
 

 

 

 

 

 

Description 
Construction of pedestrian, bicycle and safety 
improvements on Dale Drive and Columbia 
Boulevard in Silver Spring, Maryland. The project 
includes Columbia Boulevard between Georgia 
Avenue and Dale Drive, and Dale Drive between 
Columbia Boulevard and Colesville Road (US 29). 
The project elements are a continuous sidepath 
along the north side of Columbia Boulevard/Dale 
Drive, a short 330 foot-long sidepath on the south 
side of Dale Drive between Corwin Drive and 
Woodland Drive, intersection safety 
improvements at three intersections, and 
sidewalk improvements along short sections of 
Woodland Drive and Luzerne Avenue. 

 Applicant: Montgomery County Department of Transportation 
 North and West Silver Spring Master Plan (2000) 

 
Staff Recommendation: Approval to Transmit Comments 
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Summary 
The Montgomery County Department of Transportation (MCDOT) is proposing to construct pedestrian, 
bicycle and safety improvements along Dale Drive/Columbia Boulevard in Silver Spring. The project 
includes the following improvements: 

• Construction of an 8-foot wide sidepath on the north side of Dale Drive/Columbia Boulevard 
between 80 feet east of Georgia Avenue to 25 feet west of Colesville Road (US 29) for a total 
distance of 5,405 linear feet, 

• Construction of an 8-foot wide sidepath on the south side of Dale Drive between Corwin Drive 
and Woodland Drive for a total distance of 330 linear feet, 

• Construction of a 5-foot wide sidewalk along Woodland Drive and Luzerne Avenue connecting 
into existing sidewalk sections on both streets for a total distance of 225 linear feet, 

• Intersection improvements to the intersection of Dale Drive with Columbia Boulevard to make a 
more focused intersection by eliminating the median on Columbia Boulevard in advance of 
reaching Dale Drive,  

• Closure of a short section of Woodland Drive at its current intersection with Dale Drive, and 
• Intersection improvements to the intersection of Dale Drive with Grace Church Road to realign 

the connection of these two streets. 

The project location is depicted in Figure 1.  The current project, which included facility planning work up 
to the 35 percent design phase, is listed as CIP Project No. P509337. This project is included in the County 
Executive’s Recommended FY21 Capital Budget and FY2021-2026 Capital Improvements Program 
amendments as CIP Project No. P502109. This project has been proposed to start planning and design 
beyond the 35 percent design stage in FY21 with construction expected to be completed in FY25 and 26. 
The current project cost estimate is $8.45 million, which includes final design cost, utility 
modification/relocation, easement cost, as well as construction cost. The 35 percent design plan 
presentation drawings are provided as Attachment A to this report.  
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Figure 1:   Project Limits and Site Vicinity 

Mandatory Referral Review 
This proposal for the construction of sidepath improvements is required to undergo the Mandatory 
Referral review process under the Montgomery County Planning Department’s Uniform Standards for 
Mandatory Referral Review. State law requires all federal, state, and local governments and public utilities 
to submit proposed projects for a Mandatory Referral review by the Commission. The law requires the 
Planning Board to review and approve the proposed location, character, grade and extent of any road, 
park, public way or ground, public (including federal) building or structure, or public utility (whether 
publicly or privately owned) prior to the project being located, constructed or authorized. 

Planning staff acknowledges that the implementation of master plan transportation recommendations is 
a challenge faced by the applicant in developing design plans to convert desired master plan 
recommendations into engineering design drawings. The design process up to 35 percent design typically 
brings clarity with considerably more detail than considered during a master plan, and issues such as 
environmental impacts, historical impacts, and construction costs may introduce new factors that need 
to be weighed in developing a final design solution. It is hoped that the Mandatory Referral process aids 
in this process to develop an optimal or at least an improved design solution. 

Briefing to Planning Board – May 9, 2019 
A briefing was provided to the Planning Board on May 9, 2019 during the facility planning phase of the 
project.  At that time, four alternatives were presented with three intersection improvement concepts. 
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The Planning Board selected the alternative with an 8’-wide sidepath on the north side of Dale Drive. A 
copy of the planning board comment letter is provided as Attachment B.  

Recommendations 
Staff recommends approval to transmit the following comments to the Montgomery County Department 
of Transportation: 

1. Provide a Tree Save Plan at the 75-percent design stage that:  
a. Documents the location, size, and species of all specimen trees to be removed. 
b. Identifies the location, tree species, and size, of trees to be planted as mitigation for the 

removal of the specimen trees. 
c. Mitigates onsite for the removal of specimen trees at a ratio of one-inch diameter at 

breast height (dbh) for every four inches dbh removed. 
d. Details the tree protection necessary for all trees and forest saved but impacted by 

construction activities.  
e. Documents where and how forest removal (if any) will be compensated. 

2. Reduce the existing posted speed limit on this road within the project area from 30 mph to 25 
mph with the implementation of this project. This road has a 25-mph target speed set within the 
Master Plan of Highways and Transitways. This target speed was added by the Forest 
Glen/Montgomery Hills Sector Plan. 

3. Design the grade, cross slope and material of the proposed sidepaths to be level across all 
driveways. 

4. While we prefer a 6-foot buffer separation between a sidepath and the curb, the 5- foot buffer 
proposed is acceptable and consistent with Pedestrian Level of Comfort analyses now in use in 
the ongoing Montgomery County Pedestrian Master Plan. We do note that the Complete Streets 
Design Guideline now under review by the Planning Board would likely recommend a minimum 
6-foot-wide buffer on this type of street. 

