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The 4800 block of Leland St, referred to hereafter as The Block was egregiously miscategorized as a
Downtown Street in the Master Plan approved by the Planning Board in 2023. The street classification
system put forth in the Master Plan is quite clear and under this classification system, the 4800 block of
Leland should be classified as a Neighborhood Street

Even as the Bethesda core has developed into a thriving residential and commercial center, The Block of
is little changed from the initial development of the Sacks Subdivision in the 1930s. It was and
continues to be a narrow residential street of closely spaced single-family homes. While a number of
homes have been razed and rebuilt, the majority of homes are original to the subdivision, though most
have been extensively remodeled. Following are the details of The Block, running from Bradley Blvd to
Woodmont St.

Street Facts

e [length—1,170 feet, Bradley Blvd. to Woodmont St, with a dead-end spur to the east.

e Width — 36 Ft, with 4 ft buffer and 4ft sidewalk on each side

e landscaping — numerous mature trees and shrubs

e legal Parking places — 17 — zone restricted

e Speed Limit— 25 MPH, often exceeded

e Transit Activity — None

e Lane Marker - Double yellow line, a type of marker generally reserved for roads carrying a
minimum of 4000 vehicles per day, rural highways, urban collectors and arterials.

e Traffic Restrictions — No through trucks over 10,000 Lbs.

No entry, from Woodmont to Bradley, 4-7 PM Mon-Friday, un-enforced)

e Traffic Calming Devices — 5 traffic calming islands, one at each end of the block, 3 mid-block with
landscaping, and 6 curbside islands, each approximately 20 Ft long.

e Number of driveways - 35 plus access to the spur at the east end of the block.

o Number of homes - 35 single family homes, plus 3 on the dead-end spur. Lots range in size from
5300 sq ft to 10,000sq ft., with most on the smaller size. Most homes are set within 30 ft of
the sidewalk.

e Pedestrian activity — This is a major pedestrian connector to the center of Bethesda and Metro
for residents of Kenwood Forest and neighborhoods to the West. For residents in the vicinity
of Wisconsin Ave. and Woodmont St. it offers easy access to the Safeway and The Bradley
Shopping Center at Bradley and Arlington. Opening of the Purple Line and the southern
entrance to Bethesda Metro are likely to draw more pedestrians.

e Bicycling - Numerous bicycle commuters and recreational cyclers use The Block on a regular
basis. The Woodmont end of The Block connects to the Crescent trail and the dedicated bike
lanes on Woodmont. The County’s Bicycle Master Plan rates the Block as “low stress”,
appropriate for most adults. While that may be true when there is no traffic, the turns, traffic
calming devices and narrowness of the lanes can be very stressful when there is continuous
traffic.

One important criterion to be considered, and not addressed in the County’s street classification system
are building setbacks from the sidewalk and more importantly, the active traffic lanes. In the 4800
Block of Leland, front doors are generally between 35-40 Feet from the street, which in some cases
means 35-40 feet to the active traffic lane. This is an ever-present danger to families with small children
and certainly a far cry from the idyllic Neighborhood Street pictured in the classification sketches.
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Classification

Though the Block borders the downtown district, it shares none of the characteristics of Downtown
Streets as described in the Master Plan.

B. Downtown Streets Key Features:

Development intensity: Moderate-
Downtown Streets are also found in bustling, mixed-use and ) S it el ol
commercial areas; however, the building heights tend to be lower than alkioy adiclosleor. inoretes

on Downtown Boulevards. Downtown Streets are often the side streets development
In busy commercial areas that connect to Downtown Boulevards. » Pedestrian and bicycle activity: High
Because of the density of shops and other destinations located on » Vehicle activity: Moderate

these streets, pedestrian and bicycle volumes are high. Buildings are

» Transit service: Moderate or frequent
oriented close to the street, and on-street parking Is currently common.

