD's HOTLanes are in Place on 495...A “Total”
Comprehensive Traffic Congestion Area Package.However, VDOT decided to have limited
“Assessment” Environmental Studies for their separate, independent PHASED HOTLanes
.Why the Inconsistencies ? Conduct Limited Study to provide preferred results….Not Real
AREA Environmental IMPACTS ?VDOT PHASED HOTLanes ( Especially with VDOT’s declared
New Bridge in Place and MD HOTLanes) will have Major Impacts to Parkland, Potomac,
Streams, and Bridge !IMPACT Studies are Required !Maryland's Environment Document is not
complete because IMPACT Studies are so complex in considering IMPACTS to Streams,
Parkland, Potomac, etc..
New Proposed Bridge Impacts have delayed MD Study and MD
Environment Document is incomplete.Why is VA allowed to rush a Piecemeal Project without
Real IMPACT StudSHOULDER LANE EXTENSION TO BEFORE AMERICAN LEGION BRIDGEThis is
another Piecemeal Project that avoided Environmental Air Testing by changing the Project’s
Name !Originally presented online as INCREASED CAPACITY Project, which it is with a New
Lane Built ( denied by VDOT), the Project Name was changed to OPERATIONAL and SAFETY
LANE.The Shoulder Lane Extension could then Avoid Environmental Air Testing…Avoid Small
Particle Testing fo Public Safety !Promised Public Project Design Meetings never
occurred….And Public was unable to Review Project , Studies and DATA !This Lane also
increased Travel Time on 495, Accidents and Congestion before Bridge…All indicted in Traffic
Studies by VDOT.All Studies were ignored by VDOT.Shoulder Lane Increased CHOKE POINT
CONGESTION Before American Legion Bridge, using $20 million Taxpayer Money.Now, VDOT
wants this Lane as Part of their PHASED Additional HOTLanes Project …to Help “Relieve"
Congestion at Same CHOKE POINT….that VDOT Created ! Not Logical. So Wrong !This
Shoulder Lane Extension to be STOPPED ASAP to ease Merge Mess Before Bridge …..Stop
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VDOT-Created CHOKE POINT !Why does VDOT Refuse to Stop Shoulder Lane ?IS MARYLAND
ADHERING TO NEPA BUT VA IS NOT ? WHY ?MITIGATION OF NEGATIVE ENVIRONMENTAL
IMPACTS MITIGATING ENVIROMNETAL IMPACTS MAY BE PROHIBITIVELY EXPENSIVE, like
Route 460 in Hampton Roads.Who will handle Impact Evaluations and Costs to Mitigate
?Should PHASED HOTLanes go forward before Total Environmental Impacts are Known and
Evaluated ?Should PHASED HOTLanes go forward before Needed Parklands are Secured by
VDOT & MD ?RESIDENTS ASKED ATTORNEY GENERAL FOR REVIEW OF VDOT PHASED
HOTLANES PROJECT & SHOULDER LANE EXTENSION REGARDING LACK OF PUBLIC PROCESS,
PUBLIC TRANSPARENCY, PUBLIC INPUT.Emails were sent to AG’s Office email address as
directed by Director of Constituents office.No Responses from AG Office received.I contacted
Director of Constituents Office again. I was told Attorney General represents VDOT ….not
Public Constituents.I was referred to our Governor and Secretary of Transportation for Help
and Advice for Residents.RESIDENTS ASK GOVERNOR AND SECRETARY OF TRANSPORTATION
FOR REVIEW OF VDOT PHASED HOTLANES & SHOULDER LANE EXTENSION ON 495 NORTH
BEFORE AMERICAN LEGION BRIDGE….REGARDING LACK OF PROPER PUBLIC PROCESS, PUBLIC
TRANSPARENCY, PUBLIC INPUT.Thanks for Reading and Considering
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Please accept these comments as the position of the McLean Citizens Association (MCA)
Transportation Committee on VDOT’s proposal to extend the Beltway Express Lanes from
their present terminus to the foot of the American Legion Bridge. The American Legion Bridge
is widely recognized as one of the most severe traffic bottlenecks in the transportationclogged Washington Metro Area. The MCA has long been on record advocating that local and
state governments in Virginia and Maryland work together with the Federal government to
identify funding to increase the capacity of the Bridge. As such, the committee generally
supports the efforts of the Virginia Department of Transportation (VDOT) to work with
Transurban on the Capital Beltway Express Lanes Northern Extension (Project NEXT), which
would add two express lanes in each direction on I-495 between the Dulles Toll Road and the
Bridge and would make other improvements, including enhanced connections with the
George Washington Memorial Parkway and the Dulles Toll Road. This would occur with
limited governmental funding, as much of the costs would be borne by Transurban.The
support of our committee is predicated on the assumption that adding these lanes would
provide a benefit to those of us in northern Virginia, largely by reducing traffic congestion on
the Beltway in Virginia and on neighborhood streets. This would most obviously be
accomplished by connecting the proposed express lanes with similar lanes that Maryland
would add to the American Legion Bridge and its adjacent section of the Beltway. At a May
14 meeting of our committee attended by Brent McKenzie of Transurban and Abi Lerner and
Susan Shaw of VDOT, the VDOT personnel led us to understand that VDOT would likely
proceed with Project NEXT regardless of Maryland’s progress or actions because the project
would still be expected to produce benefits in Virginia, notably through congestion relief in
the residential neighborhoods, on the north side of McLean, currently adversely affected by
"cut-through" traffic. Following recent action by its Board of Public Works, Maryland intends
to concentrate first on adding lanes to I-270, delaying improvements to the American Legion
Bridge site and its portion of the Beltway by roughly two years. In light of the possibility that
VDOT could complete implementation of Project NEXT before Maryland has added
corresponding lanes at the ALB and on the Beltway, our ultimate position on Project NEXT,
and in particular on the timing of its implementation, will depend on a showing that the
project will indeed have benefits in Virginia that are not dependent on Maryland having
implemented its own measures. In that context, I would ask that you provide us with the data
and analysis underlying VDOT’s assessment that such independent benefits would occur as
soon as that data and analysis become available. Please note that these comments represent
the position of the Transportation Committee, not of the MCA itself. Thank you for your

consideration of these comments, and please do not hesitate to contact me if there are any
questions.
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I'm begging you to include bike paths along the beltway. There are hundreds and will be
thousands of people that will use it everyday. I have an office in Bethesda and live in Oakton.
I would bike most days to the office if only I had a safe path. If there was just something along
the beltway, preferably on the outside of the sound barriers that would allow me and other
to commute by bike. Others would join as their commute time would be predictable and very
close if not faster than driving time during rush hour. Take a look at the W&OD bike trail. That
has turned into a mini-highway for bikers to commute to and from the office. Bike Lanes
along the beltway would be a huge improvement as many of us never want to take or cars let
alone sit in them traffic when we know we can get to our destination via bike. As wide as you
can make the lanes the better and allow access to the major rides to and from the bike lanes
are what we need.

190613.01 6/13/2019

Individual

Email

495 NEXT Public Information Meeting #2 (May 20, 2019)
Meeting and Comment Summary Report

Dear VDOT:
I am a resident of Live Oak Dr., right behind the Balls Hill Road/Georgetown Pike disaster
intersection. I am writing to express concern about the planned expansion of hot lanes. The
495 entrance at that intersection, just before the American Legion Bridge, is my link to MD
and DC, pretty much the link to all I do, including getting to work at Georgetown University,
where my husband and I are professors. Like many of my neighbors, I am concerned that
increasing traffic to the VA side of the bridge can only make that choke point, already
calamitous, even worse. I know you have much to take into account besides we poor
residents of this immediate pocket of congestion, and may need to do things that make
things worse for us but better overall. By any measure, however, it seems unwise to move
ahead with this planned expansion before Maryland agrees to widen the bridge and expand
their side of the Beltway. Worsening this choke point, and the resultant gridlock at the Balls
Hill/Gtown Pike intersection, will not only make our lives, already worsened by this traffic
nightmare, even more miserable, but I fear it will endanger lives of those trapped in
ambulances or otherwise needing to get from VA to MD for emergency reasons.
I therefore join my concerned neighbors in pleading for VDOT to press pause on this plan.
Respectfully, and with thanks for all you to do improve transportation for us,

190612.02 6/12/2019
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Dear VDOT, Federal Highway Administration, and Elected Officials,
Please register my OBJECTION to the proposed expansion to 495 (495 Hot Lanes, 495 NEXT, I495 Express Lanes Northern Extension Study).
Maryland has voted to postpone any work on MD 495 and the American Legion Bridge
until some time in the undetermined future. During a May 14, 2019 meeting, VDOT stated
that it was conducting a study to “show” that VDOT’s proposed 495 expansion is
“independently viable.”
McLean residents need a study to DETERMINE whether VDOT’S plan is “independently
viable.” There is no use for a position paper by VDOT “to show” (rather than to question,
study and determine) the efficacy of its plan.
As proposed by VDOT, 2 additional HOT LANES will funnel into the same American Legion
Bridge; 2 additional lanes into the same bottleneck cannot solve Virginia traffic jams.
A true study would likely show only that traffic may flow faster to the choke point — the
approach to the American Legion Bridge. It can’t possibly show that additional lanes solve
or ease McLean residents’ traffic concerns. It cannot solve:
(1) the choke point crisis nearing and at the bridge,
(2) cars detouring into McLean from the McLean 495 exits, including 123 and Georgetown
Pike, and
(3) the snarled and dangerous traffic conditions on residential streets surrounding
Georgetown Pike, as well as 123, as 495 traffic detours into our neighborhoods.
It defies logic to conclude that additional lanes to a choke point will alleviate rather than
aggravate McLean’s current traffic woes. Nor can additional lanes to a choke point move cars
faster through a choke point.