5. Construct a crosswalk across Woodland Drive at its approach to Columbia Boulevard. 
6. When the Maryland Department of Transportation State Highway Administration (MDOT SHA) 

implements the MD 97 Montgomery Hills project in the future, Woodland Drive may experience 
significantly higher traffic volumes between Flora Lane and Columbia Boulevard. The 
Montgomery County Department of Transportation (MCDOT) should monitor this situation and 
coordinate with MDOT SHA to determine if a traffic signal may be needed at the intersection of 
Dale Drive with Columbia Boulevard and Woodland Drive when the MDOT SHA improvements 
are completed. This should also be considered when MCDOT designs the Woodland Drive 
Neighborhood Greenway project. This might necessitate the construction of a sidepath along 
the west side of Woodland Drive between Flora Lane and Columbia Boulevard. 

7. Modify the median augmentation on Columbia Boulevard to the north of Dale Drive by pulling 
back the median so that the homeowner located at 9401 Columbia Boulevard will be able to exit 
their driveway and turn left. The current design raises concerns that this movement might still 
occur with the current design and could create safety problems if not addressed.   
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8. Provide a crosswalk on Dale Drive on the eastern side of the intersection with the reconfigured 
Columbia Boulevard. This crosswalk should connect to the proposed sidepath with a sidewalk 
tie-in. 

9. Provide a crosswalk and sidewalk tie-ins on Dale Drive at Luzerne Avenue. 
10. Provide a sidewalk tie-in and maintain the existing pedestrian crosswalk at the Silver Spring 

Metro bike trail (located approximately 200 feet west of Harvey Road). 
11. Reconsider the sidepath design on the sections of the north sidepath proposed with no buffer 

(near Georgia Avenue and Colesville Road) to determine if any buffer can be provided. This may 
require the relocation of existing pedestrian-scale light poles next to the public parking lot off 
Georgia Avenue. Buffers less than 5 feet create an uncomfortable condition for users of 
sidewalks and sidepaths; however, any buffer (or a wider sidepath) is better than what is 
proposed in these two locations.  

 
Proposal 

Project Description 

The Montgomery County Department of Transportation (MCDOT) is proposing to construct pedestrian, 
bicycle and safety improvements along Columbia Boulevard/ Dale Drive between Georgia Avenue (MD 
97) and Colesville Road (US 29). This project was initiated by MCDOT based on community concerns about 
the overall safety of the roadway, especially as it relates to pedestrians.   

A project location map showing the regional context and other transportation design projects is provided 
in Figure 2. 
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Figure 2:   Project Limits – Regional Context and Adjacent CIP Projects 

MCDOT and MDOT SHA have been working on a series of proximate projects in this area that are focused 
on improving vehicular, bicycle and pedestrian connections within Montgomery Hills and the Woodside 
Forest area. A mandatory referral was conducted for the Seminary Road project in 2011 (now under 
construction), and a mandatory referral is anticipated with MDOT SHA on the Georgia Avenue 
improvements later this year.  

Dale Drive is classified in the Master Plan of Highways and Transitways (MPOHT) as a two-lane minor 
arterial street between Georgia Avenue and Colesville Road.  Currently, Dale Drive has narrow shoulders 
and no sidewalks or sidepaths from 80 feet east of Georgia Avenue to Watson Road (a distance of 4,800 
linear feet). When completed, this project will significantly improve bike and pedestrian travel in this area 
of Silver Spring.  

Project Background 

Columbia Boulevard/Dale Drive currently is generally characterized as a two-lane (11-foot wide travel 
lanes) road with narrow shoulders. The posted speed limit along Dale Drive is 30 miles per hour (mph).  

Sidepath Design on north side of Columbia Boulevard/Dale Drive 

The proposed 8-foot wide sidepath will generally have a 5-foot-wide buffer. It will start on Columbia 
Boulevard approximately 80 feet east of the centerline of Georgia Avenue and terminate on Dale Drive 
very close to the intersection with Colesville Road.  Sections where no buffer will be provided include the 
first 250 feet on the western end of the project near Georgia Avenue and the last 255 feet between 
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Summit Road and Colesville Road on the eastern end of the project (Refer to Attachment A to view the 
sidepath on the north side). 

Sidepath Design on south side of Dale Drive 

The proposed 8-foot wide sidepath will generally have a 5-foot wide buffer. This sidepath will start at 
Corwin Drive and connect directly into Woodland Drive, a distance of 330 linear feet. This sidepath is 
expected to be used as part of the Woodland Drive Neighborhood Greenway. The intent is that bike riders 
will exit the sidepath onto Woodland Drive and continue to the south on Woodland Drive as a shared 
street, as shown below in Figure 3. A connection for pedestrians will be provided with a connection from 
this sidepath to a new sidewalk, described below.  

 

Figure 3   Sidepath and Sidewalk Improvements – South Side of Dale Drive 

Sidewalk Design on short sections of Woodland Drive and Luzerne Avenue 

The proposed 5-foot wide sidewalk will start near the termination of Woodland Drive where the proposed 
8-foot wide sidepath on the south side of Dale drive terminates. This will allow pedestrians to continue 
walking on a sidewalk along Woodland Drive for 105 feet, whereupon the sidewalk will curve and travel 
west for another 120 feet or so along the north side of Luzerne Avenue where it will connect into an 
existing sidewalk.  
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Intersection modifications on Dale Drive at Columbia Boulevard 

Columbia Boulevard now intersects Dale Drive with two intersections as Columbia Boulevard is a divided 
roadway at this location, with one intersection provided for southbound traffic approaching Dale Drive, 
and the second provided for northbound traffic heading onto Columbia Boulevard, as shown below in 
Figure 4. As proposed, the median will be removed on Columbia Boulevard approaching Dale Drive and 
Woodland Drive, relocating all access to the more western intersection and realigning this intersection 
with Corwin Drive. This will allow for a more defined intersection with fewer conflicts.  

 

 

Figure 4: Proposed Intersection Improvement – Dale Drive at Columbia Boulevard 

Intersection modifications on Dale Drive at Woodland Drive 

The Woodland Drive intersection with Dale Drive will be eliminated and replaced with a stub street 
termination just north of Luzerne Avenue. Traffic now using this short road section will have to use 
Luzerne Avenue to travel between Woodland Drive to the south and Dale Drive. 

Intersection Improvements on Dale Drive at Grace Church Road 

The geometry will be significantly tightened and realigned on Dale Drive at Grace Church Road, providing 
a better-defined, right-angle intersection with better sight lines for drivers, pedestrians and bicyclists, as 
shown below in Figure 5.  This will require some modifications to two existing driveways on the south side 
of Dale Drive. 
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Figure 5: Proposed Intersection Improvement – Dale Drive at Grace Church Road 

 

Typical Cross Sections – Dale Drive 

Figures 6 and 7 show the proposed typical cross sections. While all cross sections show varying buffer 
widths between the curb and the sidepath, the buffer is typically 5 feet wide through most of the corridor, 
with the exception of the two project endpoints approaching Georgia Avenue and between Summit Drive 
and Colesville Road where no buffer is provided.  

 

Figure 6: Proposed Typical Cross Section – North Side of Dale Drive 

 
Figure 7: Proposed Typical Cross Section Design – Dale Drive between Corwin Road and Luzerne Avenue 
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Transportation Analysis 

Design Elements - Transportation 

1. General Comment: In general, the minimum sidepath width required, consistent with the 
approved Bicycle Master Plan and the ongoing Complete Streets Design Guideline, is 10 feet; 
however, this minimum is reduced to 8 feet in Special Protection Areas and areas of 
environmental concern, particularly through Montgomery Parks land. MCDOT, however, uses a 
minimum width of 8 feet in order to avoid impacts to existing residential property, large, mature 
trees, and to minimize the need for retaining walls. In the draft Complete Streets Design 
Guidelines now under public review, 10 feet will be the preferred sidepath width for both 
agencies; however, the 8-foot minimum width has been retained at MCDOT’s request. 

2. Posted Speed Limit on Columbia Boulevard/Dale Drive: MCDOT should consider reducing the 
existing posted speed limit on this road within the project area from 30 mph to 25 mph with the 
implementation of this project. This road has a 25-mph target speed set within the Master Plan 
of Highways and Transitways (adopted with the Forest Glen/Montgomery Hills Sector Plan).  

Master Plan Conformance – Transportation 

The project is in conformance with the 2018 Bicycle Master Plan and the 2018 Master Plan of Highways 
and Transitways (MPOHT). The 2018 Bicycle Master Plan recommends a sidepath (side to be determined) 
on Dale Drive between Georgia Avenue and Colesville Road.  The 2018 Master Plan of Highways and 
Transitways classifies Dale Drive between Georgia Avenue and Colesville Road as a two-lane minor arterial 
street with a master plan right-of-way of 80 feet.  

 

Historic Resources Analysis 
There are no historic resources within the project area. 

Environmental Analysis 
Environmental Analysis – Forest Conservation 

On April 21, 2020, the Applicant received an exemption from submitting a forest conservation plan.  
Exemption plan 42020079E (Attachment C) was confirmed under Section 22A-5(e), of the County code, 
as a State or County highway construction activity that is subject to Section 5-103 of the Natural 
Resources Article of the Maryland Code or Section 22A-9 of the Forest Conservation Law. Impacts to 
specimen trees within or adjacent to the LOD are expected but unknown at this 35 percent design stage. 
As such, this exemption was approved with the requirement to prepare a Tree Save Plan during the 
design phase when impacts can be assessed. 

Environmental Analysis – Storm Water Management 

The Storm Water Management (SWM) concept was approved by the Department of Permitting Services 
on May 28, 2020 (Attachment D). The SWM concept proposes to meet the required stormwater 
management goals via the application of micro bio-retention facilities. Additionally, due to site 
constraints including slopes, underground utilities, and soil characteristics, the request for a partial 
waiver of quality control and a full waiver of quantity control has been granted.     
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Community Outreach and Notification 

This application was noticed in accordance with the Uniform Standards for Mandatory Referral Review.  
The applicant conducted a thorough community outreach as part of its facility planning process. Proposed 
concepts were presented to key stakeholders, as well as the community. The project began with a public 
survey for community residents to identify specific needs for pedestrian and bicycle safety along the 
corridor. The survey received 379 responses. The results of this survey were incorporated into the 
preliminary concepts, which were presented at a Public Workshop in February 2019. Feedback on the 
alternatives was received through in-person comments, comment cards, and email comments, and was 
used in identifying the preferred alternative.  
 
A second public meeting was held in February 2020 to present the preliminary (35 percent) design plans 
of the preferred alternative. Both meetings were recorded and made available online for individuals who 
were unable to attend the meetings in person. Comments on the preliminary plans were received through 
in-person comments, comments cards, email comments, and an online comment form.   

Conclusion 
Based on information provided by the applicant and the analysis contained in this report, staff concludes 
that the proposed Dale Drive Pedestrian and Safety Improvements project can be designed with some 
modifications to meet transportation standards as specified on pages 4 and 5 of this staff report.  

 
 

Attachments 
A. Proposed Project Plans 
B. Planning Board comment letter dated May 29, 2019 
C. Forest Conservation Exemption Letter 
D. Stormwater Management Approval Letter 
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Description 
Construction of pedestrian facility improvements along a one-mile segment of Dale Drive between 
Georgia Avenue (MD 97) and Colesville Road (US 29) in Silver Spring, Maryland. 