190612.01 6/12/2019
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Just wanted to ask if you would be interested in getting external help with graphic design?
We do all design work like banners, advertisements, photo edits, logos, flyers, etc. for a fixed
monthly fee. We don't charge for each task. What kind of work do you need on a regular
basis? Let me know and I'll share my portfolio with you.
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What features of the preliminary concept plans and options of the I-495 NEXT study do you
like?I like that the approaches to the interchange will be widened and that there will be a
dedicated through lane for eastbound traffic on Georgetown Pike over the Beltway. I like that
there will not be an HOV-3 exit at our Georgetown Pike exit. The special new connection to
GWParkway and the extra lanes.What features of the preliminary concept plans and options
of the I-495 NEXT study do you have concerns about?Until Maryland widens the bridge and
the beltway, I'm concerned we are just moving the bottleneck to the edge of the bridge. I
hope there can truly be a dedicated lane for thru traffic. Residents who need to get to their
kids' schools on the other (east) side of the Beltway get stuck with Maryland commuters who
are trying to get to the front of the line to access 495.Do you have any additional comments
or suggestions regarding the information provided at the May 20, 2019 Public Information
Meeting? Add on and off ramps to the new bridge at Old Dominion to spread out the load on
Georgetown Pike. The concepts of the "2045 Build / No Build" were weak and based on
multiple potential assumptions Mr Lerner used in his presentation that confused the
attendees. For example, part of the NO BUILD scenario includes the assumption that
Maryland will expand the Legion Bridge and build its additional lanes. This is not a solid base
for the NO BUILD option because those plans are still far from concrete.Additional comments,
suggestions, or questions you have about the I-495 NEXT study. Redesign the intersection at
Georgetown Pike, Balls Hill Road and the Beltway. Traffic flow from Georgetown Pike in both
directions confronts and blocks traffic from Balls Hill road. A better pattern of lanes to join
beltway traffic towards the river would smooth out and speed up flow. Now, even when
traffic lights are green, these sources of cars block and delay traffic. Mornings for us residents
in this area are chaotic and dangerous for our kids and families. While I hope that the VDOT
and MDOT coordinate, ultimately as resident of Virginia I would like to see more aggressive
advocacy from VDOT on our behalf. Put the politics aside and do what's right for VA residents
in the area. We are taxpayers and voters and our voice matters.
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What features of the preliminary concept plans and options of the I-495 NEXT study do you
like?
The special new connection to GWParkway. The extra lanes. I like that the approaches to the
interchange will be widened and that there will be a dedicated through lane for eastbound
traffic on Georgetown Pike over the Beltway. I like that there will not be an HOV-3 exit at our
Georgetown Pike exit.
What features of the preliminary concept plans and options of the I-495 NEXT study do you
have concerns about?
Until Maryland widens the bridge and the beltway, I'm concerned we are just moving the
bottleneck to the edge of the bridge. I hope there can truly be a dedicated lane for thru
traffic. Residents who need to get to their kids' schools on the other (east) side of the Beltway
get stuck with Maryland commuters who are trying to get to the front of the line to access
495.
Do you have any additional comments or suggestions regarding the information provided at
the May 20, 2019 Public Information Meeting?
Add on and off ramps to the new bridge at Old Dominion to spread out the load on
Georgetown Pike. The concepts of the "2045 Build / No Build" were weak and based on
multiple potential assumptions Mr Lerner used in his presentation that confused the
attendees. For example, part of the NO BUILD scenario includes the assumption that
Maryland will expand the Legion Bridge and build its additional lanes. This is not a solid base
for the NO BUILD option because those plans are still far from concrete.
Additional comments, suggestions, or questions you have about the I-495 NEXT study.
The VDOT proposal to close off access to the Beltway during evening rush hours should be
put in place on at least a trial basis. It should be relatively easy to put in place, and it would
alleviate the problems for those who live outside the Beltway to access Langley HS, Cooper,
Potomac School and other schools in McLean and Arlington during the afternoon. While I
hope that the VDOT and MDOT coordinate, ultimately as resident of Virginia I would like to
see more aggressive advocacy from VDOT on our behalf. Put the politics aside and do what's
right for VA residents in the area. We are taxpayers and voters and our voice matters.
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What features of the preliminary concept plans and options of the I-495 NEXT study do you
like?The special new connection to GWParkway. The extra lanes. I like that the approaches to
the interchange will be widened and that there will be a dedicated through lane for
eastbound traffic on Georgetown Pike over the Beltway. I like that there will not be an HOV-3
exit at our Georgetown Pike exit.What features of the preliminary concept plans and options
of the I-495 NEXT study do you have concerns about?Until Maryland widens the bridge and
the beltway, I'm concerned we are just moving the bottleneck to the edge of the bridge. I
hope there can truly be a dedicated lane for thru traffic. Residents who need to get to their
kids' schools on the other (east) side of the Beltway get stuck with Maryland commuters who
are trying to get to the front of the line to access 495.Do you have any additional comments
or suggestions regarding the information provided at the May 20, 2019 Public Information
Meeting? Add on and off ramps to the new bridge at Old Dominion to spread out the load on
Georgetown Pike. The concepts of the "2045 Build / No Build" were weak and based on
multiple potential assumptions Mr Lerner used in his presentation that confused the
attendees. For example, part of the NO BUILD scenario includes the assumption that
Maryland will expand the Legion Bridge and build its additional lanes. This is not a solid base
for the NO BUILD option because those plans are still far from concrete.Additional comments,
suggestions, or questions you have about the I-495 NEXT study. Redesign the intersection at
Georgetown Pike, Balls Hill Road and the Beltway. Traffic flow from Georgetown Pike in both
directions confronts and blocks traffic from Balls Hill road. A better pattern of lanes to join
beltway traffic towards the river would smooth out and speed up flow. Now, even when
traffic lights are green, these sources of cars block and delay traffic. Mornings for us residents
in this area are chaotic and dangerous for our kids and families. While I hope that the VDOT
and MDOT coordinate, ultimately as resident of Virginia I would like to see more aggressive
advocacy from VDOT on our behalf. Put the politics aside and do what's right for VA residents
in the area. We are taxpayers and voters and our voice matters.
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What features of the preliminary concept plans and options of the I-495 NEXT study do you
like?The special new connection to GWParkway. The extra lanes. I like that the approaches to
the interchange will be widened and that there will be a dedicated through lane for
eastbound traffic on Georgetown Pike over the Beltway. I like that there will not be an HOV-3
exit at our Georgetown Pike exit.What features of the preliminary concept plans and options
of the I-495 NEXT study do you have concerns about?Until Maryland widens the bridge and
the beltway, I'm concerned we are just moving the bottleneck to the edge of the bridge. I
hope there can truly be a dedicated lane for thru traffic. Residents who need to get to their
kids' schools on the other (east) side of the Beltway get stuck with Maryland commuters who
are trying to get to the front of the line to access 495.Do you have any additional comments
or suggestions regarding the information provided at the May 20, 2019 Public Information
Meeting? Add on and off ramps to the new bridge at Old Dominion to spread out the load on
Georgetown Pike. The concepts of the "2045 Build / No Build" were weak and based on
multiple potential assumptions Mr Lerner used in his presentation that confused the
attendees. For example, part of the NO BUILD scenario includes the assumption that
Maryland will expand the Legion Bridge and build its additional lanes. This is not a solid base
for the NO BUILD option because those plans are still far from concrete.Additional comments,
suggestions, or questions you have about the I-495 NEXT study. Redesign the intersection at
Georgetown Pike, Balls Hill Road and the Beltway. Traffic flow from Georgetown Pike in both
directions confronts and blocks traffic from Balls Hill road. A better pattern of lanes to join
beltway traffic towards the river would smooth out and speed up flow. Now, even when
traffic lights are green, these sources of cars block and delay traffic. Mornings for us residents
in this area are chaotic and dangerous for our kids and families. While I hope that the VDOT
and MDOT coordinate, ultimately as resident of Virginia I would like to see more aggressive
advocacy from VDOT on our behalf. Put the politics aside and do what's right for VA residents
in the area. We are taxpayers and voters and our voice matters.
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What features of the preliminary concept plans and options of the I-495 NEXT study do you
like?The special new connection to GWParkway. The extra lanes. I like that the approaches to
the interchange will be widened and that there will be a dedicated through lane for
eastbound traffic on Georgetown Pike over the Beltway. I like that there will not be an HOV-3
exit at our Georgetown Pike exit.What features of the preliminary concept plans and options
of the I-495 NEXT study do you have concerns about?Until Maryland widens the bridge and
the beltway, I'm concerned we are just moving the bottleneck to the edge of the bridge. I
hope there can truly be a dedicated lane for thru traffic. Residents who need to get to their
kids' schools on the other (east) side of the Beltway get stuck with Maryland commuters who
are trying to get to the front of the line to access 495.Do you have any additional comments
or suggestions regarding the information provided at the May 20, 2019 Public Information
Meeting? Add on and off ramps to the new bridge at Old Dominion to spread out the load on
Georgetown Pike. The concepts of the "2045 Build / No Build" were weak and based on
multiple potential assumptions Mr Lerner used in his presentation that confused the
attendees. For example, part of the NO BUILD scenario includes the assumption that
Maryland will expand the Legion Bridge and build its additional lanes. This is not a solid base
for the NO BUILD option because those plans are still far from concrete.Additional comments,
suggestions, or questions you have about the I-495 NEXT study. Redesign the intersection at
Georgetown Pike, Balls Hill Road and the Beltway. Traffic flow from Georgetown Pike in both
directions confronts and blocks traffic from Balls Hill road. A better pattern of lanes to join
beltway traffic towards the river would smooth out and speed up flow. Now, even when
traffic lights are green, these sources of cars block and delay traffic. Mornings for us residents
in this area are chaotic and dangerous for our kids and families. While I hope that the VDOT
and MDOT coordinate, ultimately as resident of Virginia I would like to see more aggressive
advocacy from VDOT on our behalf. Put the politics aside and do what's right for VA residents
in the area. We are taxpayers and voters and our voice matters.
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What features of the preliminary concept plans and options of the I-495 NEXT study do you
like?The special new connection to GWParkway. The extra lanes. I like that the approaches to
the interchange will be widened and that there will be a dedicated through lane for
eastbound traffic on Georgetown Pike over the Beltway. I like that there will not be an HOV-3
exit at our Georgetown Pike exit.What features of the preliminary concept plans and options
of the I-495 NEXT study do you have concerns about?Until Maryland widens the bridge and
the beltway, I'm concerned we are just moving the bottleneck to the edge of the bridge. I
hope there can truly be a dedicated lane for thru traffic. Residents who need to get to their
kids' schools on the other (east) side of the Beltway get stuck with Maryland commuters who
are trying to get to the front of the line to access 495.Do you have any additional comments
or suggestions regarding the information provided at the May 20, 2019 Public Information
Meeting? Add on and off ramps to the new bridge at Old Dominion to spread out the load on
Georgetown Pike. The concepts of the "2045 Build / No Build" were weak and based on
multiple potential assumptions Mr Lerner used in his presentation that confused the
attendees. For example, part of the NO BUILD scenario includes the assumption that
Maryland will expand the Legion Bridge and build its additional lanes. This is not a solid base
for the NO BUILD option because those plans are still far from concrete.Additional comments,
suggestions, or questions you have about the I-495 NEXT study. Redesign the intersection at
Georgetown Pike, Balls Hill Road and the Beltway. Traffic flow from Georgetown Pike in both
directions confronts and blocks traffic from Balls Hill road. A better pattern of lanes to join
beltway traffic towards the river would smooth out and speed up flow. Now, even when
traffic lights are green, these sources of cars block and delay traffic. Mornings for us residents
in this area are chaotic and dangerous for our kids and families. While I hope that the VDOT
and MDOT coordinate, ultimately as resident of Virginia I would like to see more aggressive
advocacy from VDOT on our behalf. Put the politics aside and do what's right for VA residents
in the area. We are taxpayers and voters and our voice matters.
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What features of the preliminary concept plans and options of the I-495 NEXT study do you
like?
I like that the approaches to the interchange will be widened and that there will be a
dedicated through lane for eastbound traffic on Georgetown Pike over the Beltway. I like that
there will not be an Express Lanes entrance or exit at Georgetown Pike.
What features of the preliminary concept plans and options of the I-495 NEXT study do you
have concerns about?
As mentioned above, until Maryland widens the bridge and the beltway, I'm concerned we
are just moving the bottleneck to the edge of the bridge.
Do you have any additional comments or suggestions regarding the information provided at
the May 20, 2019 Public Information Meeting?
Add on and off ramps to the new bridge at Old Dominion to spread out the load on
Georgetown Pike.
Additional comments, suggestions, or questions you have about the I-495 NEXT study.
The single most important item now is that VDoT needs to lobby MDoT aggressively to get
MDoT to modify the decision last week to defer widening the American Legion Bridge until
the second phase of its project. Widening the bridge is crucial to any traffic relief in this area
and needs to once again be the priority matter in MDoT's project. Otherwise, VDoT's efforts
in its current proposal will have only very limited benefits. Redesign the intersection at
Georgetown Pike, Balls Hill Road and the Beltway. Traffic flow from Georgetown Pike in both
directions confronts and blocks traffic from Balls Hill road. A better pattern of lanes to join
beltway traffic towards the river would smooth out and speed up flow. Now, even when
traffic lights are green, these sources of cars block and delay traffic. Mornings for us residents
in this area are chaotic and dangerous for our kids and families. While I hope that the VDOT
and MDOT coordinate, ultimately as resident of Virginia I would like to see more aggressive
advocacy from VDOT on our behalf. Put the politics aside and do what's right for VA residents
in the area. We are taxpayers and voters and our voice matters.
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What features of the preliminary concept plans and options of the I-495 NEXT study do you
like?The special new connection to GWParkway. The extra lanes. I like that the approaches to
the interchange will be widened and that there will be a dedicated through lane for
eastbound traffic on Georgetown Pike over the Beltway. I like that there will not be an HOV-3
exit at our Georgetown Pike exit.What features of the preliminary concept plans and options
of the I-495 NEXT study do you have concerns about?Until Maryland widens the bridge and
the beltway, I'm concerned we are just moving the bottleneck to the edge of the bridge. I
hope there can truly be a dedicated lane for thru traffic. Residents who need to get to their
kids' schools on the other (east) side of the Beltway get stuck with Maryland commuters who
are trying to get to the front of the line to access 495.Do you have any additional comments
or suggestions regarding the information provided at the May 20, 2019 Public Information
Meeting? Add on and off ramps to the new bridge at Old Dominion to spread out the load on
Georgetown Pike. The concepts of the "2045 Build / No Build" were weak and based on
multiple potential assumptions Mr Lerner used in his presentation that confused the
attendees. For example, part of the NO BUILD scenario includes the assumption that
Maryland will expand the Legion Bridge and build its additional lanes. This is not a solid base
for the NO BUILD option because those plans are still far from concrete.Additional comments,
suggestions, or questions you have about the I-495 NEXT study. Redesign the intersection at
Georgetown Pike, Balls Hill Road and the Beltway. Traffic flow from Georgetown Pike in both
directions confronts and blocks traffic from Balls Hill road. A better pattern of lanes to join
beltway traffic towards the river would smooth out and speed up flow. Now, even when
traffic lights are green, these sources of cars block and delay traffic. Mornings for us residents
in this area are chaotic and dangerous for our kids and families. While I hope that the VDOT
and MDOT coordinate, ultimately as resident of Virginia I would like to see more aggressive
advocacy from VDOT on our behalf. Put the politics aside and do what's right for VA residents
in the area. We are taxpayers and voters and our voice matters.
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What features of the preliminary concept plans and options of the I-495 NEXT study do you
like?The special new connection to GWParkway. The extra lanes. I like that the approaches to
the interchange will be widened and that there will be a dedicated through lane for
eastbound traffic on Georgetown Pike over the Beltway. I like that there will not be an HOV-3
exit at our Georgetown Pike exit.What features of the preliminary concept plans and options
of the I-495 NEXT study do you have concerns about?Until Maryland widens the bridge and
the beltway, I'm concerned we are just moving the bottleneck to the edge of the bridge. I
hope there can truly be a dedicated lane for thru traffic. Residents who need to get to their
kids' schools on the other (east) side of the Beltway get stuck with Maryland commuters who
are trying to get to the front of the line to access 495.Do you have any additional comments
or suggestions regarding the information provided at the May 20, 2019 Public Information
Meeting? Add on and off ramps to the new bridge at Old Dominion to spread out the load on
Georgetown Pike. The concepts of the "2045 Build / No Build" were weak and based on
multiple potential assumptions Mr Lerner used in his presentation that confused the
attendees. For example, part of the NO BUILD scenario includes the assumption that
Maryland will expand the Legion Bridge and build its additional lanes. This is not a solid base
for the NO BUILD option because those plans are still far from concrete.Additional comments,
suggestions, or questions you have about the I-495 NEXT study. Redesign the intersection at
Georgetown Pike, Balls Hill Road and the Beltway. Traffic flow from Georgetown Pike in both
directions confronts and blocks traffic from Balls Hill road. A better pattern of lanes to join
beltway traffic towards the river would smooth out and speed up flow. Now, even when
traffic lights are green, these sources of cars block and delay traffic. Mornings for us residents
in this area are chaotic and dangerous for our kids and families. While I hope that the VDOT
and MDOT coordinate, ultimately as resident of Virginia I would like to see more aggressive
advocacy from VDOT on our behalf. Put the politics aside and do what's right for VA residents
in the area. We are taxpayers and voters and our voice matters.

190610.22 6/10/2019

Individual

Email

495 NEXT Public Information Meeting #2 (May 20, 2019)
Meeting and Comment Summary Report

What features of the preliminary concept plans and options of the I-495 NEXT study do you
like?The special new connection to GWParkway. The extra lanes. I like that the approaches to
the interchange will be widened and that there will be a dedicated through lane for
eastbound traffic on Georgetown Pike over the Beltway. I like that there will not be an HOV-3
exit at our Georgetown Pike exit.What features of the preliminary concept plans and options
of the I-495 NEXT study do you have concerns about?Until Maryland widens the bridge and
the beltway, I'm concerned we are just moving the bottleneck to the edge of the bridge. I
hope there can truly be a dedicated lane for thru traffic. Residents who need to get to their
kids' schools on the other (east) side of the Beltway get stuck with Maryland commuters who
are trying to get to the front of the line to access 495.Do you have any additional comments
or suggestions regarding the information provided at the May 20, 2019 Public Information
Meeting? Add on and off ramps to the new bridge at Old Dominion to spread out the load on
Georgetown Pike. The concepts of the "2045 Build / No Build" were weak and based on
multiple potential assumptions Mr Lerner used in his presentation that confused the
attendees. For example, part of the NO BUILD scenario includes the assumption that
Maryland will expand the Legion Bridge and build its additional lanes. This is not a solid base
for the NO BUILD option because those plans are still far from concrete.Additional comments,
suggestions, or questions you have about the I-495 NEXT study. Redesign the intersection at
Georgetown Pike, Balls Hill Road and the Beltway. Traffic flow from Georgetown Pike in both
directions confronts and blocks traffic from Balls Hill road. A better pattern of lanes to join
beltway traffic towards the river would smooth out and speed up flow. Now, even when
traffic lights are green, these sources of cars block and delay traffic. Mornings for us residents
in this area are chaotic and dangerous for our kids and families. While I hope that the VDOT
and MDOT coordinate, ultimately as resident of Virginia I would like to see more aggressive
advocacy from VDOT on our behalf. Put the politics aside and do what's right for VA residents
in the area. We are taxpayers and voters and our voice matters.
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What features of the preliminary concept plans and options of the I-495 NEXT study do you
like?The special new connection to GWParkway. The extra lanes. I like that the approaches to
the interchange will be widened and that there will be a dedicated through lane for
eastbound traffic on Georgetown Pike over the Beltway. I like that there will not be an HOV-3
exit at our Georgetown Pike exit.What features of the preliminary concept plans and options
of the I-495 NEXT study do you have concerns about?Until Maryland widens the bridge and
the beltway, I'm concerned we are just moving the bottleneck to the edge of the bridge. I
hope there can truly be a dedicated lane for thru traffic. Residents who need to get to their
kids' schools on the other (east) side of the Beltway get stuck with Maryland commuters who
are trying to get to the front of the line to access 495.Do you have any additional comments
or suggestions regarding the information provided at the May 20, 2019 Public Information
Meeting? Add on and off ramps to the new bridge at Old Dominion to spread out the load on
Georgetown Pike. The concepts of the "2045 Build / No Build" were weak and based on
multiple potential assumptions Mr Lerner used in his presentation that confused the
attendees. For example, part of the NO BUILD scenario includes the assumption that
Maryland will expand the Legion Bridge and build its additional lanes. This is not a solid base
for the NO BUILD option because those plans are still far from concrete.Additional comments,
suggestions, or questions you have about the I-495 NEXT study. Redesign the intersection at
Georgetown Pike, Balls Hill Road and the Beltway. Traffic flow from Georgetown Pike in both
directions confronts and blocks traffic from Balls Hill road. A better pattern of lanes to join
beltway traffic towards the river would smooth out and speed up flow. Now, even when
traffic lights are green, these sources of cars block and delay traffic. Mornings for us residents
in this area are chaotic and dangerous for our kids and families. While I hope that the VDOT
and MDOT coordinate, ultimately as resident of Virginia I would like to see more aggressive
advocacy from VDOT on our behalf. Put the politics aside and do what's right for VA residents
in the area. We are taxpayers and voters and our voice matters.
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What features of the preliminary concept plans and options of the I-495 NEXT study do you
like?
What features of the preliminary concept plans and options of the I-495 NEXT study do you
have concerns about?
My family lives in the McLean Hamlet and our house backs up to the Dulles Toll Road. Over
the years the noise from the increased traffic has increased tremendously. The sound barrier
is too short. We request that as part of the plans and options that the noise barrier wall be
significantly improved and increased in height.
Do you have any additional comments or suggestions regarding the information provided at
the May 20, 2019 Public Information Meeting?
Additional comments, suggestions, or questions you have about the I-495 NEXT study.
Significant improvements need to be made to safely link bike trails to the Tyson's area. As
part of this I-495 NEXT study, there should be an increased focus on improved pedestrian and
bicycle paths. For example, improvements should be made to Rt. 123 to link the bike path to
Chain Bridge and the extensive trails on the MD and DC side of the Potomac River. Today it is
unsafe to bike on Rt. 123 to the Chain Bridge.
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What features of the preliminary concept plans and options of the I-495 NEXT study do you
like?The special new connection to GWParkway. The extra lanes. I like that the approaches to
the interchange will be widened and that there will be a dedicated through lane for
eastbound traffic on Georgetown Pike over the Beltway. I like that there will not be an HOV-3
exit at our Georgetown Pike exit.What features of the preliminary concept plans and options
of the I-495 NEXT study do you have concerns about?The special new connection to
GWParkway. The extra lanes. I like that the approaches to the interchange will be widened
and that there will be a dedicated through lane for eastbound traffic on Georgetown Pike
over the Beltway. I like that there will not be an HOV-3 exit at our Georgetown Pike exit.Do
you have any additional comments or suggestions regarding the information provided at the
May 20, 2019 Public Information Meeting? Until Maryland widens the bridge and the
beltway, I'm concerned we are just moving the bottleneck to the edge of the bridge. I hope
there can truly be a dedicated lane for thru traffic. Residents who need to get to their kids'
schools on the other (east) side of the Beltway get stuck with Maryland commuters who are
trying to get to the front of the line to access 495.Additional comments, suggestions, or
questions you have about the I-495 NEXT study. Redesign the intersection at Georgetown
Pike, Balls Hill Road and the Beltway. Traffic flow from Georgetown Pike in both directions
confronts and blocks traffic from Balls Hill road. A better pattern of lanes to join beltway
traffic towards the river would smooth out and speed up flow. Now, even when traffic lights
are green, these sources of cars block and delay traffic. Mornings for us residents in this area
are chaotic and dangerous for our kids and families. While I hope that the VDOT and MDOT
coordinate, ultimately as resident of Virginia I would like to see more aggressive advocacy
from VDOT on our behalf. Put the politics aside and do what's right for VA residents in the
area. We are taxpayers and voters and our voice matters.
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What features of the preliminary concept plans and options of the I-495 NEXT study do you
like?The special new connection to GWParkway. The extra lanes. I like that the approaches to
the interchange will be widened and that there will be a dedicated through lane for
eastbound traffic on Georgetown Pike over the Beltway. I like that there will not be an HOV-3
exit at our Georgetown Pike exit.What features of the preliminary concept plans and options
of the I-495 NEXT study do you have concerns about?Until Maryland widens the bridge and
the beltway, I'm concerned we are just moving the bottleneck to the edge of the bridge. I
hope there can truly be a dedicated lane for thru traffic. Residents who need to get to their
kids' schools on the other (east) side of the Beltway get stuck with Maryland commuters who
are trying to get to the front of the line to access 495.Do you have any additional comments
or suggestions regarding the information provided at the May 20, 2019 Public Information
Meeting? Add on and off ramps to the new bridge at Old Dominion to spread out the load on
Georgetown Pike. The concepts of the "2045 Build / No Build" were weak and based on
multiple potential assumptions Mr Lerner used in his presentation that confused the
attendees. For example, part of the NO BUILD scenario includes the assumption that
Maryland will expand the Legion Bridge and build its additional lanes. This is not a solid base
for the NO BUILD option because those plans are still far from concrete.Additional comments,
suggestions, or questions you have about the I-495 NEXT study. Redesign the intersection at
Georgetown Pike, Balls Hill Road and the Beltway. Traffic flow from Georgetown Pike in both
directions confronts and blocks traffic from Balls Hill road. A better pattern of lanes to join
beltway traffic towards the river would smooth out and speed up flow. Now, even when
traffic lights are green, these sources of cars block and delay traffic. Mornings for us residents
in this area are chaotic and dangerous for our kids and families. While I hope that the VDOT
and MDOT coordinate, ultimately as resident of Virginia I would like to see more aggressive
advocacy from VDOT on our behalf. Put the politics aside and do what's right for VA residents
in the area. We are taxpayers and voters and our voice matters.
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What features of the preliminary concept plans and options of the I-495 NEXT study do you
like?The special new connection to GWParkway. The extra lanes. I like that the approaches to
the interchange will be widened and that there will be a dedicated through lane for
eastbound traffic on Georgetown Pike over the Beltway. I like that there will not be an HOV-3
exit at our Georgetown Pike exit.What features of the preliminary concept plans and options
of the I-495 NEXT study do you have concerns about?Until Maryland widens the bridge and
the beltway, I'm concerned we are just moving the bottleneck to the edge of the bridge. I
hope there can truly be a dedicated lane for thru traffic. Residents who need to get to their
kids' schools on the other (east) side of the Beltway get stuck with Maryland commuters who
are trying to get to the front of the line to access 495.Do you have any additional comments
or suggestions regarding the information provided at the May 20, 2019 Public Information
Meeting? Add on and off ramps to the new bridge at Old Dominion to spread out the load on
Georgetown Pike. The concepts of the "2045 Build / No Build" were weak and based on
multiple potential assumptions Mr Lerner used in his presentation that confused the
attendees. For example, part of the NO BUILD scenario includes the assumption that
Maryland will expand the Legion Bridge and build its additional lanes. This is not a solid base
for the NO BUILD option because those plans are still far from concrete.Additional comments,
suggestions, or questions you have about the I-495 NEXT study. Redesign the intersection at
Georgetown Pike, Balls Hill Road and the Beltway. Traffic flow from Georgetown Pike in both
directions confronts and blocks traffic from Balls Hill road. A better pattern of lanes to join
beltway traffic towards the river would smooth out and speed up flow. Now, even when
traffic lights are green, these sources of cars block and delay traffic. Mornings for us residents
in this area are chaotic and dangerous for our kids and families. While I hope that the VDOT
and MDOT coordinate, ultimately as resident of Virginia I would like to see more aggressive
advocacy from VDOT on our behalf. Put the politics aside and do what's right for VA residents
in the area. We are taxpayers and voters and our voice matters.