 Applicant: Montgomery County Department of Transportation 
 North and West Silver Spring Master Plan/Bicycle Master Plan 

 
Staff Recommendation: NA 
 
 

Summary 
The Montgomery County Department of Transportation (MCDOT) is proposing pedestrian facility 
improvements along a one-mile segment of Dale Drive between Georgia Avenue (MD 97) and Colesville 
Road (US 29) in Silver Spring, Maryland. The project location is displayed in Figure 1. The project is being 
conducted as part of the Facility Planning Phase 1 Capital Improvement Program budget. The applicant 
will provide a presentation to the Planning Board and be available to respond to questions from the 
Planning Board. The MCDOT presentation is attached with this staff report. Staff has been working with 
the applicant in reviewing the concept plans and we will share initial discussions on that review after the 
Presentation. 

This is a briefing to present a summary of design efforts conducted, alternatives considered, technical 
findings, and public comments received. The project has assessed pedestrian and bicycle needs along Dale 
Drive and has developed two sidewalk concepts, two sidepath concepts, and three intersection 
improvement concepts for the intersection of Dale Drive with Columbia Boulevard. 

The corridor pedestrian and bicycle alternatives are as follows: 

1. Sidewalk along the north side of Dale Drive 
2. Sidewalk along the south side of Dale Drive 
3. Sidepath along the north side of Dale Drive 
4. Sidepath along the south side of Dale Drive 
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Figure 1 – Site Location Map 

The intersection improvement alternatives for the intersection of Dale Drive with Columbia Boulevard are 
as follows: 

1. Realignment of Columbia Boulevard intersection to align with Corman Drive, 
2. Dualization of Columbia Boulevard approach and departure to create separate intersections on 

Dale Drive, and 
3. Construction of a roundabout intersection to serve Dale Drive, Corman Drive, Columbia 

Boulevard, and Woodland Drive (north leg) 

It is anticipated that this project will continue to Facility Planning Phase 2 and 35 percent design, and as a 
result, this project will require a Mandatory Referral, which is expected to occur following a Fall/Winter 
2019 Public meeting for the 35% design. There has been significant public outreach as part of this project, 
including a field walk in September 2018, a community survey, and a community meeting held in 
November 2018. 
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Corridor Pedestrian Facilities Improvements

Existing Conditions on Dale Drive

EXISTING CONDITIONS



Corridor Pedestrian Facilities Improvements

PROPOSED SIDEWALK: NORTH SIDE

Proposed Sidewalk: North Side
 Potential Utility Poles Impacts: 13
 Preliminary Utility Relocation Cost: $354k
 # of Properties Affected1: 43
 Max. ROW Impacts (Ac.)2: 1.44
 Feasibility Cost Estimate3: $1.55 – 1.8M

Notes:
1 Properties could be affected in the form of temporary construction impacts, permanent impacts, easement establishment, util ity pole relocations, driveway crossings, shoulder pavement removal at the frontage of the houses, etc.
2 Right-of-way impacts include both temporary and permanent impacts. Final right-of-way impacts will be determined through the design process and will  be minimized through design considerations, such as slope tie-ins and 

landscape wall. 
3 The feasibility cost estimate does not include the intersection alternative costs, right-of-way, or SWM facil ities.

Proposed Sidewalk: North Side of Dale Drive



Corridor Pedestrian Facilities Improvements

Proposed Shared Use Path: North Side of Dale Drive

PROPOSED SIDEPATH: NORTH SIDE

Proposed Shared Use Path: North Side
 Potential Utility Poles Impacts: 18
 Preliminary Utility Relocation Cost: $463k
 # of Properties Affected1: 55
 Max. ROW Impacts (Ac.)2: 2.10
 Feasibility Cost Estimate3: $2.0 – 2.2M

Notes:
1 Properties could be affected in the form of temporary construction impacts, permanent impacts, easement establishment, util ity pole relocations, driveway crossings, shoulder pavement removal at the frontage of the houses, etc.
2 Right-of-way impacts include both temporary and permanent impacts. Final right-of-way impacts will be determined through the design process and will  be minimized through design considerations, such as slope tie-ins and 

landscape wall. 
3 The feasibility cost estimate does not include the intersection alternative costs, right-of-way, or SWM facil ities.



Corridor Pedestrian Facilities Improvements

Proposed Sidewalk: South Side of Dale Drive

PROPOSED SIDEWALK: SOUTH SIDE

Proposed Sidewalk: South Side
 Potential Utility Poles Impacts: 30
 Preliminary Utility Relocation Cost: $614k
 # of Properties Affected1: 47
 Max. ROW Impacts (Ac.)2: 1.20
 Feasibility Cost Estimate3: $2.0 – 2.3M

Notes:
1 Properties could be affected in the form of temporary construction impacts, permanent impacts, easement establishment, util ity pole relocations, driveway crossings, shoulder pavement removal at the frontage of the houses, etc.
2 Right-of-way impacts include both temporary and permanent impacts. Final right-of-way impacts will be determined through the design process and will  be minimized through design considerations, such as slope tie-ins and 

landscape wall. 
3 The feasibility cost estimate does not include the intersection alternative costs, right-of-way, or SWM facil ities.



Corridor Pedestrian Facilities Improvements

Proposed Shared Use Path: South Side of Dale Drive

PROPOSED SIDEPATH: SOUTH SIDE

Proposed Sidewalk: South Side
 Potential Utility Poles Impacts: 38
 Preliminary Utility Relocation Cost: $766k
 # of Properties Affected1: 53
 Max. ROW Impacts (Ac.)2: 1.77
 Feasibility Cost Estimate3: $2.4 – 2.6M

Notes:
1 Properties could be affected in the form of temporary construction impacts, permanent impacts, easement establishment, util ity pole relocations, driveway crossings, shoulder pavement removal at the frontage of the houses, etc.
2 Right-of-way impacts include both temporary and permanent impacts. Final right-of-way impacts will be determined through the design process and will  be minimized through design considerations, such as slope tie-ins and 

landscape wall. 
3 The feasibility cost estimate does not include the intersection alternative costs, right-of-way, or SWM facil ities.



Corridor Pedestrian Facilities Improvements

Alternatives Summary

Corridor Alternatives Potential Utility 
Poles Impacts

Preliminary Utility 
Relocation Cost

# Properties 
Affected1

Max. ROW 
Impacts (Ac.)2

Feasibility Cost 
Estimate3

Sidewalk, North 13 $354k 43 1.44 $ 1.55 – 1.8M

Shared Use Path, North 18 $463k 55 2.10 $ 2.0 – 2.2M

Sidewalk, South 30 $614k 47 1.20 $ 2.0 – 2.3M

Shared Use Path, South 38 $766k 53 1.77 $ 2.4 – 2.6M

Notes:
1 Properties could be affected in the form of temporary construction impacts, permanent impacts, easement establishment, utility pole relocations, 

driveway crossings, shoulder pavement removal at the frontage of the houses, etc.
2 Right-of-way impacts include both temporary and permanent impacts. Final right-of-way impacts will be determined through the design process and will be 

minimized through design considerations, such as slope tie-ins and landscape wall. 
3 The feasibility cost estimate does not include the intersection alternative costs, right-of-way, or SWM facilities.



Intersection Improvements at Dale Drive and Columbia Boulevard



Alternative 1 - Realignment
Alternative 1 - Realignment
 Potential Utility Poles Impacts: 1
 Preliminary Utility Relocation Cost: $47.5k
 # of Properties Affected1: 4
 Max. ROW Impacts (Ac.): 0
 Feasibility Cost Estimate2: $323 – 373k

Notes:
1 Properties could be affected in the form of temporary construction impacts, permanent impacts, easement establishment, util ity pole relocations, driveway crossings, shoulder pavement removal at the frontage of the houses, etc.
2 The feasibility cost estimate does not include the corridor alternative costs, right-of-way, or SWM facil ities.



Alternative 2 - Dualization
Alternative 2 - Dualization
 Potential Utility Poles Impacts: 1
 Preliminary Utility Relocation Cost: $35.5k
 # of Properties Affected: 2
 Max. ROW Impacts (Ac.): 0
 Feasibility Cost Estimate: $206 – 256k

Notes:
1 Properties could be affected in the form of temporary construction impacts, permanent impacts, easement establishment, util ity pole relocations, driveway crossings, shoulder pavement removal at the frontage of the houses, etc.
2 The feasibility cost estimate does not include the corridor alternative costs, right-of-way, or SWM facil ities.



Alternative 3 - Roundabout
Alternative 3 - Roundabout
 Potential Utility Poles Impacts: 1
 Preliminary Utility Relocation Cost: $125k
 # of Properties Affected: 7
 Max. ROW Impacts (Ac.): 0
 Feasibility Cost Estimate: $815 – 865k

Notes:
1 Properties could be affected in the form of temporary construction impacts, permanent impacts, easement establishment, util ity pole relocations, driveway crossings, shoulder pavement removal at the frontage of the houses, etc.
2 The feasibility cost estimate does not include the corridor alternative costs, right-of-way, or SWM facil ities.



Intersection Improvements at Dale Drive and Columbia Boulevard

Alternatives Summary

Notes:
1 Properties could be affected in the form of temporary construction impacts, permanent impacts, easement establishment, utility pole relocations, driveway 

crossings, shoulder pavement removal at the frontage of the houses, etc.
2 The feasibility cost estimate does not include the proposed corridor alternative costs, right-of-way or SWM facilities.

Intersection 
Alternatives

Potential Utility 
Poles Impacts

Preliminary Utility 
Relocation Cost

# Properties To 
be Affected1

Max. ROW 
Impacts (Ac.)

Feasibility Cost 
Estimate2

Alt 1 – Realignment 1 $47.5k 4 0 $ 323 – 373k

Alt 2 – Dualization 1 $35.5k 2 0 $ 206 – 256k

Alt 3 – Roundabout 1 $125k 7 0 $ 815 – 865k



Public Outreach Efforts

Fall 2018
 September – Field walk with civic associations leaders
 Through November – Community survey on pedestrian facilities needs 

(379 responses received)
 November – Attended community meeting 

Winter 2018/2019
 February – Public workshop (32 attended in person)

Spring 2019
 Through March – Collected comments on preferred alternatives 

(147 responses received)

Summer/Fall 2019 (planned)
 Newsletter on a selected alternative
 Public Meeting for 35% design milestone



Public Feedbacks on Alternatives Total Responses Received: 147
 Write-In Comment Cards: 10
 Email Comments: 11
 Online Comment Collector: 126Corridor Alternative Rankings

Intersection Alternative Rankings



Public Feedbacks On Alternatives

Other Common Reponses
 Drainage and SWM concerns along the corridor

 Maintain on-street parking on Dale Drive

 Concerns about visibility for vehicles entering and exiting driveways

 Reduce speed on Dale Drive

 Maintain characters of Dale Drive

 Intersection improvements at Dale Drive and Grace Church Road



Next Steps

Spring 2019
 MCDOT Director’s Review
 T&E Committee Review
 Select a preferred alternative to move toward 35% design

Summer through Winter 2019
 Develop 35% design plan and cost estimate

 SWM concept development and submission
 NRI/FSD Coordination with MNCPPC
 Continuation of public engagement throughout design



Dale Drive Pedestrian Facility Improvement Project 105/09/2019

Dale Drive Pedestrian Facility Improvement Project
Briefing by Montgomery County 
Department of Transportation

Montgomery Planning Functional Planning & Policy Division 05/09/19
Agenda item 04