190610.16 6/10/2019

Individual

Email

190610.15 6/10/2019

Legal Counsel

Email

495 NEXT Public Information Meeting #2 (May 20, 2019)
Meeting and Comment Summary Report

As a long time resident of Mclean and local small business owner, I agree with Debra this
expansion is wrong especially since the bridge is the problem until it is widened it just doesn't
make sense and the lack of an environmental impact study is irresponsible! Dear VDOT,
Federal Highway Administration, and Elected Officials,Please register my OBJECTION to the
proposed expansion to 495 (495 Hot Lanes, 495 NEXT, I-495 Express Lanes Northern
Extension Study).No to building before Maryland widens the bridge No to phasing No to
taking public parks and historic lands Please register the following concerns/flaws with the
existing plan:Maryland has just voted to begin work on 270, postponing any work on MD 495
and the American Legion until some time in the undetermined future.2 additional HOT LANES
will funnel into the same American Legion Bridge; 2 additional lanes into the same bottleneck
does not solve the Virginia traffic jams, it adds to it. This moves the problem; it doesn’t solve
the problem. The solution is for the bridge to be widened, another crossing be added, or
mass transportation to be added. Proposed Flyover Ramps and tolls will connect the HOT
LANES to the George Washington Parkway. Parts of 3 parks, our historic byway and the rare
and pristine Scott’s Run will be taken. No Environmental Impact Study has been undertaken.
Numerous conflict of interest concerns exist. There have been no thorough, independent, or
transparent, reviews of environmental, noise, and traffic studies (assessments or
models).Our public land and infrastructure will be given to a private company in exchange for
citizens paying tolls on HOT Lanes. No general purpose lanes will be added, and HOT Lanes
are unaffordable to the average commuter on a daily basis.I implore you to take pause, work
with MDOT and FWHA and find a better solution that safeguards our future.
Good afternoon,
Attached please find a comment letter from the Southern Environmental Law Center on the I495 Express Lanes Northern Extension Study. We have also provided a copy of a comment
letter dated July 11, 2018 that we submitted on this project.
Please do not hesitate to contact me if you have any questions or would like to discuss any of
our comments further.
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What features of the preliminary concept plans and options of the I-495 NEXT study do you
like?
There is a need for a higher and more sound absorbing wall along I-495 from Lewinsville to
Balls Hill. Houses in this area are not selling and home owners are disturbed by the 14 lanes
of car traffic on 495.
What features of the preliminary concept plans and options of the I-495 NEXT study do you
have concerns about?
There is a need for a higher and more sound absorbing wall along I-495 from Lewinsville to
Balls Hill. Houses in this area are not selling and home owners are disturbed by the 14 lanes
of car traffic on 495.
Do you have any additional comments or suggestions regarding the information provided at
the May 20, 2019 Public Information Meeting?
There is a need for a higher and more sound absorbing wall along I-495 from Lewinsville to
Balls Hill. Houses in this area are not selling and home owners are disturbed by the 14 lanes
of car traffic on 495.
Additional comments, suggestions, or questions you have about the I-495 NEXT study.
There is a need for a higher and more sound absorbing wall along I-495 from Lewinsville to
Balls Hill. Houses in this area are not selling and home owners are disturbed by the 14 lanes
of car traffic on 495.
Hello, Question: Will this project simply take existing general purpose lanes and repurpose
them for express lanes, or, will the project actually build new lanes and add lanes to the
highway? In other words, will the project increase the number of lanes available between the
Toll road and the GW parkway as opposed to renaming the lanes?
COMMENT
Concerning Northern Virginia traffic ... - I'm now retired and no longer have to travel during
rush hour. That said, the American Legion bridge seems to back up during what seems would
be "light traffic" times of day. - I do not know how we can address traffic issues with
discussing a SECOND BRIDGE CROSSING!*? Approximately a year ago I needed to attend a
meeting at 7pm at Reagan National Airport. I left Great Falls, VA at 5:30pm (thinking that I
was driving into DC during the evening rush hour (how bad could traffic be?). I wasn't close to
getting there on time? Thanks for trying to give us some relief.

190610.11 6/10/2019

Individual

Email

495 NEXT Public Information Meeting #2 (May 20, 2019)
Meeting and Comment Summary Report

I agree with all the points addressed below. Until there is work on the American Legion bridge
or another way to cross the Potomac River all the hot lanes do is funnel more traffic to the
choke point.
Please do not pursue this course of action. Dear VDOT, Federal Highway Administration, and
Elected Officials,
Please register my OBJECTION to the proposed expansion to 495 (495 Hot Lanes, 495 NEXT, I495 Express Lanes Northern Extension Study).
No to building before Maryland widens the bridge
No to phasing
No to taking public parks and historic lands
Please register the following concerns/flaws with the existing plan:
Maryland has just voted to begin work on 270, postponing any work on MD 495 and the
American Legion until some time in the undetermined future.
2 additional HOT LANES will funnel into the same American Legion Bridge; 2 additional lanes
into the same bottleneck does not solve the Virginia traffic jams, it adds to it.
This moves the problem; it doesn’t solve the problem.
The solution is for the bridge to be widened, another crossing be added, or mass
transportation to be added.
Proposed Flyover Ramps and tolls will connect the HOT LANES to the George Washington
Parkway. Parts of 3 parks, our historic byway and the rare and pristine Scott’s Run will be
taken.
No Environmental Impact Study has been undertaken.
Numerous conflict of interest concerns exist. There have been no thorough, independent, or
transparent, reviews of environmental, noise, and traffic studies (assessments or models).
Our public land and infrastructure will be given to a private company in exchange for citizens
paying tolls on HOT Lanes.
No general purpose lanes will be added, and HOT Lanes are unaffordable to the average
commuter on a daily basis.
I implore you to take pause, work with MDOT and FWHA and find a better solution that
safeguards our future.
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â?oI-495 Express Lanes Northern Extension Studyâ? Dear VDOT, Federal Highway
Administration, and Elected Officials, Please register my OBJECTION to the proposed
expansion to 495 (495 Hot Lanes, 495 NEXT, I-495 Express Lanes Northern Extension Study).
No to building before Maryland widens the bridge No to fly over ramps connecting 495 to
GWP No to taking public parks and historic lands Please register the following concerns/flaws
with the existing plan: This project is premature and being rushed. With Maryland not
proceeding at the same pace, it seems incomprehensible that the project proposed by
Virginia will improve conditions if the Hot Lanes end at the American Legion Bridge. Two
additional lanes into the same bottleneck does not solve the Virginia traffic jams, it adds to it.
The community has serious concerns that there has not been full transparency in the
planning of the project. We are in the process of filing several Freedom of Information Act
requests to ensure that the public has complete information and an accurate record before
making decisions about whether to oppose or support the project. Until we see the relevant
records, we do not have confidence that proper environmental studies have been done to
assess the full impact of the project on environmentally sensitive areas. Proposed Flyover
Ramps and tolls will connect the HOT LANES to the George Washington Parkway. Parts of 3
parks, our historic byway and the rare and pristine Scottâ?Ts Run will be taken. A complete
assessment of the need for sound walls in the area has yet to be undertaken or shared with
the community. We believe sound walls are vital to minimizing possible sever impact on
certain neighborhoods impacted by the project. No general purpose lanes will be added, and
HOT Lanes are unaffordable to the average commuter on a daily basis. I respectfully request
that the project be suspended and the citizen dialog be extended so that the citizens of the
community can have full and complete transparency in evaluating the project and that other,
more environmentally sound and forward-thinking solutions can be considered.
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Dear VDOT:
I am a resident of Live Oak Dr., right behind the Balls Hill Road/Georgetown Pike disaster
intersection. I am writing to express concern about the planned expansion of hot lanes. The
495 entrance at that intersection, just before the American Legion Bridge, is my link to MD
and DC, pretty much the link to all I do, including getting to work at Georgetown University,
where my husband and I are professors. Like many of my neighbors, I am concerned that
increasing traffic to the VA side of the bridge can only make that choke point, already
calamitous, even worse. I know you have much to take into account besides we poor
residents of this immediate pocket of congestion, and may need to do things that make
things worse for us but better overall. By any measure, however, it seems unwise to move
ahead with this planned expansion before Maryland agrees to widen the bridge and expand
their side of the Beltway. Worsening this choke point, and the resultant gridlock at the Balls
Hill/Gtown Pike intersection, will not only make our lives, already worsened by this traffic
nightmare, even more miserable, but I fear it will endanger lives of those trapped in
ambulances or otherwise needing to get from VA to MD for emergency reasons.
I therefore join my concerned neighbors in pleading for VDOT to press pause on this plan.
Respectfully, and with thanks for all you to do improve transportation for us,
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Dear VDOT, Federal Highway Administration, and Elected Officials, Please register my
OBJECTION to the proposed expansion to 495 (495 Hot Lanes, 495 NEXT, I-495 Express Lanes
Northern Extension Study). No to building before Maryland widens the bridge No to phasing
No to taking public parks and historic lands Please register the following concerns/flaws with
the existing plan: Maryland has just voted to begin work on 270, postponing any work on MD
495 and the American Legion until some time in the undetermined future. 2 additional HOT
LANES will funnel into the same American Legion Bridge; 2 additional lanes into the same
bottleneck does not solve the Virginia traffic jams, it adds to it. This moves the problem; it
doesnâ?Tt solve the problem. What a waste of public and taxpayer funds. The solution is for
the bridge to be widened, another crossing be added, or mass transportation to be added.
We need more public transport. Proposed Flyover Ramps and tolls will connect the HOT
LANES to the George Washington Parkway. Parts of 3 parks, our historic byway and the rare
and pristine Scottâ?Ts Run will be taken. This parkland is deeply special to me having grown
up as a child loving the park and nature there throughout my life. No Environmental Impact
Study has been undertaken. Youâ?Tve got to be kidding me. Do an environmental impact
study. Numerous conflict of interest concerns exist. There have been no thorough,
independent, or transparent reviews of environmental, noise, and traffic studies
(assessments or models). Our public land and infrastructure will be given to a private
company in exchange for citizens paying tolls on HOT Lanes. No general purpose lanes will be
added, and HOT Lanes are unaffordable to the average commuter on a daily basis. This is an
environmentally and socially irresponsible use of public land to benefit a privately held
company and not the majority of residents or commuters of Virginia. As a tax paying citizen,
at the beginning of my adult life, I ask for protection and justice for me and my children to
come. Most of you people on this project will be long gone and me and my generation will be
left with this destruction. I implore you to take pause, work with MDOT and FWHA and find a
better solution that safeguards our future.
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Dear VDOT, Federal Highway Administration, and Elected Officials, Please register my
OBJECTION to the proposed expansion to 495 (495 Hot Lanes, 495 NEXT, I-495 Express Lanes
Northern Extension Study). No to building before Maryland widens the bridge No to phasing
No to taking public parks and historic lands Please register the following concerns/flaws with
the existing plan: Maryland has just voted to begin work on 270, postponing any work on MD
495 and the American Legion until some time in the undetermined future. 2 additional HOT
LANES will funnel into the same American Legion Bridge; 2 additional lanes into the same
bottleneck does not solve the Virginia traffic jams, it adds to it. This moves the problem; it
doesnâ?Tt solve the problem. What a waste of public and taxpayer funds. The solution is for
the bridge to be widened, another crossing be added, or mass transportation to be added.
We need more public transport. Proposed Flyover Ramps and tolls will connect the HOT
LANES to the George Washington Parkway. Parts of 3 parks, our historic byway and the rare
and pristine Scottâ?Ts Run will be taken. This parkland is deeply special to me having grown
up as a child loving the park and nature there throughout my life. No Environmental Impact
Study has been undertaken. Youâ?Tve got to be kidding me. Do an environmental impact
study. Numerous conflict of interest concerns exist. There have been no thorough,
independent, or transparent reviews of environmental, noise, and traffic studies
(assessments or models). Our public land and infrastructure will be given to a private
company in exchange for citizens paying tolls on HOT Lanes. No general purpose lanes will be
added, and HOT Lanes are unaffordable to the average commuter on a daily basis. This is an
environmentally and socially irresponsible use of public land to benefit a privately held
company and not the majority of residents or commuters of Virginia. As a tax paying citizen,
at the beginning of my adult life, I ask for protection and justice for me and my children to
come. Most of you people on this project will be long gone and me and my generation will be
left with this destruction. I implore you to take pause, work with MDOT and FWHA and find a
better solution that safeguards our future.
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â?oI-495 Express Lanes Northern Extension Studyâ? -- Comments Dear VDOT, Federal
Highway Administration, and Elected Officials, Please register my OBJECTION to the proposed
expansion to 495 (495 Hot Lanes, 495 NEXT, I-495 Express Lanes Northern Extension Study).
No to building before Maryland widens the bridge No to phasing No to taking public parks
and historic lands Please register the following concerns/flaws with the existing plan:
Maryland has just voted to begin work on 270, postponing any work on MD 495 and the
American Legion until some time in the undetermined future. 2 additional HOT LANES will
funnel into the same American Legion Bridge; 2 additional lanes into the same bottleneck
does not solve the Virginia traffic jams, it adds to it. This moves the problem; it doesnâ?Tt
solve the problem. The solution is for the bridge to be widened, another crossing be added,
or mass transportation to be added. Proposed Flyover Ramps and tolls will connect the HOT
LANES to the George Washington Parkway. Parts of 3 parks, our historic byway and the rare
and pristine Scottâ?Ts Run will be taken. No Environmental Impact Study has been
undertaken. Numerous conflict of interest concerns exist. There have been no thorough,
independent, or transparent, reviews of environmental, noise, and traffic studies
(assessments or models). Our public land and infrastructure will be given to a private
company in exchange for citizens paying tolls on HOT Lanes. No general purpose lanes will be
added, and HOT Lanes are unaffordable to the average commuter on a daily basis. I implore
you to take pause, work with MDOT and FWHA and find a better solution that safeguards our
future.
Can anything be done about the Maryland commuters clogging up our neighborhood streets?
I live in The Reserve off Georgetown Pike. One of the worst spots is Swinks Mill and
Georgetown Pike. The Marylanders cut over on Swinks Mill adding to the miles long line of
cars on Georgetown Pike traveling towards 495. Often the backup is before Swinks Mill
because drivers stop there to let in all the cars even though traffic is moving on the other side
and there is no light or stop sign. Ideally, only residents on Swinks Mill should be allowed to
access that road during rush hour. I can’t imagine living on that road and having to sit bumper
to bumper with Maryland license plates just to get out of your own neighborhood.
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Susan and Abi
I am forwarding a Petition signed by several property owners who live on Spencer Road in the
Saigon neighborhood. They are very concerned that the sound wall along I495 could be
moved closer to the front of their homes if the HOT Lanes are extended. I have walked their
back yards and I share their concerns. Given that the sound wall already “juts” toward their
properties, it does not appear that the wall in front of their properties would need to be
moved even if the Hot Lanes are extended. However, they and I want to make certain the
record reflects that we are strongly opposed to any additional encroachment toward or into
their properties. Thank you very much for considering our comments.
What features of the preliminary concept plans and options of the I-495 NEXT study do you
like?
I like extending the toll road to the American Legion bridge.
What features of the preliminary concept plans and options of the I-495 NEXT study do you
have concerns about?
Do you have any additional comments or suggestions regarding the information provided at
the May 20, 2019 Public Information Meeting?
Additional comments, suggestions, or questions you have about the I-495 NEXT study.
Dear VDOT, Federal Highway Administration, and Elected Officials,Please register my
OBJECTION to the proposed expansion to 495 (495 Hot Lanes, 495 NEXT, I-495 Express Lanes
Northern Extension Study).No to building before Maryland widens the bridge No to phasing
No to taking public parks and historic lands Please register the following concerns/flaws with
the existing plan:Maryland has just voted to begin work on 270, postponing any work on MD
495 and the American Legion until some time in the undetermined future.2 additional HOT
LANES will funnel into the same American Legion Bridge; 2 additional lanes into the same
bottleneck does not solve the Virginia traffic jams, it adds to it. This moves the problem; it
doesn’t solve the problem. The solution is for the bridge to be widened, another crossing be
added, or mass transportation to be added. Proposed Flyover Ramps and tolls will connect
the HOT LANES to the George Washington Parkway. Parts of 3 parks, our historic byway and
the rare and pristine Scott’s Run will be taken. No Environmental Impact Study has been
undertaken. Numerous conflict of interest concerns exist. There have been no thorough,
independent, or transparent, reviews of environmental, noise, and traffic studies
(assessments or models).Our public land and infrastructure will be given to a private
company in exchange for citizens paying tolls on HOT Lanes. No general purpose lanes will be
added, and HOT Lanes are unaffordable to the average commuter on a daily basis.I implore

you to take pause, work with MDOT and FWHA and find a better solution that safeguards our
future.
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Greetings, Abi.
This is a follow up to our phone call on Thursday the 6th, in which I conveyed to you the deep
concern which we and many of our neighbors in McLean’s Saigon neighborhood feel about
the proposed I-495 Express Lanes Northern Extension project. If you remember, three of us
(987, 989 and 1010 Spencer Road) have properties right along the sound wall, and any further
movement of the wall towards or even into our properties would have grave effects on our
quality of life and home resale values.
So we have prepared a petition (attached here, with attachments) signed by the six
households of Spencer Road (the Tenneys at 987, Bustanis at 989, Johnstons at 1010, Tivels at
985, Amblers at 983 and Chaisson/Shams at 1001) that are most affected by the planned
express lane extension and the potential move of the sound wall. Our petition is a request to
not move the existing sound wall any further, as it already juts in from the majority of the
wall’s line to within 10 feet of 987, 989 and 1010 properties. We understand that VDOT has
the power to request waivers from a number of highway requirements, as has been granted
for many locations along I-495 and I-66.
We very much look forward to hearing back from you.
Thank you,
Enclosures:
Petition
Attachments #1-5
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Dear VDOT, Federal Highway Administration, and Elected Officials,Please register my
OBJECTION to the proposed expansion to 495 (495 Hot Lanes, 495 NEXT, I-495 Express Lanes
Northern Extension Study).No to building before Maryland widens the bridge No to phasing
No to taking public parks and historic lands Please register the following concerns/flaws with
the existing plan:Maryland has just voted to begin work on 270, postponing any work on MD
495 and the American Legion until some time in the undetermined future.2 additional HOT
LANES will funnel into the same American Legion Bridge; 2 additional lanes into the same
bottleneck does not solve the Virginia traffic jams, it adds to it. This moves the problem; it
doesn’t solve the problem. The solution is for the bridge to be widened, another crossing be
added, or mass transportation to be added. Proposed Flyover Ramps and tolls will connect
the HOT LANES to the George Washington Parkway. Parts of 3 parks, our historic byway and
the rare and pristine Scott’s Run will be taken. No Environmental Impact Study has been
undertaken. Numerous conflict of interest concerns exist. There have been no thorough,
independent, or transparent, reviews of environmental, noise, and traffic studies
(assessments or models).Our public land and infrastructure will be given to a private
company in exchange for citizens paying tolls on HOT Lanes. No general purpose lanes will be
added, and HOT Lanes are unaffordable to the average commuter on a daily basis.I implore
you to take pause, work with MDOT and FWHA and find a better solution that safeguards our
future.
Dear Mr. Lerner,
Thank you and Susan Shaw for sharing information with the public at your meeting on May
20, 2019, at Cooper Middle School. As the Secretary for the Saigon Citizens’ Association, I am
submitting comments prior to the June 10, 2019 deadline to be included in the public
meeting summary.
Saigon is a neighborhood that abuts the outer loop of the Beltway from south of the
Georgetown Pike overpass to the Beltway bridge over Scotts’ Run. By and large, we do not
oppose the HOV lanes, but we want to mitigate their effect on our neighborhood. Several of
our properties will be affected by the planned expansion to accommodate the HOV lanes, but
two properties are already very close to the existing sound wall. This request asks that you
keep the sound wall intact from 987 Spencer Road to 1010 Spencer Road because the sound
wall already juts into our neighborhood along that section farther than it does in the
adjoining neighborhoods. We believe that VDOT can avoid engineering and safety problems
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posed by high tension electrical transmission lines and the Swinks Mill Substation and
accommodate this request with little difficulty.
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June 9, 2019 Dear Sirs: The Saigon Citizensâ?T Association requests a 15-foot waiver to a
portion of VDOTâ?Ts planned Limit of Disturbance (LOD) of the sound wall along the Outer
Loop of the Beltway from 987 Spencer Road to 1010 Spencer Road, located on either side of
the Swinks Mill Substation. The sound wall currently juts into Saigon at each end of the
substation. This waiver would simply extend the unchanged portion of the sound wall on
either side of the substation. A picture is worth a thousand words, so please see the sound
wall drawn on the attached map in red. Although we are concerned about all affected Saigon
properties, we are especially concerned about 987 and 989 Spencer Road, that are 25 yards
from the existing sound wall. Although we understand that current VDOT plans would not
take any private property, it would move the sound wall approximately 10-15 feet â?ointoâ?ť
the neighborhood. If VDOT moves the sound wall as indicated in the May 20, 2019 public
meeting, then the sound wall will be approximately 30 yards from the back of the two
houses. The Saigon Citizens Association believes that property values will decrease, and our
quality of life will suffer by moving the sound wall into our neighborhood. We believe that
VDOT will cut down trees and leave the houses staring at a blank concrete wall. It may also
increase the noise level, vibration, and degrade air and water quality. The sound wall will be
underneath the high-tension electrical transmission lines. The requested waiver would solve
engineering and safety problems because VDOT could maintain a safe distance from the
existing high-tension electrical transmission lines bordering the sound wall on the Outer Loop
of the Beltway. VDOT would alleviate the need to encroach on the Swinksâ?T Mill electrical
substation that is an alternate energy supplier to the CIA and other government agencies.
Secondly, the Saigon Citizens Association asks that VDOT not use Saigon neighborhood as a
storage area for their road building equipment. Saigon Road is an old country lane that has
steep hills, hairpin turns, no shoulders or sidewalks, one street light, and deep country
ditches. We have many young children and elderly people who walk or ride bicycles in the
middle of the road every day. We like it that way, but it is unsafe for large construction
vehicles. We do not want VDOT to rent space to park large vehicles overnight at the very end
of our neighborhood. Finally, Fairfax County has announced plans to pave an existing small
wood chip trail on the Saigon side of the sound wall and expand it to a ten-foot wide asphalt
trail. We are fine with the wood chip trail, but we oppose an asphalt trail because we believe
it will simply encourage burglars to use motorcycles or All-Terrain Vehicles (ATVs) to
burglarize our properties and make a quick getaway. We recognize the need to increase
traffic throughput on the Beltway and the American Legion Bridge, but we also wish to
protect our quality of life during and after construction. Saigon is a neighborhood of 66

homes located near the outer loop of the Beltway (I-495) due south of Beaufort Park and the
Georgetown Pike overpass. Saigon currently has three houses under construction and a
fourth house undergoing major renovation. The median property value in Saigon is more than
$1 million in value. We wish to maintain our property values, and Virginia needs the taxes we
provide.
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Dear VDOT, Federal Highway Administration, and Elected Officials,Please register my
OBJECTION to the proposed expansion to 495 (495 Hot Lanes, 495 NEXT, I-495 Express Lanes
Northern Extension Study). No to building before Maryland widens the bridge No to phasing
No to taking public parks and historic lands Please register the following concerns/flaws with
the existing plan:Maryland has just voted to begin work on 270, postponing any work on MD
495 and the American Legion until some time in the undetermined future.2 additional HOT
LANES will funnel into the same American Legion Bridge; 2 additional lanes into the same
bottleneck does not solve the Virginia traffic jams, it adds to it. This moves the problem; it
doesn’t solve the problem. The solution is for the bridge to be widened, another crossing be
added, or mass transportation to be added. Proposed Flyover Ramps and tolls will connect
the HOT LANES to the George Washington Parkway. Parts of 3 parks, our historic byway and
the rare and pristine Scott’s Run will be taken. No Environmental Impact Study has been
undertaken. Numerous conflict of interest concerns exist. There have been no thorough,
independent, or transparent, reviews of environmental, noise, and traffic studies
(assessments or models).Our public land and infrastructure will be given to a private
company in exchange for citizens paying tolls on HOT Lanes. No general purpose lanes will be
added, and HOT Lanes are unaffordable to the average commuter on a daily basis.I implore
you to take pause, work with MDOT and FWHA and find a better solution that safeguards our
future.
I Vote NO to PHASED HOTLanes.
I Vote NO to HOTLanes that Further Harm our 495 Drivers & 495 North Traffic Congestion,
Area Traffic Congestion, McLean Traffic Congestion, Neighborhood Traffic Congestion,
Infrastructure, Parklands & Historic Parklands, Homes, Property Values, Tax Base, Pollution
Levels, and the Health & Wellbeing of our Area Families and Children.
Your traffic decisions have ruined an entire community.
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Dear VDOT, Federal Highway Administration, and Elected Officials,Please register my
OBJECTION to the proposed expansion to 495 (495 Hot Lanes, 495 NEXT, I-495 Express Lanes
Northern Extension Study).No to building before Maryland widens the bridge No to phasing
No to taking public parks and historic lands Please register the following concerns/flaws with
the existing plan:Maryland has just voted to begin work on 270, postponing any work on MD
495 and the American Legion until some time in the undetermined future.2 additional HOT
LANES will funnel into the same American Legion Bridge; 2 additional lanes into the same
bottleneck does not solve the Virginia traffic jams, it adds to it. This moves the problem; it
doesn’t solve the problem. The solution is for the bridge to be widened, another crossing be
added, or mass transportation to be added. Proposed Flyover Ramps and tolls will connect
the HOT LANES to the George Washington Parkway. Parts of 3 parks, our historic byway and
the rare and pristine Scott’s Run will be taken. No Environmental Impact Study has been
undertaken. Numerous conflict of interest concerns exist. There have been no thorough,
independent, or transparent, reviews of environmental, noise, and traffic studies
(assessments or models).Our public land and infrastructure will be given to a private
company in exchange for citizens paying tolls on HOT Lanes. No general purpose lanes will be
added, and HOT Lanes are unaffordable to the average commuter on a daily basis.I implore
you to take pause, work with MDOT and FWHA and find a better solution that safeguards our
future
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Dear VDOT, Federal Highway Administration, and Elected Officials,
Please register my OBJECTION to the proposed expansion to 495 (495 Hot Lanes, 495 NEXT, I495 Express Lanes Northern Extension Study).
No to building before Maryland widens the bridge
No to fly over ramps connecting 495 to GWP
No to taking public parks and historic lands
Please register the following concerns/flaws with the existing plan:
This project is premature and being rushed. With Maryland not proceeding at the same
pace, it seems incomprehensible that the project proposed by Virginia will improve
conditions if the Hot Lanes end at the American Legion Bridge. Two additional lanes into the
same bottleneck does not solve the Virginia traffic jams, it adds to it.
The community has serious concerns that there has not been full transparency in the
planning of the project. We are in the process of filing several Freedom of Information Act
requests to ensure that the public has complete information and an accurate record before
making decisions about whether to oppose or support the project.
Until we see the relevant records, we do not have confidence that proper environmental
studies have been done to assess the full impact of the project on environmentally sensitive
areas. Proposed Flyover Ramps and tolls will connect the HOT LANES to the George
Washington Parkway. Parts of 3 parks, our historic byway and the rare and pristine Scott’s
Run will be taken.
A complete assessment of the need for sound walls in the area has yet to be undertaken or
shared with the community. We believe sound walls are vital to minimizing possible sever
impact on certain neighborhoods impacted by the project.
No general purpose lanes will be added, and HOT Lanes are unaffordable to the average
commuter on a daily basis.
I respectfully request that the project be suspended and the comment period be extended so
that the citizens of the community can have full and complete transparency in evaluating the
project and that other, more environmentally sound and forward-thinking solutions can be
considered.
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I am submitting the following emails to VDOT to be entered into their COMMENT SECTION for
Proposed PHASED HOTLanes ( 1-495 Express Lanes Northern Extension Study). Hopefully,
these Commnets will soon appear Online at VDOT Project Site for Public and Officials’
Review.Abi Lerner wrote to me about an Extension Comment Deadline to June 18th .An email
blast was to be sent Friday.I received Nothing. I must be on every VDOT and Officials’s List .
Yet, I received No Email Date Extension Blast. No Reports from Neighbors of Notice
Blast.Who received this Notice ?I Vote NO to PHASED HOTLanes.I Vote NO to HOTLanes that
Further Harm our 495 Drivers & 495 North Traffic Congestion, Area Traffic Congestion,
McLean Traffic Congestion, Neighborhood Traffic Congestion, Infrastructure, Parklands &
Historic Parklands, Homes, Property Values, Tax Base, Pollution Levels, and the Health &
Wellbeing of our Area Families and Children.Officials ,VDOT Comment Deadline for their May
20th VDOT PHASED HOTLANES Meeting is JUNE 10th, Monday !Residents are asking if there
have been Responses from any Officials to Requests I sent June 5th, especially the Request to
Extend the VDOT Comment Period.The answer is NO. Not yet.Is anyone contacting VDOT
with this Request on behalf of Residents ?Please let us all know what You are doing for Us
asap.Silence condones what VDOT is dictating for this rushed Project.Public Transparency and
Public Process & Representation is crucial.VDOT scheduled this Meeting during a most
difficult time for Taxpaying Residents and Officials. Many could not attend and did not
attend. There were Graduations, Weddings, Fundraisers, Meeting Conflicts, Travel Plans for
that Monday before Memorial Day Weekend.This is the only Community Meeting until VDOT
Fall Decision Meeting ! Many Taxpayers feel this is definitely a DONE DEAL because of the
way the entire Process has been restrictively handled by VDOT and some Officials.Residents
had to fight for a Public Q & A Session during May 20th Meeting !Susan Shaw agreed to Public
Q & A on Record during a MCA Transportation Meeting on May 14th.Susan stated it would be
like the June 11, 2018 Meeting with Q & A and a Mike….Comments and Questions welcomed
and recorded. Residents had to fight to get that 2018 Q & A also.However, May 20th was
not the same.The 1 hour Public Comment Period was reduced to 1/2 hour . 1/2 hour was
added to project presentation.Before the Meeting I spoke with Susan Shaw and told her I
would make a Comment as usual. She appeared fine with this.Susan Shaw announced at the
beginning of the Q & A that there would be NO Comments. Only One Question per Resident
!I said to Susan that I had missed that memo and would read my comment as intended.Susan
kept interrupting me and finally told me to STOP. My time “allowed” was much shorter than
most single Questions that followed.Some Residents did not adhere to this restrictive format.
The Questions were thoughtful and complex as is this Project. Susan Shaw extended Q & A

time.Representative Wexton, Senator Favola , Delegate Murphy and Supervisor Foust sent
representatives to May 20th Meeting. Supervisor Foust arrived late and missed much of the
Questions and Responses.Residents, Stakeholders, unable to attend have no idea what is
going on with this PHASED Project or the insightful Questions asked and Comments made
during the Meeting May 20th.Officials have no idea what was Asked and the Responses from
Susan Shaw of VDOT.Officials would probably appreciate having the Questions and Answers
supplied for this complicated and illogical PHASED Project.Officials…Don’t you want to know
the Insightful Questions and Answers ? Don’t you care ?Why are the Recordings of the Q & A
not online for All to Hear & Review ?!Public Transparency and Process are
important.Officials…Please ask VDOT to put Recordings online for Public Transparency and
Public Process.Officials please ask VDOT to place Residents’ Comments online for Public
Transparency and Sharing of Ideas for the Democratic Process.Residents deserve more than a
VDOT “summary” of their entries after the fact….A summary that does not reflect the actual
facts.Officials, please reread my June 5th Email that follows.Officials please Respond to this
Email. Officials Please ACT !Thank You,
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Dear VDOT, Federal Highway Administration, and Elected Officials,Please register my
OBJECTION to the proposed expansion to 495 (495 Hot Lanes, 495 NEXT, I-495 Express Lanes
Northern Extension Study).No to building before Maryland widens the bridge No to phasing
No to taking public parks and historic lands Please register the following concerns/flaws with
the existing plan:Maryland has just voted to begin work on 270, postponing any work on MD
495 and the American Legion until some time in the undetermined future.2 additional HOT
LANES will funnel into the same American Legion Bridge; 2 additional lanes into the same
bottleneck does not solve the Virginia traffic jams, it adds to it. This moves the problem; it
doesn’t solve the problem. What a waste of public and taxpayer funds.The solution is for the
bridge to be widened, another crossing be added, or mass transportation to be added. We
need more public transport.Proposed Flyover Ramps and tolls will connect the HOT LANES to
the George Washington Parkway. Parts of 3 parks, our historic byway and the rare and
pristine Scott’s Run will be taken. This parkland is deeply special to me having grown up as a
child loving the park and nature there throughout my life.No Environmental Impact Study has
been undertaken. You’ve got to be kidding me. Do an environmental impact study.Numerous
conflict of interest concerns exist. There have been no thorough, independent, or
transparent reviews of environmental, noise, and traffic studies (assessments or models).Our
public land and infrastructure will be given to a private company in exchange for citizens
paying tolls on HOT Lanes. No general purpose lanes will be added, and HOT Lanes are
unaffordable to the average commuter on a daily basis.This is an environmentally and socially
irresponsible use of public land to benefit a privately held company and not the majority of
residents or commuters of Virginia. I implore you to take pause, work with MDOT and FWHA
and find a better solution that safeguards our future.
I am shocked and disappointed that you would consider rebuilding the Georgetown Pike
interchange bridge and still not address the congestion issues caused by the current HOT
lanes the shoulder expansion project. Currently VDOT has a â?oworking areaâ?ť on the SW
corner of the intersection. That could be relocated and a circular ramp could be built to
accommodate the eastbound traffic entering 495. This would help significantly with the flow
onto the beltway from the eastbound traffic. I am sure there are other solutions as well. I
strongly urge you to spend some time on this issue while you are considering rebuilding the
interchange. The American Legion Bridge is one of the biggest choke points in the US. Why
isnā?Tt the Federal Highway Administration working with Maryland and Virginia to develop a
comprehensive solution? The current HOT lanes get limited use because the access ramps are
limited, in most cases do not line up with normal beltway access ramps and HOV require a