Dale Drive Pedestrian Facility Improvement Project 205/09/2019

Briefing Agenda
• Background

• MCDOT Presentation

• Preliminary Staff Comments

• Public Comments Received by Planning Board

• Planning Board Discussion



Dale Drive Pedestrian Facility Improvement Project 305/09/2019

Background
• Dale Drive Safety Coalition – support for Dale Drive to be reclassified 

from an arterial to a minor arterial in the Master Plan of Highways and 
Transitways – strong public presence/comments at Planning Board 
meetings

• MCDOT initiated Facility Planning Study. Planning staff involved in this 
effort

• Coordination with ongoing Forest Glen/ Montgomery Hills Sector Plan

• Project funded in the CIP under Facility Planning – Transportation 
(P509337) through 35% design

• Mandatory Referral anticipated this Winter (February 2020)



Dale Drive Pedestrian Facility Improvement Project 405/09/2019

Preliminary Staff Comments
• Preferred corridor concept – sidepath on the north side

• 8’ sidepath width acceptable given constraints (built environment, 
topography)

• Preferred intersection concept – realignment

• Desire for more crosswalks along Dale Drive

• Potential closure of one block of Woodland Drive and replacement 
with separated bike lanes or sidepath between Corman Drive and 
Luzerne Avenue

• Potential tighter realignment of Grace Church Road at Dale Drive



Dale Drive Pedestrian Facility Improvement Project 505/09/2019

Dale Drive at Woodland/Luzerne

Provide improved 
connection for Woodland 

Greenway



Dale Drive Pedestrian Facility Improvement Project 605/09/2019

Dale Drive at Grace Church Road

Improve 
Intersection 
Geometry



Dale Drive Pedestrian Facility Improvement Project 705/09/2019

Public Comments
• Written comments submitted to Chair’s Office



Dale Drive Pedestrian Facility Improvement Project 805/09/2019

Dale Drive Pedestrian Facility Improvement Project
Briefing by Montgomery County 
Department of Transportation

Montgomery Planning Functional Planning & Policy Division 05/09/19
Agenda item 04
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Pedestrian Facility on Dale Drive – Facility Planning Study (Accelerated Track)
Georgia Avenue to Colesville Road

Project Overview

LEGEND
Study Area
Existing Sidewalk
Existing Trails
Streams/Waterways
Park
Forest Conservation Area



Project Overview

Begin Phase 
I Facility 
Planning

December 2019

2020

August 2018

Current Project Milestone Schedule

February 2019

Public 
Workshop

May 2019

Begin Phase 
II Facility 
Planning

Topographic 
Surveys

Feb. 2020

Mandatory 
Referral

Submit to 
County 

Council for 
Funding 

ApprovalDecember 2019

SWM Concept Plan 
Approval

November 2019

35% Design 
Plans

We Are Here



Corridor Pedestrian Facilities Improvements

Existing Conditions on Dale Drive

EXISTING CONDITIONS



Corridor Pedestrian Facilities Improvements

PROPOSED SIDEWALK: NORTH SIDE

Proposed Sidewalk: North Side
 Potential Utility Poles Impacts: 13
 Preliminary Utility Relocation Cost: $354k
 # of Properties Affected1: 43
 Max. ROW Impacts (Ac.)2: 1.44
 Feasibility Cost Estimate3: $1.55 – 1.8M

Notes:
1 Properties could be affected in the form of temporary construction impacts, permanent impacts, easement establishment, util ity pole relocations, driveway crossings, shoulder pavement removal at the frontage of the houses, etc.
2 Right-of-way impacts include both temporary and permanent impacts. Final right-of-way impacts will be determined through the design process and will  be minimized through design considerations, such as slope tie-ins and 

landscape wall. 
3 The feasibility cost estimate does not include the intersection alternative costs, right-of-way, or SWM facil ities.

Proposed Sidewalk: North Side of Dale Drive



Corridor Pedestrian Facilities Improvements

Proposed Shared Use Path: North Side of Dale Drive

PROPOSED SIDEPATH: NORTH SIDE

Proposed Shared Use Path: North Side
 Potential Utility Poles Impacts: 18
 Preliminary Utility Relocation Cost: $463k
 # of Properties Affected1: 55
 Max. ROW Impacts (Ac.)2: 2.10
 Feasibility Cost Estimate3: $2.0 – 2.2M

Notes:
1 Properties could be affected in the form of temporary construction impacts, permanent impacts, easement establishment, util ity pole relocations, driveway crossings, shoulder pavement removal at the frontage of the houses, etc.
2 Right-of-way impacts include both temporary and permanent impacts. Final right-of-way impacts will be determined through the design process and will  be minimized through design considerations, such as slope tie-ins and 

landscape wall. 
3 The feasibility cost estimate does not include the intersection alternative costs, right-of-way, or SWM facil ities.



Corridor Pedestrian Facilities Improvements

Proposed Sidewalk: South Side of Dale Drive

PROPOSED SIDEWALK: SOUTH SIDE

Proposed Sidewalk: South Side
 Potential Utility Poles Impacts: 30
 Preliminary Utility Relocation Cost: $614k
 # of Properties Affected1: 47
 Max. ROW Impacts (Ac.)2: 1.20
 Feasibility Cost Estimate3: $2.0 – 2.3M

Notes:
1 Properties could be affected in the form of temporary construction impacts, permanent impacts, easement establishment, util ity pole relocations, driveway crossings, shoulder pavement removal at the frontage of the houses, etc.
2 Right-of-way impacts include both temporary and permanent impacts. Final right-of-way impacts will be determined through the design process and will  be minimized through design considerations, such as slope tie-ins and 

landscape wall. 
3 The feasibility cost estimate does not include the intersection alternative costs, right-of-way, or SWM facil ities.



Corridor Pedestrian Facilities Improvements

Proposed Shared Use Path: South Side of Dale Drive

PROPOSED SIDEPATH: SOUTH SIDE

Proposed Sidewalk: South Side
 Potential Utility Poles Impacts: 38
 Preliminary Utility Relocation Cost: $766k
 # of Properties Affected1: 53
 Max. ROW Impacts (Ac.)2: 1.77
 Feasibility Cost Estimate3: $2.4 – 2.6M

Notes:
1 Properties could be affected in the form of temporary construction impacts, permanent impacts, easement establishment, util ity pole relocations, driveway crossings, shoulder pavement removal at the frontage of the houses, etc.
2 Right-of-way impacts include both temporary and permanent impacts. Final right-of-way impacts will be determined through the design process and will  be minimized through design considerations, such as slope tie-ins and 

landscape wall. 
3 The feasibility cost estimate does not include the intersection alternative costs, right-of-way, or SWM facil ities.



Corridor Pedestrian Facilities Improvements

Alternatives Summary

Corridor Alternatives Potential Utility 
Poles Impacts

Preliminary Utility 
Relocation Cost

# Properties 
Affected1

Max. ROW 
Impacts (Ac.)2

Feasibility Cost 
Estimate3

Sidewalk, North 13 $354k 43 1.44 $ 1.55 – 1.8M

Shared Use Path, North 18 $463k 55 2.10 $ 2.0 – 2.2M

Sidewalk, South 30 $614k 47 1.20 $ 2.0 – 2.3M

Shared Use Path, South 38 $766k 53 1.77 $ 2.4 – 2.6M

Notes:
1 Properties could be affected in the form of temporary construction impacts, permanent impacts, easement establishment, utility pole relocations, 

driveway crossings, shoulder pavement removal at the frontage of the houses, etc.
2 Right-of-way impacts include both temporary and permanent impacts. Final right-of-way impacts will be determined through the design process and will be 

minimized through design considerations, such as slope tie-ins and landscape wall. 
3 The feasibility cost estimate does not include the intersection alternative costs, right-of-way, or SWM facilities.



Intersection Improvements at Dale Drive and Columbia Boulevard



Alternative 1 - Realignment
Alternative 1 - Realignment
 Potential Utility Poles Impacts: 1
 Preliminary Utility Relocation Cost: $47.5k
 # of Properties Affected1: 4
 Max. ROW Impacts (Ac.): 0
 Feasibility Cost Estimate2: $323 – 373k

Notes:
1 Properties could be affected in the form of temporary construction impacts, permanent impacts, easement establishment, util ity pole relocations, driveway crossings, shoulder pavement removal at the frontage of the houses, etc.
2 The feasibility cost estimate does not include the corridor alternative costs, right-of-way, or SWM facil ities.



Alternative 2 - Dualization
Alternative 2 - Dualization
 Potential Utility Poles Impacts: 1
 Preliminary Utility Relocation Cost: $35.5k
 # of Properties Affected: 2
 Max. ROW Impacts (Ac.): 0
 Feasibility Cost Estimate: $206 – 256k

Notes:
1 Properties could be affected in the form of temporary construction impacts, permanent impacts, easement establishment, util ity pole relocations, driveway crossings, shoulder pavement removal at the frontage of the houses, etc.
2 The feasibility cost estimate does not include the corridor alternative costs, right-of-way, or SWM facil ities.



Alternative 3 - Roundabout
Alternative 3 - Roundabout
 Potential Utility Poles Impacts: 1
 Preliminary Utility Relocation Cost: $125k
 # of Properties Affected: 7
 Max. ROW Impacts (Ac.): 0
 Feasibility Cost Estimate: $815 – 865k

Notes:
1 Properties could be affected in the form of temporary construction impacts, permanent impacts, easement establishment, util ity pole relocations, driveway crossings, shoulder pavement removal at the frontage of the houses, etc.
2 The feasibility cost estimate does not include the corridor alternative costs, right-of-way, or SWM facil ities.



Intersection Improvements at Dale Drive and Columbia Boulevard

Alternatives Summary

Notes:
1 Properties could be affected in the form of temporary construction impacts, permanent impacts, easement establishment, utility pole relocations, driveway 

crossings, shoulder pavement removal at the frontage of the houses, etc.
2 The feasibility cost estimate does not include the proposed corridor alternative costs, right-of-way or SWM facilities.

Intersection 
Alternatives

Potential Utility 
Poles Impacts

Preliminary Utility 
Relocation Cost

# Properties To 
be Affected1

Max. ROW 
Impacts (Ac.)

Feasibility Cost 
Estimate2

Alt 1 – Realignment 1 $47.5k 4 0 $ 323 – 373k

Alt 2 – Dualization 1 $35.5k 2 0 $ 206 – 256k

Alt 3 – Roundabout 1 $125k 7 0 $ 815 – 865k



Public Outreach Efforts

Fall 2018
 September – Field walk with civic associations leaders
 Through November – Community survey on pedestrian facilities needs 

(379 responses received)
 November – Attended community meeting 

Winter 2018/2019
 February – Public workshop (32 attended in person)

Spring 2019
 Through March – Collected comments on preferred alternatives 

(147 responses received)

Summer/Fall 2019 (planned)
 Newsletter on a selected alternative
 Public Meeting for 35% design milestone



Public Feedbacks on Alternatives Total Responses Received: 147
 Write-In Comment Cards: 10
 Email Comments: 11
 Online Comment Collector: 126Corridor Alternative Rankings

Intersection Alternative Rankings



Public Feedbacks On Alternatives

Other Common Reponses
 Drainage and SWM concerns along the corridor

 Maintain on-street parking on Dale Drive

 Concerns about visibility for vehicles entering and exiting driveways

 Reduce speed on Dale Drive

 Maintain characters of Dale Drive

 Intersection improvements at Dale Drive and Grace Church Road



Next Steps

Spring 2019
 MCDOT Director’s Review
 T&E Committee Review
 Select a preferred alternative to move toward 35% design