special EZPass. Given this, wouldnâ?Tt it make more sense to add an addition lane to the
current beltway and make it HOV and then add 1 toll only lane with access ramps. This is how
most highways encourage carpooling and it allows everyone to use it and access it at any
point in their trip.
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In the presentation on May 20 you showed a chart on “Increased Person Throughput”. Do
you have this slide based on “Increased Vehicle Throughput”? It is very irregular to show
traffic measures in terms of people because you can easily manipulate the results by changing
the number of people in the vehicles. The only way to reduce the congestion is to reduce the
vehicles.
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Dear VDOT, Federal Highway Administration, and Elected Officials,Please register my
OBJECTION to the proposed expansion to 495 (495 Hot Lanes, 495 NEXT, I-495 Express Lanes
Northern Extension Study).No to building before Maryland widens the bridge No to phasing
No to taking public parks and historic lands Please register the following concerns/flaws with
the existing plan:Maryland has just voted to begin work on 270, postponing any work on MD
495 and the American Legion until some time in the undetermined future.2 additional HOT
LANES will funnel into the same American Legion Bridge; 2 additional lanes into the same
bottleneck does not solve the Virginia traffic jams, it adds to it. This moves the problem; it
doesn’t solve the problem. The solution is for the bridge to be widened, another crossing be
added, or mass transportation to be added. Proposed Flyover Ramps and tolls will connect
the HOT LANES to the George Washington Parkway. Parts of 3 parks, our historic byway and
the rare and pristine Scott’s Run will be taken. No Environmental Impact Study has been
undertaken. Numerous conflict of interest concerns exist. There have been no thorough,
independent, or transparent, reviews of environmental, noise, and traffic studies
(assessments or models).Our public land and infrastructure will be given to a private
company in exchange for citizens paying tolls on HOT Lanes. No general purpose lanes will be
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added, and HOT Lanes are unaffordable to the average commuter on a daily basis.I implore
you to take pause, work with MDOT and FWHA and find a better solution that safeguards our
future.
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VDOT states that the I-495 Northern Extension is an independent, stand-alone project that
VDOT would implement whether or not Maryland constructs HOT or express lanes/expanded
capacity (â?oexpanded capacityâ? ) on I-495 at the American Legion Bridge. At the May 20,
2019 public meeting, VDOT provided a limited comparison of traffic impacts in 2045 between
the Build Alternative (defined as implementation of the I-495 Northern Extension, with
Maryland having constructed expanded capacity on I-495 at the American Legion Bridge) and
the No-Build Alternative (defined as no implementation of the I-495 Northern Extension, with
Maryland having constructed expanded capacity on I-495 at the American Legion Bridge).
Since it is uncertain whether or when Maryland will construct expanded capacity on I-495 at
the American Legion Bridge, it is essential that VDOT provide the public with information on
the expected traffic impacts on the I-495 mainline, arterials, and secondary streets within the
study corridor, including impacts on cut-through traffic, both in 2025 and 2045, if (a) the I-495
Northern Extension has been built but Maryland has not constructed expanded capacity on I495 at the American Legion Bridge and (b) neither the I-495 Northern Extension nor
expanded capacity on I-495 at the American Legion Bridge have been built. In order to allow
the public an adequate time for review, the traffic impact analysis technical study that
includes these sensitivity analyses should be made available to the public at least 60 days in
advance of the NEPA public hearing on the I-495 Northern Extension currently anticipated for
Fall 2019.
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COMMENTS IN OPPOSITION TO PROPOSED EXTENSION OF I-495 EXPRESS LANES, AND IN
SUPPORT OF IMMEDIATE MITIGATION OF TRAFFIC CRISIS ON GEORGETOWN
PIKESUMMARYThese comments are submitted in opposition to the proposed extension of
the northbound I-495 express lanes. Instead, VDOT should take immediate action to mitigate
the unacceptable and hazardous traffic conditions that currently exist on Georgetown Pike, as
a direct consequence of the prior expansion of I-495 and addition of the I-495 express lanes.
The proposed extension of the express lanes would only exacerbate the existing traffic
meltdown on I-495 and Georgetown Pike, imposing an additional and unacceptable burden
on Virginia citizens who live in the neighborhoods along Georgetown Pike, both east and west
of the beltway. BOTTLENECK CREATED BY PRIOR EXPRESS LANE CONSTRUCTIONThe illadvised expansion of I-495 and prior construction of the northbound 495 express lanes
created a bottleneck by dumping increased traffic volume into the northbound lanes of I-495,
near the Georgetown Pike intersection and the American Legion Bridge. The American Legion
Bridge and the I-495 traffic lanes on the Maryland side are utterly inadequate to handle the
increased traffic volume, creating enormous backups on northbound I-495 in Virginia and on
local connecting roads in Virginia, including Georgetown Pike. The proposed extension of the
495 express lanes would serve no useful purpose. To the contrary, the proposed extension
would exacerbate the problem by dumping even more traffic into the bottleneck. IMPACT
ON GEORGETOWN PIKEThe spillover effect on Georgetown Pike, and residents of the
neighborhoods along Georgetown Pike, has been devastating. On a daily basis, Georgetown
Pike becomes virtually impassable for hours, due largely to Maryland commuters, driving
Maryland cars with Maryland tags, who use Georgetown Pike as a cut-through to reach I-495.
Georgetown Pike is a winding, two lane road (one lane in each direction) that was the first
Virginia road designated as a scenic byway. It was never designed to handle this volume of
traffic. The daily backups on Georgetown Pike cut off ingress and egress to neighborhoods
both east and west of the beltway, many of which (especially north of Georgetown Pike) have
no access to other local roads. Moreover, the extended traffic backups on Georgetown Pike
create a public safety nightmare. Because Georgetown Pike is a windy, narrow road with no
shoulders in many places, emergency vehicles including police, fire, and ambulances are
blocked and delayed by traffic sitting bumper to bumper that literally has no place to move
over. THE PROPOSED EXTENSION OF THE I-495 EXPRESS LANES SHOULD BE REJECTED The
proposed extension of the 495 express lanes would exacerbate the already unbearable traffic
problems on Georgetown Pike, and should be rejected. There is no conceivable justification
for further burdening Virginia residents along Georgetown Pike. Moreover, there will be no

additional traffic capacity on the Maryland side for many years, if ever. Maryland has no
concrete plan for expanding traffic lanes on the American Legion Bridge or on the Maryland
portion of I-495, and no concrete plan for funding any such expansion. Thus, there would be
no benefit to the proposed extension, which would deliver even more traffic to the existing
bottleneck and add to the existing traffic crisis on Georgetown Pike. VDOT SHOULD TAKE
IMMEDIATE ACTION TO RELIEVE THE CURRENT TRAFFIC CRISIS ON GEORGETOWN PIKEVDOT
should move immediately to alleviate the traffic crisis on Georgetown Pike created by the I495 expansion and express lanes. First, VDOT should immediately close the ramp from
Georgetown Pike onto northbound I-495. Most of the current problem on Georgetown Pike
is created by Maryland commuters improperly using Georgetown Pike as a cut-through.
VDOT should prioritize the protection of local Virginia residents who live in the affected
neighborhoods along Georgetown Pike, and who have been unfairly burdened by traffic
overwhelming a local road that is simply inadequate to handle the increased traffic. It should
be emphasized that the neighborhoods in question were built long before the I-495 express
lanes, and many of the local residents have lived in these neighborhoods for decades. By
contrast, there are no equities favoring the cut-through commuters who have hijacked
Georgetown Pike, but have no local ties to the community. Closing the ramp from
Georgetown Pike onto northbound I-495 is the only solution that will provide near term relief
from the current traffic crisis on Georgetown Pike. In the longer run, there are other
measures that VDOT could consider to alleviate this crisis. For example, VDOT could consider
adding ramps from Old Dominion Drive (which parallels Georgetown Pike) to I-495, from the
existing bridge at the intersection of Old Dominion and I-495. VDOT also could consider
adding dedicated through lanes on Georgetown Pike so that local traffic moving through the
intersection with I-495 could avoid traffic backups at 495. To be effective, however, any such
through lane would have to begin well before the intersection of Georgetown Pike and I-495,
and would have to be accessible only to local traffic. Although VDOT may wish to consider
such longer term measures in the future, relief on Georgetown Pike is required now. The
only acceptable solution is to close the ramp from Georgetown Pike to northbound I-495
immediately, and reserve Georgetown Pike for local traffic.
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What features of the preliminary concept plans and options of the I-495 NEXT study do you
like?
I like the focus on many or the traffic issues.
What features of the preliminary concept plans and options of the I-495 NEXT study do you
have concerns about?
I am not sure there is enough focus on the Georgetown Pike Route 193 intersection with
Route 495 North and Route 495 South. I have submitted comments and suggestions below
that can be installed/ implemented right away. I think the express lane extension will help the
495 flow but will not address the local cut through problems in 22102 and 22101 at Route
193 East and West at Route 495. Since we have to be patient for some of the overall studies
to be complete
Do you have any additional comments or suggestions regarding the information provided at
the May 20, 2019 Public Information Meeting?
Additional comments, suggestions, or questions you have about the I-495 NEXT study.
Easy fixes that can be installed right away: 1) Install vertical lane dividers for through traffic
for the right lane going East on Route 193 past Route 495 entrance North. This will eliminate
the drivers who block the through traffic lane while they force a merge onto Route 495 North.
There is a tiny sign that violators ignore. 2) Install vertical lane dividers for through traffic for
the right lane going west on Route 193 past Route 495 entrance South. This will eliminate the
drivers who block the through traffic lane while they force their way through the intersection
to get onto Route 495 North and will reduce the illegal right turns from the through traffic
lane. 3) Close the left turn opening from Dead Run Drive cut through traffic onto Route 193
West. Almost all traffic using this cut though for both cars and trucks have Maryland plates.
Drivers travel at unsafe speeds and endanger local residents until they arrive at Route 193.
They then force a left turn to cut across Route 193 to get to Route 495 North while blocking
and interfering with through traffic flow and legitimate Route 495 entrance. Suggestions for
managing traffic flow: 1) Install a meaningful toll (example $10.00 at Route 7) entrance to
Georgetown Pike Route 193 East from 6:30 am to 8:30 am and 3:30 pm to 7:00 pm. Possibly
add other toll locations as drivers will attempt to bypass. This will cause drivers to reconsider
cutting through residential neighborhoods and stay on Route 7. Local residents and local
business should get an exemption. Use the proceeds to pay for Scottā?Ts Run parking and
safety improvements. 2) Design and install entrance ramps for Northbound and Southbound
traffic at Lewinsville Road and 495 North intersection. This is natural traffic flow and relief for
traffic from Route 7 and the Dulles Toll Road plus easier access for emergency vehicles. 3)

Design and install entrance ramps for Northbound and Southbound traffic at Old Dominion
Drive and Route 495 intersection. This additional access to Route 495 will reduce the
Georgetown Pike traffic volume at all times during the day.
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Dear Susan, I thought the presentation went well and you did a good job of controlling the
McLean crowd.I am in favor of the Northern Extensions and am glad that there will not be a
193 exit. One suggestion I have is that there should to be a ramp from the southbound
Beltway to the Dulles Access Road. Currently, it is very difficult to cross over the toll road to
get to the access road, especially if there is heavy traffic. Perhaps you could get the Airport
Authority to pay for it since they want to grow Dulles Airport usage.
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What features of the preliminary concept plans and options of the I-495 NEXT study do you
like?
I like having more 495 lanes. In principal I appreciate the extension of the express lanes. I like
keeping the express lane entrance/exit on the inside of the beltway and toward the river
wherever possible, with less disruption to feeder roads and property values. I like increasing
the lanes on the Georgetown Pike overpass. Build that one first!
What features of the preliminary concept plans and options of the I-495 NEXT study do you
have concerns about?
Do NOT limit access to the beltway at Georgetown Pike. I am deeply concerned about the
length of time (2045) of disruption. This is a profound issue for commuters, for public safety
and for property values in what are currently well-to-do and luxury neighborhoods. The
traffic flow on Georgetown Pike is disgraceful. It daily takes 20 minutes or more to drive from
Potomac River Road to and from 495, less than a mile! Construction will increase that
problem. Property values are already declining. There will be a mass exodus of homeowners
and it will be nearly impossible to sell our homes. Do NOT raise taxes in the communities that
will bear the burden of this massive construction project. I recommend waiting for Maryland
to be ready. They should be required to move expeditiously, 25 years of construction is totally
unacceptable.
Do you have any additional comments or suggestions regarding the information provided at
the May 20, 2019 Public Information Meeting?
In the strongest possible terms I urge you to look at the Georgetown Pike (outside the
beltway) traffic issues. There has been a recent influx of attention and tourism at Scottā?Ts
run which has created a major safety issue. People are parking their cars on Georgetown Pike
because the small parking areas are full and are then walking along the side of the road,
wearing bathing suits, carrying picnic baskets, with children and pets. It is a safety disaster
waiting to happen. I urge additional police presence at the intersection of Swinks Mill and
Georgetown Pike. I urge that Georgetown Pike be quickly made a no parking zone and that
signs be erected to that fact. I urge that cars that parked on Georgetown Pike should receive
a maximum fine parking ticket, and people found walking in the road should be stopped by
the police. I am deeply concerned that a young child will be injured, if not killed in the chaos
that has resulted from increased traffic, tourism and marketing of the Scottā?Ts Run park
area.
Additional comments, suggestions, or questions you have about the I-495 NEXT study
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What features of the preliminary concept plans and options of the I-495 NEXT study do you
like?The special new connection to GWParkway. The extra lanes. I like that the approaches to
the interchange will be widened and that there will be a dedicated through lane for
eastbound traffic on Georgetown Pike over the Beltway. I like that there will not be an HOV-3
exit at our Georgetown Pike exit.What features of the preliminary concept plans and options
of the I-495 NEXT study do you have concerns about?Until Maryland widens the bridge and
the beltway, I'm concerned we are just moving the bottleneck to the edge of the bridge. I
hope there can truly be a dedicated lane for thru traffic. Residents who need to get to their
kids' schools on the other (east) side of the Beltway get stuck with Maryland commuters who
are trying to get to the front of the line to access 495.Do you have any additional comments
or suggestions regarding the information provided at the May 20, 2019 Public Information
Meeting? The concepts of the "2045 Build / No Build" were weak and based on multiple
potential assumptions Mr Lerner used in his presentation that confused the attendees. For
example, part of the NO BUILD scenario includes the assumption that Maryland will expand
the Legion Bridge and build its additional lanes. This is not a solid base for the NO BUILD
option because those plans are still far from concrete. Add on and off ramps to the new
bridge at Old Dominion to spread out the load on Georgetown Pike.Additional comments,
suggestions, or questions you have about the I-495 NEXT study. Redesign the intersection at
Georgetown Pike, Balls Hill Road and the Beltway. Traffic flow from Georgetown Pike in both
directions confronts and blocks traffic from Balls Hill road. A better pattern of lanes to join
beltway traffic towards the river would smooth out and speed up flow. Now, even when
traffic lights are green, these sources of cars block and delay traffic. Mornings for us residents
in this area are chaotic and dangerous for our kids and families. While I hope that the VDOT
and MDOT coordinate, ultimately as resident of Virginia I would like to see more aggressive
advocacy from VDOT on our behalf. Put the politics aside and do what's right for VA residents
in the area. We are taxpayers and voters and our voice matters.
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What features of the preliminary concept plans and options of the I-495 NEXT study do you
like?I like that the approaches to the interchange will be widened and that there will be a
dedicated through lane for eastbound traffic on Georgetown Pike over the Beltway. The
special new connection to GWParkway. The extra lanes. I like that there will not be an HOV-3
exit at our Georgetown Pike exit.What features of the preliminary concept plans and options
of the I-495 NEXT study do you have concerns about?Until Maryland widens the bridge and
the beltway, I'm concerned we are just moving the bottleneck to the edge of the bridge. I
hope there can truly be a dedicated lane for thru traffic. Residents who need to get to their
kids' schools on the other (east) side of the Beltway get stuck with Maryland commuters who
are trying to get to the front of the line to access 495.Do you have any additional comments
or suggestions regarding the information provided at the May 20, 2019 Public Information
Meeting? Add on and off ramps to the new bridge at Old Dominion to spread out the load on
Georgetown Pike. The concepts of the "2045 Build / No Build" were weak and based on
multiple potential assumptions Mr Lerner used in his presentation that confused the
attendees. For example, part of the NO BUILD scenario includes the assumption that
Maryland will expand the Legion Bridge and build its additional lanes. This is not a solid base
for the NO BUILD option because those plans are still far from concrete.Additional comments,
suggestions, or questions you have about the I-495 NEXT study. Redesign the intersection at
Georgetown Pike, Balls Hill Road and the Beltway. Traffic flow from Georgetown Pike in both
directions confronts and blocks traffic from Balls Hill road. A better pattern of lanes to join
beltway traffic towards the river would smooth out and speed up flow. Now, even when
traffic lights are green, these sources of cars block and delay traffic. Mornings for us residents
in this area are chaotic and dangerous for our kids and families. While I hope that the VDOT
and MDOT coordinate, ultimately as resident of Virginia I would like to see more aggressive
advocacy from VDOT on our behalf. Put the politics aside and do what's right for VA residents
in the area. We are taxpayers and voters and our voice matters.
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What features of the preliminary concept plans and options of the I-495 NEXT study do you
like?The special new connection to GWParkway. The extra lanes. I like that the approaches to
the interchange will be widened and that there will be a dedicated through lane for
eastbound traffic on Georgetown Pike over the Beltway. I like that there will not be an HOV-3
exit at our Georgetown Pike exit.What features of the preliminary concept plans and options
of the I-495 NEXT study do you have concerns about?Until Maryland widens the bridge and
the beltway, I'm concerned we are just moving the bottleneck to the edge of the bridge. I
hope there can truly be a dedicated lane for thru traffic. Residents who need to get to their
kids' schools on the other (east) side of the Beltway get stuck with Maryland commuters who
are trying to get to the front of the line to access 495.Do you have any additional comments
or suggestions regarding the information provided at the May 20, 2019 Public Information
Meeting? Add on and off ramps to the new bridge at Old Dominion to spread out the load on
Georgetown Pike. The concepts of the "2045 Build / No Build" were weak and based on
multiple potential assumptions Mr Lerner used in his presentation that confused the
attendees. For example, part of the NO BUILD scenario includes the assumption that
Maryland will expand the Legion Bridge and build its additional lanes. This is not a solid base
for the NO BUILD option because those plans are still far from concrete.Additional comments,
suggestions, or questions you have about the I-495 NEXT study. Redesign the intersection at
Georgetown Pike, Balls Hill Road and the Beltway. Traffic flow from Georgetown Pike in both
directions confronts and blocks traffic from Balls Hill road. A better pattern of lanes to join
beltway traffic towards the river would smooth out and speed up flow. Now, even when
traffic lights are green, these sources of cars block and delay traffic. Mornings for us residents
in this area are chaotic and dangerous for our kids and families. While I hope that the VDOT
and MDOT coordinate, ultimately as resident of Virginia I would like to see more aggressive
advocacy from VDOT on our behalf. Put the politics aside and do what's right for VA residents
in the area. We are taxpayers and voters and our voice matters.
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What features of the preliminary concept plans and options of the I-495 NEXT study do you
like?I like that there will not be an HOV-3 exit at our Georgetown Pike exit. The special new
connection to GWParkway. The extra lanes. I like that the approaches to the interchange will
be widened. I like that there will be a dedicated through lane for eastbound traffic on
Georgetown Pike over the Beltway.What features of the preliminary concept plans and
options of the I-495 NEXT study do you have concerns about?I hope there can truly be a
dedicated lane for thru traffic. Residents who need to get to their kids' schools on the other
(east) side of the Beltway get stuck with Maryland commuters who are trying to get to the
front of the line to access 495. Until Maryland widens the bridge and the beltway, I'm
concerned we are just moving the bottleneck to the edge of the bridge.Do you have any
additional comments or suggestions regarding the information provided at the May 20, 2019
Public Information Meeting? The concepts of the "2045 Build / No Build" were weak and
based on multiple potential assumptions Mr Lerner used in his presentation that confused
the attendees. For example, part of the NO BUILD scenario includes the assumption that
Maryland will expand the Legion Bridge and build its additional lanes. This is not a solid base
for the NO BUILD option because those plans are still far from concrete. Add on and off
ramps to the new bridge at Old Dominion to spread out the load on Georgetown
Pike.Additional comments, suggestions, or questions you have about the I-495 NEXT study.
Redesign the intersection at Georgetown Pike, Balls Hill Road and the Beltway. Traffic flow
from Georgetown Pike in both directions confronts and blocks traffic from Balls Hill road. A
better pattern of lanes to join beltway traffic towards the river would smooth out and speed
up flow. Now, even when traffic lights are green, these sources of cars block and delay traffic.
Mornings for us residents in this area are chaotic and dangerous for our kids and families.
While I hope that the VDOT and MDOT coordinate, ultimately as resident of Virginia I would
like to see more aggressive advocacy from VDOT on our behalf. Put the politics aside and do
what's right for VA residents in the area. We are taxpayers and voters and our voice matters.
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What features of the preliminary concept plans and options of the I-495 NEXT study do you
like?The special new connection to GWParkway. The extra lanes. I like that the approaches to
the interchange will be widened and that there will be a dedicated through lane for
eastbound traffic on Georgetown Pike over the Beltway. I like that there will not be an HOV-3
exit at our Georgetown Pike exit.What features of the preliminary concept plans and options
of the I-495 NEXT study do you have concerns about?Until Maryland widens the bridge and
the beltway, I'm concerned we are just moving the bottleneck to the edge of the bridge. I
hope there can truly be a dedicated lane for thru traffic. Residents who need to get to their
kids' schools on the other (east) side of the Beltway get stuck with Maryland commuters who
are trying to get to the front of the line to access 495.Do you have any additional comments
or suggestions regarding the information provided at the May 20, 2019 Public Information
Meeting? Add on and off ramps to the new bridge at Old Dominion to spread out the load on
Georgetown Pike. The concepts of the "2045 Build / No Build" were weak and based on
multiple potential assumptions Mr Lerner used in his presentation that confused the
attendees. For example, part of the NO BUILD scenario includes the assumption that
Maryland will expand the Legion Bridge and build its additional lanes. This is not a solid base
for the NO BUILD option because those plans are still far from concrete.Additional comments,
suggestions, or questions you have about the I-495 NEXT study. Redesign the intersection at
Georgetown Pike, Balls Hill Road and the Beltway. Traffic flow from Georgetown Pike in both
directions confronts and blocks traffic from Balls Hill road. A better pattern of lanes to join
beltway traffic towards the river would smooth out and speed up flow. Now, even when
traffic lights are green, these sources of cars block and delay traffic. Mornings for us residents
in this area are chaotic and dangerous for our kids and families. While I hope that the VDOT
and MDOT coordinate, ultimately as resident of Virginia I would like to see more aggressive
advocacy from VDOT on our behalf. Put the politics aside and do what's right for VA residents
in the area. We are taxpayers and voters and our voice matters.