Summer through Winter 2019
 Develop 35% design plan and cost estimate

 SWM concept development and submission
 NRI/FSD Coordination with MNCPPC
 Continuation of public engagement throughout design
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8787 Georgia Avenue, Silver Spring, Maryland 20910 
Development Application and Regulatory Coordination Division: 301.495.4550   Fax: 301.495.1306 

www.MongtomeryPlanning.org 

 
 
 

April 21, 2020 

Stacey Thompson Gill 
40 Wight Avenue 
Hunt Valley, MD 21030 

Re: Forest Conservation Exemption 42020079E; Dale Drive Pedestrian Facility 

Dear Stacey Thompson Gill: 

Based on the review by staff of the Montgomery County Planning Department, the Forest 
Conservation Plan Exemption request submitted on January 30, 2020 for the Dale Drive 
Pedestrian Facility, is confirmed. The project site is exempt from Article II of the Montgomery 
County Code, Chapter 22A (Forest Conservation Law), Section 22A-5(e) because the site is a 
State or County highway construction activity that is subject to Section 5-103 of the Natural 
Resources Article of the Maryland Code or Section 22A-9 of the Forest Conservation Law.   

Please note that since impacts to specimen trees within or adjacent to the LOD are expected 
but unknown at this 30% design stage, a Tree Save Plan must be submitted along with the 
Mandatory Referral application, which should be submitted at the 70-90% design stage so these 
impacts are known.  

A pre-construction meeting is required prior to any clearing and grading to verify the limits of 
disturbance and to determine what tree protections are required. The contractor Site 
Supervisor, Montgomery County DOT Project Manager, M-NCPPC Forest Conservation 
Inspector David Wigglesworth (david.wigglesworth@montgomeryplanning.org), the 
Montgomery County Department of Permitting Services Sediment and Erosion Control 
Inspector and Right-of-Way Inspector, and a private Maryland licensed Tree Expert should 
attend this meeting. 

You may contact me at kristin.taddei@montgomeryplanning.org or at 301-495-4597 if you have 
further questions. 

Sincerely, 

Kristin Taddei 
Forest Conservation Planner Coordinator 
Development Application and Regulatory Coordination Division 

MONTGOMERY  COUNTY  PLANNING  DEPARTMENT
THE MARYLAND-NATIONAL CAPITAL PARK AND PLANNING COMMISSION 
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DEPARTMENT OF PERMITTING SERVICES 

     Marc Elrich Mitra Pedoeem 
 County Executive       Director 

255 Rockville Pike, 2nd Floor, Rockville, Maryland 20850 | 240-777-0311
www.montgomerycountymd.gov/permittingservices 

May 28, 2020 
Mr. Kevin Schiefer, P.E. 
RJM Engineering, Inc. 
6031 University Blvd., Suite 290 
Ellicott City, MD 21043 

Re: COMBINED STORMWATER MANAGEMENT 
CONCEPT/SITE DEVELOPMENT 
STORMWATER MANAGEMENT PLAN for  
Dale Drive Bike and Pedestrian Path 
Preliminary Plan #:   
SM File #:  285748 
Tract Size/Zone:  4.41 Ac. / R-60  
Total Concept Area:  4.41 Ac. 
Watershed:  Sligo Creek  

Dear Mr. Schiefer: 

Based on a review by the Department of Permitting Services Review Staff, the stormwater 
management concept for the above-mentioned site is acceptable.  The stormwater management concept 
proposes to meet required stormwater management goals via ESD to the MEP with the use of micro-
bioretention.  Due to site constraints and existing conditions (i.e. underground utilities, slopes, soil 
characteristics, and spatial constraints) the request for a partial waiver of quality control and a full waiver 
of quantity control is granted.  

The following items will need to be addressed during the detailed sediment control/stormwater 
management plan stage:     

1. A detailed review of the stormwater management computations will occur at the time of detailed
plan review.

2. An engineered sediment control plan must be submitted for this development.

3. All filtration media for manufactured best management practices, whether for new development or
redevelopment, must consist of MDE approved material.

4. Use MCDPS latest design criteria at the time of plan submittal.

This list may not be all-inclusive and may change based on available information at the time.

Payment of a stormwater management contribution in accordance with Section 2 of the
Stormwater Management Regulation 4-90 is not required.  If a fee was due it would be in the amount of 
$52,474.00. 
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Mr. Kevin Schiefer 
May 28, 2020 
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 This letter must appear on the sediment control/stormwater management plan at its initial 
submittal.  The concept approval is based on all stormwater management structures being located 
outside of the Public Utility Easement, the Public Improvement Easement, and the Public Right of Way 
unless specifically approved on the concept plan.  Any divergence from the information provided to this 
office; or additional information received during the development process; or a change in an applicable 
Executive Regulation may constitute grounds to rescind or amend any approval actions taken, and to 
reevaluate the site for additional or amended stormwater management requirements.  If there are 
subsequent additions or modifications to the development, a separate concept request shall be required. 
 
 If you have any questions regarding these actions, please feel free to contact David Kuykendall at 
240-777-6332. 
 
       Sincerely, 
 
 
 
 
       Mark C. Etheridge, Manager 
       Water Resources Section 
       Division of Land Development Services 
 
MCE: CN285748 Dale Drive Bike and Pedestrian Path.DWK  
    
cc: N. Braunstein 
 SM File # 285748 
 
 
ESD: Required/Provided 14,432 cf / 1,628 cf 
PE: Target/Achieved:  2.0”/0.23” 
STRUCTURAL: 0.0 cf 
WAIVED: 4.41 ac. 
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