190608.05 6/8/2019

Individual

Email

495 NEXT Public Information Meeting #2 (May 20, 2019)
Meeting and Comment Summary Report

What features of the preliminary concept plans and options of the I-495 NEXT study do you
like?The extra lanes. The special new connection to GWParkway. I like that the approaches to
the interchange will be widened and that there will be a dedicated through lane for
eastbound traffic on Georgetown Pike over the Beltway. I like that there will not be an HOV-3
exit at our Georgetown Pike exit.What features of the preliminary concept plans and options
of the I-495 NEXT study do you have concerns about?I hope there can truly be a dedicated
lane for thru traffic. Until Maryland widens the bridge and the beltway, I'm concerned we are
just moving the bottleneck to the edge of the bridge. Residents who need to get to their kids'
schools on the other (east) side of the Beltway get stuck with Maryland commuters who are
trying to get to the front of the line to access 495.Do you have any additional comments or
suggestions regarding the information provided at the May 20, 2019 Public Information
Meeting? The concepts of the "2045 Build / No Build" were weak and based on multiple
potential assumptions Mr Lerner used in his presentation that confused the attendees. For
example, part of the NO BUILD scenario includes the assumption that Maryland will expand
the Legion Bridge and build its additional lanes. This is not a solid base for the NO BUILD
option because those plans are still far from concrete. Add on and off ramps to the new
bridge at Old Dominion to spread out the load on Georgetown Pike.Additional comments,
suggestions, or questions you have about the I-495 NEXT study. Redesign the intersection at
Georgetown Pike, Balls Hill Road and the Beltway. Traffic flow from Georgetown Pike in both
directions confronts and blocks traffic from Balls Hill road. A better pattern of lanes to join
beltway traffic towards the river would smooth out and speed up flow. Now, even when
traffic lights are green, these sources of cars block and delay traffic. Mornings for us residents
in this area are chaotic and dangerous for our kids and families. While I hope that the VDOT
and MDOT coordinate, ultimately as resident of Virginia I would like to see more aggressive
advocacy from VDOT on our behalf. Put the politics aside and do what's right for VA residents
in the area. We are taxpayers and voters and our voice matters.
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What features of the preliminary concept plans and options of the I-495 NEXT study do you
like?The special new connection to GWParkway. The extra lanes. I like that the approaches to
the interchange will be widened and that there will be a dedicated through lane for
eastbound traffic on Georgetown Pike over the Beltway. I like that there will not be an HOV-3
exit at our Georgetown Pike exit.What features of the preliminary concept plans and options
of the I-495 NEXT study do you have concerns about?Until Maryland widens the bridge and
the beltway, I'm concerned we are just moving the bottleneck to the edge of the bridge. I
hope there can truly be a dedicated lane for thru traffic. Residents who need to get to their
kids' schools on the other (east) side of the Beltway get stuck with Maryland commuters who
are trying to get to the front of the line to access 495.Do you have any additional comments
or suggestions regarding the information provided at the May 20, 2019 Public Information
Meeting? Add on and off ramps to the new bridge at Old Dominion to spread out the load on
Georgetown Pike. The concepts of the "2045 Build / No Build" were weak and based on
multiple potential assumptions Mr Lerner used in his presentation that confused the
attendees. For example, part of the NO BUILD scenario includes the assumption that
Maryland will expand the Legion Bridge and build its additional lanes. This is not a solid base
for the NO BUILD option because those plans are still far from concrete.Additional comments,
suggestions, or questions you have about the I-495 NEXT study. Redesign the intersection at
Georgetown Pike, Balls Hill Road and the Beltway. Traffic flow from Georgetown Pike in both
directions confronts and blocks traffic from Balls Hill road. A better pattern of lanes to join
beltway traffic towards the river would smooth out and speed up flow. Now, even when
traffic lights are green, these sources of cars block and delay traffic. Mornings for us residents
in this area are chaotic and dangerous for our kids and families. While I hope that the VDOT
and MDOT coordinate, ultimately as resident of Virginia I would like to see more aggressive
advocacy from VDOT on our behalf. Put the politics aside and do what's right for VA residents
in the area. We are taxpayers and voters and our voice matters.
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What features of the preliminary concept plans and options of the I-495 NEXT study do you
like?
absolutely none
What features of the preliminary concept plans and options of the I-495 NEXT study do you
have concerns about?
all of them
Do you have any additional comments or suggestions regarding the information provided at
the May 20, 2019 Public Information Meeting?
please do not extend the hot lanes or widen the beltway in the Georgetown Pike vicinity this
will not ease the congestion over the legion bridge we do not want our surrounding
neighborhood impacted; we do not want Live Oak Drive or the sound walls next to it
impacted
Additional comments, suggestions, or questions you have about the I-495 NEXT study.
There is absolutely no need for this hot lane extension project. When the American Legion
Bridge gets widened, this will reduce the back up on the beltway. Nothing else will solve the
congestion issue.
In my view, VDOT proposed an excellent short-term fix to the Georgetown Pike problem a
year ago when they suggested closing access to the Northbound beltway during the evening
rush hours. This would take the Maryland commuters off of Georgetown Pike, and while it
would impact some Virginia residents who desire to go to Maryland during that period, it
would be a very limited number, and for them it would be no worse than it already is. For
those who need to access GW Parkway southbound during this period to go to DC, they
would continue to have the option of going south on 193 and accessing GW Parkway at 123.
This would be much faster than it is now without the current congestion on Georgetown Pike.
This would also permit those who have children at Langley HS and Cooper to get to those
schools for after-school events.I am tired of being trapped in my neighborhood during the
hours of 2-7 PM. Something must be done soon as our property values are going down and it
takes us 30 minutes plus to travel less than a mile to the beltway.Thank you
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I’m writing in the support of the shared use path, which if done correctly, might help local
residents of Balls Hill, Georgetown Pike, Old Dominion, and Lewinsville Road to get out their
neighborhoods during the severe rush hour congestion by using bicycles. It would be better if
there were a direct connection to Tysons by extending the path along I-495. At a minimum,
however, as the I-496 shared-use path is constructed, VDOT and FCDOT should add sufficient
bike and pedestrian facilities to allow uses to safely to Tysons and McLean. Specifically, the
project plan would be improved and better prepare the area for the future if it included the
following: Separated bike lanes, regular bike lanes or at least sharrows will need to be
retained or added to Tyco Road, Jones Branch Drive, and Spring Hill Road south of
International Drive. Access from Lewinsville Road along Spring Hill Road underneath the
Dulles Toll Road and into Tysons needs to be greatly improved. Currently, there is a narrow
and rough paved path and sidewalk from Lewinsville to the Toll Road and then up to the
intersection with Jones Branch Road that needs to be widened and improved. Traffic signals
in these areas need to be upgraded to account for pedestrians and cyclists. Adequate
wayfinding signage should be included in the project to get cyclists and pedestrians to and
from the Tysons area to the new I-495 shared use path. Adequate wayfinding signage should
be included to get riders and pedestrians from the I-495 shared use path along Lewinsville
Road to Tysons and then to Reston and Gallows Road. Finally, the intersection at
International Drive, Jones Branch Road, and Spring Hill Road is notorious for scoff law
motorists using improper turn lanes and blocking crosswalks, endangering cyclists and
pedestrians seeking to use paths and sidewalks in this area. VDOT and FCDOT should work
with the Fairfax County Police Department to conduct regular enforcement actions to
discourage improper behavior by motorists, pedestrians, and cyclists.
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I live in Potomac Overlook, which can only be accessed via Georgetown Pike. The traffic
situation going south on Georgetown PIke is intolerable during evening rush hours due to the
commuter traffic, which is 90+% from Maryland. Having had to take emergency ambulances
from our home to Fairfax Hospital on three different occasions, fortunately not in the past
eight years, I have to question how any emergency rescue squad could get to Fairfax Hospital,
or Arlington, Georgetown, GW, Alexandria, ect, in less than an hour, during evening rush
hours.The expansion of the Beltway may have merit, but it will do nothing at all to address
the immediate problem for those of us who must rely on Georgetown Pike to leave our
homes. The primary beneficiaries of the expansion would, as with the earlier expansion of
the beltway, be commuters from Maryland, and any long-term benefit would seem to
depend on Maryland moving forward with their proposed Beltway/270 improvements, which
are no where close to being approved. The Maryland side of the equation is in the early
stages of the approval process, faces enormous opposition from citizen and environmental
groups, and are at least 10 years from fruition assuming all approvals were in hand now.In my
view, VDOT proposed an excellent short-term fix to the Georgetown Pike problem a year ago
when they suggested closing access to the Northbound beltway during the evening rush
hours. This would take the Maryland commuters off of Georgetown Pike, and while it would
impact some Virginia residents who desire to go to Maryland during that period, it would be a
very limited number, and for them it would be no worse than it already is. For those who
need to access GW Parkway southbound during this period to go to DC, they would continue
to have the option of going south on 193 and accessing GW Parkway at 123. This would be
much faster than it is now without the current congestion on Georgetown Pike. This would
also permit those who have children at Langley HS and Cooper to get to those schools for
after-school events.The VDOT proposal also has the benefit of requiring modest
expenditures, could be implemented on a trial basis, with experimentation of different time
periods during evening rush hour so as to limit the effect when it is not needed. I know the
challenges of those who have children in private schools in Maryland, as we recently finished
14 years of making the trek for our children, and the issue is always getting there during
evening rush hour as the return home in the evening is never a problem.It is disturbing to see
that so much money has been invested in Fairfax County over the past 10 years on road
improvements which have mostly benefited residents of Maryland who commute to Virginia.
At the same the resulting bottleneck at American Legion Bridge has made living in
neighborhoods off of Georgetown Pike intolerable, and this has been reflected in the sharp
drop in property values in the area. The earlier VDOT proposal would have an adverse effect

on drivers who are almost entirely from Maryland, while providing critically needed relief for
residents of McLean and Great Falls.
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If Beltway expansion is to move ahead, the critical question is one of timing. The Beltway
traffic approaching the American Legion Bridge is already congested. The recent “shoulder”
extension of toll lanes has aggravated the problem for Virginians attempting to drive to
Maryland and northern parts of D.C. In response to that added congestion, I for one had to
stop driving to morning classes at Johns Hopkins and others may have also had to curtail
driving across the bridge.
At the time of the May 20, 2019 public hearing, VDOT’s assumption was that Maryland would
move ahead promptly to increase the capacity of the American Legion Bridge and connect it
to new toll lanes on th Maryland side. The split vote of Maryland’s Board of Public Works on
June 5, 2019, however, is inconsistent with the VDOT premise since work on the bridge and I495 will be delayed until I-270 toll lanes are built. The most optimistic scenario appears to be
a delay of at least two years in work on the bridge and Beltway.
Any Virginia traffic analysis should address both before and after Maryland construction.
Moreover, it is clear even now that any increase in Virginia traffic would only compound the
very severe congestion problem on the Beltway. That should not be allowed to happen.

190606.01 6/6/2019

Individual

Email

495 NEXT Public Information Meeting #2 (May 20, 2019)
Meeting and Comment Summary Report

If Virginia planning is to keep going, it will be necessary to establish a timing linkage the
Maryland progress. Certainly, no construction should be allowed until there is made a firm
and irrevocable commitment by Maryland to an opening date for its bridge and I-495
enlargements.
What features of the preliminary concept plans and options of the I-495 NEXT study do you
like?The special new connection to GWParkway. The extra lanes.What features of the
preliminary concept plans and options of the I-495 NEXT study do you have concerns
about?Until Maryland widens the bridge and itâ?Ts beltway, im concerned we are just
moving the bottleneck to the edge of the bridge.Do you have any additional comments or
suggestions regarding the information provided at the May 20, 2019 Public Information
Meeting? Add on and off ramps to the new bridge at Old Dominion to spread out the load on
Georgetown Pike.Additional comments, suggestions, or questions you have about the I-495
NEXT study. Redesign the intersection at Georgetown Pike, Balls Hill Road and the Beltway.
Traffic flow from Georgetown Pike in both directions confronts and blocks traffic from Balls
Hill road. A better pattern of lanes to join beltway traffic towards the river would smooth out
and speed up flow. Now. Even when traffic lights are green these sources of cars block and

delay traffic in a big way. Itâ?Ts not just volume. Itâ?Ts chaos, blocking the box and awkward
or illegal merges and joins.
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CITIZEN/COMMUNITY MEMBER COMMENTS ON VDOT I-495 EXPRESS LANES NORTHERN
EXTENSION STUDY
E-MAILED ON JUNE 5, 2019 PER JUNE 10, 2019 COMMENT DEADLINE
Cc to John W. Faust, Board of Supervisors, Dranesville District
(Dranesville@FairfaxCounty.gov)
As residents of McLean for 20 years, we have seen traffic build to intolerable levels. This
assessment is not limited to backups on Georgetown Pike and cut-through traffic on Holyrood
Drive, although that immediate area is of most concern to us.
Fairfax County mismanagement is in part to blame for getting priorities reversed: approving
Tyson’s Corner development first, and only then complaining that resulting traffic flow must
be solved. The same blame can be leveled against the expansion of Langley High School,
which now creates significant traffic congestion on Georgetown Pike during mornings and
afternoons. Many students must travel many miles to get to Langley HS; another HS built in
the Great Falls area would alleviate significant traffic congestion in addition to providing a
more reasonable commute for students. Current VDOT plans should not continue to
encourage these examples of mismanagement by Fairfax County.
We are opposed to moving forward on current VDOT proposals for traffic flow onto the
American Legion Bridge inner loop (--currently the “I-495 Express Lanes Northern Extension
Study”). Any plan should be coordinated with Maryland, both for moving traffic more
efficiently across the Bridge and for planning a much-needed new bridge upriver to alleviate
American Legion Bridge traffic. Nevertheless, if plans must move forward, we would ask that
the following considerations be incorporated into those plans before making them final:
--Any flyover from northbound GW Parkway traffic should incorporate a road surface that
silences tire noise. Current Beltway noise behind our residence on Holyrood at times is
generated more from the concrete surface on the Bridge than from the Beltway at
Georgetown Pike. Lowering preventable decibel levels, even if not required strictly by EPA
guidelines, should be a community-focused goal within VDOT’s general mission statement.
--Any improved exit from the GW Parkway should include incentive for CIA employees to take
the Parkway rather than opt for Georgetown Pike as their Beltway entrance. Perhaps a
discounted EasyPass for these Maryland commuters that is part of the agreement with
TransUrban would be in keeping with the Commonwealth’s goal of improving overall traffic
flow while having private enterprise foot the bill.
--An upfront commitment by VDOT to work with the community to solve cut-through traffic if
the new Northern Extension Project in fact does not sufficiently alleviate cut-through traffic.

A contingency trigger that would limit use of certain streets within certain hours to nonresidents (as is the case in DC and Maryland neighborhoods) seems to be a fair tradeoff for
moving forward with current VDOT plans and assurances.
--Replace the existing Georgetown Pike Bridge with a structure in keeping with the Pike’s
historical byway status. Chain link fencing, and concrete rather than stone construction,
would totally destroy the byway character of Georgetown Pike. Furthermore, a sidewalk and
bike-path that do not, and never will, join other sidewalks/paths would be an irresponsible
design. Certainly, we and a majority of our neighbors in the community who are impacted by
the VDOT project want the bridge as compact as possible since we have no intention of going
near the new Beltway on foot or bicycle with its increased noise and grit.
--Provide adequate time (at least six weeks) and notice before any Fall Public Hearing of all
matters that you propose to present at such Hearing, including final plans and NEPA
Environment Assessment. Another Public Information meeting also seems reasonable. We
and our neighbors did not receive adequate notice of the June 11, 2018 “Public Information
Meeting #1” that your team pointed to at the May 20, 2019 meeting (that they presumptively
labeled as “Meeting #2”).
Thank you for your consideration of our above-outlined concerns.
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Dear Sir/Madam,I attended the public meeting held on May 20th at Cooper School in
McLean, concerning the 495 express lane northern extension study. I provided (verbal) input
at that meeting, and would like to expand on those comments here. I have lived in the
neighborhood directly impacted by the proposed project since 1989, and understandably
care deeply about this community. I would like to convey that I OPPOSE this study and the
widening of the Beltway, for several reasons:The case for this widening was not adequately
made at the meeting (or on the project website). There is a wide body of research detailing
the impact of building new roads on traffic -- in fact, after an initial improvement, traffic
returns to the same levels as before, for several well-documented reasons. The impact on
parkland is disturbing. This will reduce the size of and integrity of Scott's Run, a very
important and treasured resource in this community and beyond. It will also do the same to
the National Historical Park on the east side of the bridge. Parkland is very scarce in our
crowded area and we can't afford to lose any of it.At the meeting it was made clear that this
study is separate from studies that may or may not be done in Maryland. How can Virginia go
ahead without working closely with Maryland on this issue? Is this not one road that
traverses two states?!At the 5/20 public meeting, I asked about the extent to which public
opinion would be taken in to account when making the decision on this project. I mentioned
the proposed study of closing the Georgetown Pike ramp on to 495 -- which I supported, but
since the majority did not the project was shelved. I was told that the beltway widening
project is different in that it is regional. This baffles me. The Georgetown Pike ramp closure
project was presented (at an earlier public forum) as a way to cut traffic in the neighborhood
but it was also explained in much more detail and with much more enthusiasm as a way to
ease congestion on 495 approaching the bridge (estimates in change in throughput to the
bridge, etc). So the response I received is unsatisfactory and a seems more than a bit
disingenuous.At the 5/20 meeting it was announced that a contractor has already been
selected for the project, and information was given on how they will proceed. This gives the
distinct impression that this project is going forward no matter public opinion.In short, as a
taxpayer and resident of this community I request that VDOT provides on its project website
information detailing: Details on the analytic case for this project. How was this project
selected as the best option? What research was conducted, what choices were considered?
Why does VDOT think that this project will alleviate traffic for more than just a couple of
years? How does VDOT refute the research indicating that more roads ultimately do not solve
the traffic problem?Why VDOT wants to go forward without entering in to a joint plan and
execution with Maryland DOT?How the loss of parkland and impact on the remaining

parkland will be mitigated. Will more parkland be purchased by VDOT to replace the parkland
lost to this project? The process and extent to which the public's input will be factored in to
the go-no go decision. An explanation of why a contractor was chosen and the details of that
contract. What happens to compensation for the contractor if a decision is reached to not do
the project? Thank you for your time. Please advise on when the answers to these questions
will be posted on the project website.
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Re meeting at Cooper School May 20, 2019 While I support hot lanes in the event the
American Legion Bridge is expanded, the current efforts seem to be without a sound basis. It
seems to many in the community that there is a rush to act without demonstrable benefit to
the region and certainly not to the immediate community. 1. At no time have any VDOT
representatives quantified the "utility" of constructing some or all of what is currently
proposed at this time. I have requested specific data from both Abi Lerner and Rob Prunty
only to be told that it would be provided later. It never has been. At the meeting I asked Rob
directly and he said he would look up the information and give it to me during the Q&A. I
searched for him but he was nowhere to be found. My personal belief is that a compelling
rationale cannot be demonstrated by the numbers. 2. Susan commented that this was a
regional issue and not local. I would argue that as a regional issue, there would be significant
disruption to Virginia traffic during this proposed 2020 start and then again in several years if
Maryland caught up and started work. This would lenghen the total disruption period from 23 years to 4-7 years for the entire region. Given a marginal, if any, benefit for the immediate
project, it just seems to be common sense to do it together if at all. 3. One of the major noise
issues to be addressed in any time frame is the ability of the police to monitor and control
traffic from Georgetown Pike to the Maryland side of the bridge. I am advised by the
Maryland State Police that with the exception of felonies on this stretch that Maryland State
Police are responsible. They further indicate, however, that because there are no areas to
pull off that patrolling and enforcement is virtually non existent. As a result there is excessive
speeding which is not only dangerous but also contributes to the high pitched noise that
results from what they describe as the "jock rockets". All designs should pay special heed to
this need so that the eventual roadway, both HOV and non HOV are no longer a no man's
land for enforcement. Maryland State Police should be included in the design criteria in as
much as they have responsibility for enforcement
They will nickle and dime us to death. Unless they start funding VDOT you can expect more of
this. It is the only way they can get money. It's stupid.
[Photo] This was taken Thursday @10:30 am. Maryland isn’t going to change the bridge and
one more lane just pushes McLean residents back further in the que. Please come to your
senses and not greed and do not add another lane.
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Your recent meeting at Cooper Middle School was about letting Transurban extend their toll
lanes on 495 in both directions to the American Legion bridge. I am dumbfounded as why the
state would agree to generate this massive bottleneck at the entrance to the bridge. Itâ?Ts
unbelievable this would be considered before the bridge is widened and Maryland has
started their plans. Do you really want a massive jam at the entrance of the bridge? The cars
in the public lanes will still need to cross and the cars from the toll lanes will dump out.
Similar to the current problem that causes a back up, but now it will be pushed a few miles
further down the road. Please let common sense prevail and hold off on this project until it
can be tied in to Marylandâ?Ts future toll road. Blaming the resulting traffic nightmare on
Maryland wonâ?Tt work. What Iâ?Tve noticed when driving into Viriginia from my morning
doctors appointment is that the traffic jam starts on the Virginia side!
What features of the preliminary concept plans and options of the I-495 NEXT study do you
like?
I recognize you have made an effort to minimize the taking of private property which is
appreciated.
What features of the preliminary concept plans and options of the I-495 NEXT study do you
have concerns about?
There is possible taking of private property next door to me at the end of Arbor Lane for
storm drain or other purposes. I like my neighbors and neighborhood and this will negatively
impact me. Also, a storm drain could be unsafe for children, attract mosquitos and generally
diminish the neighborhood. Please make all efforts to locate this elsewhere. I am also
concerned that moving the roadway closer to the wall will increase noise and air pollution at
my property. I have young children and this will decrease our quality of life as well as possibly
negatively impact our health. Finally, even if our property is not taken, there will be a
significant diminution in our property value with the addition of the storm drain next door
and closer proximity to the beltway as well as higher associated noise and air pollution. I feel
this will create a cloud over my title for years to come with no just compensation. I also am
not pleased about the new path that will run along the wall. We live in a private community
with very little pedestrian or vehicular traffic. Adding a pedestrian path will bring random
strangers into our neighbor right by our property, which will diminish privacy and possibly
increase crime.
Do you have any additional comments or suggestions regarding the information provided at
the May 20, 2019 Public Information Meeting?
Additional comments, suggestions, or questions you have about the I-495 NEXT study.

Children and families live in this area. VDOT is negatively impacting our quality of home life
and environment. VDOT is also significantly diminishing our property values significantly
without any just compensation. These HOT lanes are not improving anything for the greater
good without continuation of additional lanes over the bridge and into MD. Nothing should
be done without a full scale and coordinated effort with MD.

495 NEXT Public Information Meeting #2 (May 20, 2019)
Meeting and Comment Summary Report

190527.01 5/27/2019

Individual

Email

495 NEXT Public Information Meeting #2 (May 20, 2019)
Meeting and Comment Summary Report

A decision to extend the existing toll lanes (hot lanes) from Virginia into Maryland (inner
beltway loop) and vice versa (outer loop) has left me perplexed. I have lived at the same
location near where the beltway crosses Georgetown Pike for 46 years and believe I have a
good understanding of the traffic problems in that area, so therefore wish to express my
opinion. Over the past few years traffic backups in Virginia to the American Legion Bridge
have occurred most afternoons and evenings starting as far back as Route 7 (frequently
further if there are accidents). Commuters clog Georgetown Pike and adjoining neighborhood
roads in order to bypass portions of the backups. While the proposed hot lane extensions
would be done using private funding, in the long run it boils down to more tolls and taxes (tax
money currently for planning stage). Extending inner loop hot lanes in Virginia without
complementary action from Maryland will have no effect on the overall traffic as the bridge is
the choke point. The inner loop beltway portion nearing the I-270 split also tends to back up
as that is another choke point.Extending the hot lanes on the inner loop in Virginia before
adding lanes on the bridge will just spread the backups over more lanes which in turn will
increase the number of accidents at the merge points as the traffic funnels down causing
even more backups. It will neither get more cars across the river in a given amount of time
nor will it alleviate commuters from traversing neighborhoods. Coming the other direction
into Virginia on the outer loop, there are no backups between the bridge and the start of the
existing hot lanes, therefore no reason for hot lane extensions there (even if and when outer
loop bridge lanes are added). Virginia should take no action until Maryland adds lanes to the
bridge.The correct solution to the inner loop backup problem is adding more lanes from the
George Washington Parkway to across the bridge and to resolve the I-270 split choke point.
This would eliminate backups, reduce the number of accidents, save many thousands of
commuter hours, reduce carbon emissions, and lessen driver and neighborhood frustrations.
Additional lanes on the inner loop in Virginia between the George Washington Parkway and
the current hot lanes would not be necessary for many years. My conclusion is that in
Virginia there is no need to extend hot lanes, no need to replace several overpasses, and no
need to impact those home owners adjacent to the beltway by taking their property. In
Maryland only the American Legion Bridge needs more lanes on both sides (primarily on the
inner loop), and the inner loop choke point at the I-270 split needs to be resolved.
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We support the extension. We favor the trail along the outside of the sound wall. If the sound
wall is moved, we would like to see it placed on a built up (higher) berm so that the overall
height of the sound wall is increased. Most importantly, we support a completed trail from
Saigon Road to and across the beltway bridge along Georgetown Pike. Parts of the trail are
already in place. Fairfax County has a trail easement across the Fitzgerald property. We ask
that VDOT make room for the remainder of the trail across other properties needed to
complete the trail along Georgetown Pike and across the beltway bridge as part of this
project..
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I attended the meeting May 20 at Cooper Middle School. Thank you for the update.
Next time, could you please provide participants with 3x5 cards and ask them to write their
questions and comments. This would be a much more effective use of participants’ time.
Or have a Q and A session with the 3 by 5 cards, then followed afterwards by a public
comment period.
I am very concerned that the engineer modeling of long-term impact does not consider, in
particular, major arteries such as Great Falls Street, Westmoreland Street, Magarity Avenue,
Kirby, Route 7 through Falls Church, etc. These streets are impacted negatively now, and will
be worse over the next few years as Tysons grows. I found the modeling results, as
presented, unpersuasive at best.
I also wish there had been a discussion of alternative transportation options being
considered, such as Bus Rapid Transit.
Next meeting, please have someone who can represent Maryland’s, WMATA’s, (and perhaps
the Federal Government’s) stakes in this development, and what they are doing about it?
Lastly, the economic axis of the DC Metro area is, for the foreseeable future, Bethesda-Chevy
Chase, across the ALB, then East to Rosslyn along the I-66 corridor, and out I66 and the Toll
Road to Leesburg. Metro Center is not the real center any more. Is it possible to say all of
this at the opening of any presentation, to show that VDOT is fully aware of the regional
challenges/context that it is part of.
Thanks for reading this
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Would someone please explain to me why it would be so difficult to install a flashing light, at
the top of the hill before the Georgetown Pike/Douglass intersection, warning drivers that
cars may be stopped/turning ahead??? There is currently a flashing light right before the
Georgetown Pike/Swinks Mill blind curve/intersection warning cars that there may be
STOPPED cars ahead. After years of accidents at this location, finally a warning light was
installed.Why would such common sense change take a mountain to move a mole hill?
Informing drivers of any danger ahead is being pro-active. Why wouldn’t this be
done?Bigger/safer changes are needed at this intersection to make it safe for drivers and
pedestrians, but why wouldn’t you make these smaller changes in the meantime?? If the
addition of a flashing, warning light saves an accident from happening (or... human life) why
wouldn’t we do it???Reducing the speed limit and placing an officer there every once in a
while, to give out tickets to speeders, WILL slow traffic down. It worked on the 123 stretch of
road between Lewinsville and Old Dominion, heading toward downtown McLean. Cars have
slowed down because they never know when an officer is going to be hiding out in the side
street, with their radar gun. I would certainly think that the money generated from these
tickets would subsidize the police offices salary.Stephen Birch (VDOT’S current fearless
leader) successfully led and managed many projects and studies during his tenure with VDOT.
He was instrumental in developing various policy directives for VDOT’s traffic engineering and
transportation system management and operations – as said so eloquently on the VDOT
website. I sure hope that he is hiring and fostering leaders that are competent in determining
dangerous road situations and then these leaders have the intelligence and ability to make
necessary change happen. I am not getting that sense... between the Hot Lane debacle,
thinking that 5 lanes funneling down to 3 at the American Legion Bridge wasn’t going to
create gridlock to now this inability for common sense (simple) additions to dangerous
intersections (which by the way these intersections were created MORE dangerous because
of the Hot Lane debacle) I question VDOT’S leadership and ability to make the future
decisions necessary to make Virginia’s road system less dangerous, efficient and
effective.Please do the right thing, anything, before something “really” bad happens at this
intersection of Georgetown Pike and Douglass Drive in McLean.
Thanks for your time and energy.
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What features of the preliminary concept plans and options of the I-495 NEXT study do you
like?
I like the possibility that congestion in the area may eventually be relieved. I am glad there
are no plans to relocate residents.
What features of the preliminary concept plans and options of the I-495 NEXT study do you
have concerns about?
I am concerned that without action by Maryland, the bottleneck will only get worse. I am also
concerned that there will be an unsightly feature placed on our land, such as a storm pond. I
am hoping that if storm ponds or other features are placed on private property, the
homeowners will be compensated appropriately to make up for lost property value. It would
also be appreciated if VDOT worked with residents on aesthetic considerations, such as trees
in front of new walls or plants around any storm ponds. The preliminary plans further
included a bike/pedestrian path alongside or possibly on our property. If this moves forward,
I would like to be involved to ensure the safety and privacy of my family.
Do you have any additional comments or suggestions regarding the information provided at
the May 20, 2019 Public Information Meeting?
Additional comments, suggestions, or questions you have about the I-495 NEXT study.
Can local residents see a copy of the next version of the design plan before the next public
hearing?
I saw on your web site at
http://www.495northernextension.org/public_meetings/default.asp that there was a public
meeting on May 20 at Cooper Middle School about the 495 extension. Unfortunately I was
not able to attend that meeting but am submitting these written comments to you by June
10, 2019.I am supportive of continued efforts to fully integrate bicycle and pedestrian
facilities into the overall project scope. This would include coordinating with FC DOT and
being consistent with the FC bike plan. These need to include multiple options for nonmotorized and safe/accessible ways for people to get from one side of the beltway to the
other, and to be able to safely connect with the existing trail network. Also, for additional
trails along that 495 corridor that keep bicycles and pedestrians behind sound barriers.As a
regular bicycle commuter, I am excited about the possibility of VDOT, working together with
FC, to make significant and substantial improvements for non-motorized and safe/accessible
bicycling/pedestrian facilities in the 495 area.
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What features of the preliminary concept plans and options of the I-495 Northern Extension
study do you like? STOP ALL BELTWAY EXPANSION. What features of the preliminary concept
plans and options of the I-495 Northern Extension study do you have concerns about? DO
NOT ADD 4 LANES. Do you have any additional comments or suggestions regarding the
information provided at the May 20, 2019 Public Information Meeting? DO NOT STEAL PARK
LAND.
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What features of the preliminary concept plans and options of the I-495 Northern Extension
study do you like? Stop all expansion plans on the beltway from Georgetown Pike to the
American Legion Bridge! What features of the preliminary concept plans and options of the I495 Northern Extension study do you have concerns about? Do not add 4 lanes! Do you have
any additional comments or suggestions regarding the information provided at the May 20,
2019 Public Information Meeting? Do not confiscate National Park land!
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What features of the preliminary concept plans and options of the I-495 Northern Extension
study do you like? None. What features of the preliminary concept plans and options of the I495 Northern Extension study do you have concerns about? 1) I object to adding 4 lanes,
which will increase gridlock. 2) I object to adding pedestrian & bike paths. Do you have any
additional comments or suggestions regarding the information provided at the May 20, 2019
Public Information Meeting? Do not take park land.
Sorry I didn't get a chance to attend the mtg on 5/20- How will the 6 lanes (2 express/4
general?) merge onto the 4-lane bridge itself?
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Please be sure to include biking and walking, multi-use trails as part of this project to include
much-needed connections for the region’s multi-use trail network. I am a regular user of the
C&O towpath, and some forward thinking on connections across the river can only benefit all.
Thanks for your consideration,
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STOP Beltway expansion past Georgetown Pike to American Legion Bridge !
Do NOT add 4 lanes.
Do NOT confiscate National Park land !
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What features of the preliminary concept plans and options of the I-495 NEXT study do you
like?The fact that it will ease traffic. I also like the urgency of the plan.What features of the
preliminary concept plans and options of the I-495 NEXT study do you have concerns
about?The fact that MDOT is so far behind. Most of the traffic is on the Maryland side. What
is the holdup and why cant they be completed in conjunction with one another.Do you have
any additional comments or suggestions regarding the information provided at the May 20,
2019 Public Information Meeting? What will be done to manage the additional bottle necks
caused by the construction and Maryland delay?Additional comments, suggestions, or
questions you have about the I-495 NEXT study. Thanks for asking and making this website
available.
It is the worst project I have ever seen without the expansion of the bridge the grid lock will
be worst 9 lane going to 4 lane bridge
I have been a resident of McLean for 20 years and support the project--assuming Maryland
rebuilds the bridge and widens its section of the beltway northwards accordingly. I am
pleased that the design includes a shared use path. Such paths increase the quality of life in
the neighborhoods they reach, and offer people a way to safely walk and bike to schools,
work, and stores. Such activities, in turn, can reduce the number of vehicles on the road and
accompanying pollution, and improve health outcomes. The inclusion of a shared use path is
a once-in-a-generation opportunity to connect existing bike/pedestrian infrastructure in our
region. Too often in Northern Virginia, shared use paths and bike lanes on streets start and
stop after a short while without connecting to anything else. Unless users feel that they can
safely walk or bike from point A to point B, they will not use these facilities. I strongly
encourage VDOT and Transurban to commit to having a shared use path along the entire
length of the project, and providing safe connections to the Tysons area. Maryland, for its
part, should ensure that the continuation of the path north connects with the C&O canal
towpath and MacArthur Blvd, two busy routes for bike commuters, recreational cyclists,
walkers, and runners. Otherwise, the only other possibility for cyclists and pedestrians to
move between that part of Northern Virginia and that part of Montgomery County is to use
Chain Bridge, which on the Virgina side does not connect to a safe route to major
destinations in Arlington or McLean/Tysons. The inclusion of shared use paths on I-66 (long
time inside the beltway and now outside the beltway), on the new Woodrow Wilson Bridge,
and on the new Douglass bridge across the Anacostia all share the same goal of
accommodating more than just vehicles and connecting the existing bike/ped infrastructure
of our region. I strongly hope that will be the case with the 495 project.
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1. I attended the meeting at Cooper M.S. tonight. I support the simple fix idea that a
questioner brought up of widening Balls Hill Road at the 193 intersection and adding a right
turn lane from NB Balls Hill road onto 193E in front of Cooper Middle School. It is an unsafe
situation for those trying to exit Cooper's parking lot in the afternoon when there is gridlock
caused by cars trying to access the ramp onto 495N. Recently it took me 20 minutes to wait
through multiple light cycles to be able to turn right onto 193. 2. On the north side of the
intersection of Balls Hill Road with 193, coming out of the Langley Forest neighborhood,
please install a "no right turn on red" sign. Drivers coming out of the Langley Forest
neighborhood currently turn right on red and block the box. They create additional gridlock
by continuing to turn right onto 193W at the same time as those driving W on 193 are trying
to move through that intersection, either onto the 495N ramp or straight ahead on 193. That
also prevents cars on Balls Hill in front of Cooper from reaching 193. 3. I asked this question
at the meeting because no one had talked about it--what will be the impact on traffic and
noise on the GW Parkway with the added express ramps from 495 and without them? Will
there be a possibility of sound walls for those residents who back up to the GW Parkway in
neighborhoods like mine (Langley Oaks)--specifically Jill Court? 4. Will the access point onto
the southbound express lanes on the outer loop of 495 remain the same, for those entering
495 at 193, or will it be moved? (I like it where it is). Thank you.
What features of the preliminary concept plans and options of the I-495 Northern Extension
study do you like? I like the additional lanes from Tyson's Corner into Maryland. I believe the
extra exit at George Washington Parkway might confuse drivers. I really like the additional
paths for biking and walking. I like the walls, too. What features of the preliminary concept
plans and options of the I-495 Northern Extension study do you have concerns about? I am
concerned about the additional exit at George Washington Parkway as it might confuse
drivers. Do you have any additional comments or suggestions regarding the information
provided at the May 20, 2019 Public Information Meeting? Thank you for setting up the maps
in the back of the room. They really helped me understand what VDOT was proposing.
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What features of the preliminary concept plans and options of the I-495 Northern Extension
study do you like? Without a guarantee ($, community approval, schedule, contract, etc) on
the MD side, there is nothing about this project that can be liked at this time.
Congestion/bottleneck is being moved forward to a location less suited to handle it. What
features of the preliminary concept plans and options of the I-495 Northern Extension study
do you have concerns about? Environmental Impact, noise
Design 495 S to 267 for regular traffic.
Focus here & not on today's issues like back up around the Route 7 & 123 exits on/off the
highway. Do you have any additional comments or suggestions regarding the information
provided at the May 20, 2019 Public Information Meeting? More community meetings than
mentioned are needed.
VDOT needs to support their studies - prove prior estimates as a starting point.
What features of the preliminary concept plans and options of the I-495 Northern Extension
study do you like? Having the shared use path included is greatly appreciated. This mode of
transportation needs to be safe and have lighting as it will be used 24/7. What features of
the preliminary concept plans and options of the I-495 Northern Extension study do you have
concerns about? The shared use path needs to connect with the Scotts Run Nature Preserve
and the Potomac Heritage National Scenic Trail and the future connection of the American
Legion Bridge and Maryland future bicycle trails. Good planning is needed so the public park
access is easy & safe. The NEPA laws need to be followed and everyone can win. Do you have
any additional comments or suggestions regarding the information provided at the May 20,
2019 Public Information Meeting? Glad to see drawing were added the day after the meeting.
I hope the maps & documents at the next fall meeting will be posted 10 days before the
event so the public can review them before the meeting/hearing. Additional comments,
suggestions, or questions you have about the I-495 NEXT study. VDOT and others may need
to fund some of the shared use path costs to make this project viable. Hold the OP3 vendor
responsible for ped/bike improvements in sections where they are making improvements.
Crossings for bicyclists over or at access ramp to toll lanes must BE SAFE!
Do you have any additional comments or suggestions regarding the information provided at
the May 20, 2019 Public Information Meeting? 1) VA should buy the bridge & land from MD
2) Even if they don't build a new bridge let the 2 lanes extend over bridge & force outer lanes
into the 2 lanes leftover.
What features of the preliminary concept plans and options of the I-495 Northern Extension
study do you have concerns about? Improve traffic from EB 193 to NB 495 with a separate

ramp.
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What features of the preliminary concept plans and options of the I-495 Northern Extension
study do you like? Unquestionably there is a bottleneck on the beltway where the express
lanes, 267, Dulles Toll Road & GW Parkway traffic merge. Even w/o an expansion of the
bridge & express lanes by Maryland, the extension of the express lanes will move the
bottleneck closer to the Md. state line & farther from residential communities. What features
of the preliminary concept plans and options of the I-495 Northern Extension study do you
have concerns about? Live Oak Drive & Balls Hill Road becoming a through street seems
counterproductive & harmful to McLean communities & could add more traffic to
Georgetown Pike & more congestion to the 495/193 intersection. Do you have any additional
comments or suggestions regarding the information provided at the May 20, 2019 Public
Information Meeting? Long term - need MD, DC & Nat'l Park Service to widen Clara Barton &
create through road from Md down the river to DC similar to the GW Pkwy. Also short term need to install "local traffic only" signs on side roads to prevent/curtail cut throughs, & have
police enforce it.
What features of the preliminary concept plans and options of the I-495 Northern Extension
study do you like? Can you post the affected "Right of Way" may be affected by the project?
Identify the length of "ROW" will be affected by this project. What features of the preliminary
concept plans and options of the I-495 Northern Extension study do you have concerns
about? Exit 45 & 43 exists south bound needs to looking at it.
What features of the preliminary concept plans and options of the I-495 Northern Extension
study do you like? The feature that says "Do Nothing." These toll roads profit by increasing
congestion and will always need a fix where they end. As will 66 OTB VA is selling taxpayer
funded roads to foreign investors. Time for VDOT to build our roads and if tolls are needed,
VA can collect and give back to taxpayers through other road improvements. What features
of the preliminary concept plans and options of the I-495 Northern Extension study do you
have concerns about? The scheme that HOT Lanes decrease congestion. Do not continue this
sham especially do nothing until MD has a plan. Shoulder lanes have further congested the
bridge with 6-7 lane funnel to 4 bridge lane. Ticket Red X w/camera. Do you have any
additional comments or suggestions regarding the information provided at the May 20, 2019
Public Information Meeting? Do nothing until MD widens the ALB then reassess. Put your
plans away and wait for MD. Get per car revenue from Transurban -- not upfront cash! Fix
the 75 year windfall they are getting before extending it. NO MORE PRIVATE PARTNERS.
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What features of the preliminary concept plans and options of the I-495 Northern Extension
study do you like? NONE. What features of the preliminary concept plans and options of the
I-495 Northern Extension study do you have concerns about? Bridge widening & HOT Lanes.
Do you have any additional comments or suggestions regarding the information provided at
the May 20, 2019 Public Information Meeting? Please widen bridge but not 2 HOT lanes. Do
not widen bridge if not widened on Maryland side.
What features of the preliminary concept plans and options of the I-495 Northern Extension
study do you like? That traffic on Georgetown Pike will be better & less people will use it to
cut through. What features of the preliminary concept plans and options of the I-495
Northern Extension study do you have concerns about? Can you finish it by 2022! Do you
have any additional comments or suggestions regarding the information provided at the May
20, 2019 Public Information Meeting? Why not make a new bridge/tunnel near Great Falls or
Sterling?
What features of the preliminary concept plans and options of the I-495 NEXT study do you
like?
I live right off Georgetown Pike about 0.75 miles west of the Beltway interchange at exit 45. I
like that the approaches to the interchange will be widened and that there will be a dedicated
through lane for eastbound traffic on Georgetown Pike over the Beltway. Being a bit selfish, I
am also pleased there will not be an HOV-3 exit at our exit.
What features of the preliminary concept plans and options of the I-495 NEXT study do you
have concerns about?
In light of the issues that were presented last year at the study on closing the entrance from
193 to northbound 495 during rush hour, I hope there can truly be a dedicated lane for thru
traffic. As a resident who often has to get to my kids' school on the other (east) side of the
Beltway, I am often stuck with Maryland commuters who are trying to get to the front of the
line to access 495.
Do you have any additional comments or suggestions regarding the information provided at
the May 20, 2019 Public Information Meeting?
The concepts of the "2045 Build / No Build" assumptions were rather arcane as there were
multiple potential assumptions that were being made, so it was difficult to digest the Mr
Lerner did not seem to understand this confusion on the part of attendees. He used these in
his presentation about potential time and congestion projections, yet it was not clear that the
"No Build" assumptions were real (for example, part of the NO Build scenario includes the
assumption that Maryland will expand the Legion Bridge and build its additional lanes. I spoke

with some MDOT officials at the meeting and those plans are still far from concrete)
Additional comments, suggestions, or questions you have about the I-495 NEXT study.
As a local resident who is greatly impacted by worsening congestion, I hope that VDOT and
MDOT can coordinate their efforts. This is a region-wide problem and solving it piecemeal
just creates a chain of headaches and delays. Of course the realities of local politics present
difficulties, but if there is one project that all public officials should be able to agree on,
transportation is a no-brainer.

190520.02 5/20/2019

Individual

Email

495 NEXT Public Information Meeting #2 (May 20, 2019)
Meeting and Comment Summary Report

Hello- Could I please get a copy of the posters and presentation from tonight’s
meeting?Thank you,
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I am unable to attend tonight's community meeting in McLean regarding a 3 mile extension
of the I-495 Express Lanes from the Dulles Toll Road to the American Legion Bridge, but hope
the following questions will be addressed at the meeting and in your reply to this email:
(1) Won't the plan to extend the EZ Pass lanes in Virginia simply move the traffic choke point
to the American Legion Bridge, thereby enlarging the size of the virtual parking lot that exists
on I-495 during peak traffic hours?
(2) Has Maryland made a firm commitment to an Express Lane extension on its side of the
Potomac that will link up with the Virginia Express Lane extension? How is the Virginia Plan
coordinated with Maryland's work and design schedules?
(3) Will the Express Lane extension reduce the number of toll free lanes between the Dulles
Toll Road and the American Legion Bridge? Will we end up with more Express Lanes than tollfree lanes on I-495?
(4) How does the Express Lane extension help to alleviate the already serious and constantly
increasing flow of cut-through traffic on McLean's residential streets?
(5) How does VDOT protect us against price gouging by the EZ Pass contractor, Transurban?
Are there any restraints on the toll rates established and charged by Transurban? What
oversight and control does VDOT exercise over Transurban?
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Would you please tell me whether May 20, 2019 Cooper Middle School meeting is a
discussion of the ongoing environmental study or a discussion of the results? From the last
meeting, I understood that the study was expected to be complete by mid 2019, but the
online information regarding this meeting suggest that the study is not yet complete.
Great idea to have six lanes, four general purpose and two express lanes, from Dulles Access
to American Legion Bridge. Has anyone thought of the increased bottleneck as these six, and
the G W Parkway meet the four lanes crossing the bridge? You need to get your heads out of
the public / private partnership sand and work successfully with Maryland to correct the
nightmare, which is actually an all-daymare, this bridge causes all Virginia taxpayers.

190509.01 5/9/2019

Individual

Email

190506.01 5/6/2019

Individual

Email

495 NEXT Public Information Meeting #2 (May 20, 2019)
Meeting and Comment Summary Report

Dear VDOT:For the 495 Northern Extension, has VDOT considered the idea having the left
lanes of northbound and southbound 495 on the last curve before the American Legion
Bridge overlap each other? For example, on the Clara Barton Parkway in Glen Echo, MD the
westbound side of the road is elevated so the left westbound lane is above the left eastbound
lane. (Please see the link to Google Maps Street View). I know that many in McLean are
worried that the Extension will significantly widen the amount of right-of-way needed for
495. I share that concern. But even when 495 is not congested, traffic on the Inner Loop
between the GW Parkway off-ramp and the American Legion Bridge seems to slow because
people can't see around the corner and naturally slow down. If people on the Inner Loop
could see whether or not people are stopped on the bridge, they wouldn't needlessly be
hitting the brakes when the reach that last curve.
Greetings, I own a home near the environmental study area of the proposed 495 Northern
Extension. I learned about the extension today by receiving a letter in the mail. I am not able
to attend the meeting on May 20th, so I'd like to submit my questions here. It looks like the
dotted line of the Northern Extension Study area cuts through many existing homes and
neighborhoods. I feel concerned that home owners will either lose their homes or suffer
decreased property values as a result of the proposed changes. Will any homes be impacted
by the proposed changes? If so, how will home owners be compensated?
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Please consider the following comments regarding the I-495 & I-270 Managed Lanes Project:
Recommend scaling back the project to the segments below:
I-495 between from George Washington Parkway in Virginia to I-270 Spur
·
Recommended Lane Configuration (2 Express Lanes, 4 General Purpose Lanes, and 1
Auxiliary Lane between access points in each direction, 14' Shoulders). Similar to current I495 configuration in Fairfax County.
I-270 from I-495 Spur to I-370
·
Recommended Lane Configuration (2 Express Lanes, 4 General Purpose Lanes, and 1
Auxiliary Lane between access points in each direction, 14' Shoulders). Remove Local C/D
Lanes. Similar to Future I-66 OTB configuration in Fairfax County.
·
Do not recommend Reversible lanes on I-270 in Montgomery County due to long term
population growth. I-270 should be compared to the future I-66 express lanes in Virginia and
not the current I-95 express lanes in Virginia.
·
Construct Median Highway Bus Rapid Transit Station (Similar to I-35W & 46th Street
Station in Minneapolis , MN – Attached) to add additional transit infrastructure along the
corridor with
o At Montgomery Mall
o At/Near Wootton Pkwy or Montrose Road (Near Preserve Parkway)
o At Planned Corridor Cities Transitway crossing of I-270/Shade Grove Rd
·
Considerations should be made for future improvements to I-270 between I-370 and
Frederick. (especially in the Northbound direction)
o I-370 Spur to Clarksburg (2 Express Lanes, 3 General Purpose Lanes, and 1 Auxiliary Lane in
each direction). Remove Local C/D Lanes. - 216' ROW
o Median Highway Bus Rapid Transit Station near Metropolitan Grove MARC Station (Shift
MARC Station closer to I-270)
o Clarksburg to Frederick (2 Reversible Express Lanes; 3 GP in each direction). - 144' ROW
Additional Comments:
·
Project messaging should be similar to the I-66 Outside the Beltway multi-modal express
lane project (Attached)
·
Develop Transit Service Plan between Virginia and Maryland (Attached)
·
All Manage lanes should be free to HOV users with three people.
·
Additional Park and Ride Lots need to be developed/expanded along I-270 corridor
·
Brunswick MARC service improvements need to aligned with upgrades to I-270
·
HOV-3 use the Intercounty Connector (ICC) for free with an E-ZPass Flex set to HOV

mode.
·
Develop strategies to shift traffic from I-495 between I-270 and I-95 to the ICC.
·
Considerations should be made for a ped/bicycle crossing of the American Legion Bridge.
Interactive Map of Recommendations: goo.gl/hdtCt4
Virginia Resident
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Good morning, I’m hoping to get a bit more information on the focus of the May 20 public
meeting and comment period announced yesterday on the I-495 NEXT study. The email
below indicates the meeting will be on VDOT’s environmental study of the project, but it
sounds from the 495 NEXT webpage like work on the Environmental Assessment is still
underway, and that it won’t be made available for review and comment until a future
meeting. Is that correct? If so, what type of new information will be available at the meeting
that wasn’t available for the June 11, 2018 meeting? And will that new information be
posted on the project webpage before the June 10, 2019 due date for written comments?
Thank you for any additional information you can provide, and please feel free to call me at
the number below if it would be easier to reply over the phone.
Hi VDOT, Anyone living in the 495 traffic mess in McLean knows that the American Legion
bridge is too small to handle the 6 lanes on wither side of it. The bridge on Georgetown Pike
giving access to 495 in a road block now from 4 -7 in both directions. The problem is NOT the
fast lanes. The problem is the bridge!
How about PROACTIVELY working with Maryland to make it wide? Or add another crossing?
THEN and only then, would you be solving traffic issues.
If VDOT doesn't assist Maryland in widening the American Legion Bridge, they will only block
all lanes near Georgetown Pike. The exit will become a parking lot. The bridge on
Georgetown Pike blocks up so that people entering 495 block local residents -ME!
Georgetown Pike will become unusable! I commute to Maryland for work - you're killing me.
Please study the traffic on multiple days Mon - Fri from 4 -7! It’s awful already.

495 NEXT Public Information Meeting #2 (May 20, 2019)
Meeting and Comment Summary Report