Downtown Streets are typically located In areas that have specific » On-street parking: Provided on some
design requirements for finishes, materlals, furnishings and lighting. block faces
» Other key features: Loading zones
@ Frontage Zone @ Street Buffer for deliveries, street trees, street
furniture, wayfinding, and other
@ Sidewalk @ Parking Lane streetscape features

@ Pedestrian-Bike Buffer @ Travel Lane

PEEO ® OB @ @)

Figure 2-20. Downtown Street




Attachment B: Written Testimony

Nor does The Block fit the County’s characterization of a neighborhood connector:

MONTGOMERY COUNTY COMPLETE STREETS

F. Neighborhood Connectors  Key Features:

» Development intensity:
Moderate- to low-intensity
development, primarily residential

Neighborhood Connectors are residential through streets. While the
land uses are predominately medium- or low-intensity residential
development, some businesses may be present. Development is typically

set back from the street. These streets have longer block lengths and » Pedestrian and bicycle activity:
often serve longer-distance travel compared to Neighborhood Streets Moderate

and Neighborhood Yield Streets. Neighborhood Connectors are » Vehicle activity: Moderate volume
important connections for motor vehicles, but also have a strong need of personal vehicles

to accommodate and encourage pedestrian and bicycle activity. These
streets often have bus stops and are key routes in the transit network.
Street design for Neighborhood Connectors should focus on reducing

» Transit service: Moderate to
frequent

vehicle speeds, implementing safe crossings, and providing street % {@nzstreet parking: Provided Iy

lighting, sidewalks and bikeways. some locations, where feasible
» Other key features:
Moderate frequency of driveways,

MB) Maintenance Buffer
street trees

SP) Sidepath

SB) Street Buffer

TV) Travel Lane

SW) Sidewalk

Figure 2-48. Neighborhood Connector

58 CHAPTER 2: STREET TYPES | MONTGOMERY COUNTY STREET TYPES

The Block has little in common with other “neighborhood connectors in the area. Bradley Blvd between
Wisconsin and Connecticut has a golf course on one side and the homes on the opposite side are on
much larger lots and set back from the street. Brookville Rd, between East-West Highway and Western
Avenue is much longer, home lots are larger and are generally set far back from the street.


https://mcatlas.org/mpoht/images/NeighborhoodConnector.jpg
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The street classification which best describes The Block is Neighborhood St.

MONTGOMERY COUNTY COMPLETE STREETS

G. Neighborhood Streets Key Features:

» Development intensity:
Moderate- to low-intensity
residential development

Nelghborhood Streets serve predominantly residential areas with low
volumes of motor vehicle traffic. Pedestrian and bicycle activity are common
along these streets. Nelghborhood streets should have sidewalks on both

sides of the street, though In retrofit applications, a sidewalk on one side » Pedestrian and bicycle activity:
of the street may be an Interim objective In existing nelghborhoods with Moderate
limited right-of-way. Most, but not all, Nelighborhood Streets In Montgomery » Vehicle activity: Low volumes of
County offer on-street parking. Design for Neighborhood Streets should personal vehicles
focus on encouraging slow speeds, pedestrian safety, healthy street trees, o T 2 ice: Typically, limited
and well-defined routes to nearby parks, transit, and schools.
or none
» On-street parking: Varles/
MB/ Maintenance Buffer context-dependent

» Other key features: Frequent
curb cuts/driveways, street trees

SW ' Sidewalk

SB) Street Buffer

P | Parking Lane

TV) Travel Lane

Figure 2-55. Neighborhood Street

Following are four pictures of the Block which, because they were taken in winter, do not show the full
extent of the landscaping. In comparison to Leland Street, the above depiction of a neighborhood
street looks like a luxury blvd. On the Block, houses and driveways are close, together, and closer to
the street. Pedestrians on the sidewalk are much closer to traffic due to the narrowness of the street
and the limited number of parking spaces.



Attachment B: Written Testimony

Entry From Woodmont

==

Entry at Bradley

Mid-block Facing West
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The Block meets all the characteristics of a neighborhood street but one — automobile traffic. Does this
traffic exist solely because the Block is a convenient shortcut, or is the traffic a consequence of street
closures and other traffic restrictions in the neighborhood, in effect forcing traffic on to Leland that
previously may have taken a different route?

There are many causes, and multiple government agencies that have had a hand in directing traffic
down a quiet neighborhood street.

The Maryland Department of Transportation is responsible for Bradley Blvd, one of two major
gateways to Bethesda from the west funneling traffic from the northern and western parts of the county
and Virginia into Bethesda. In order to speed traffic flow MDOT concluded that drivers could be
encouraged to skip the intersection of Bradley and Wisconsin by sending them down a narrow
residential street, Leland Street. In order to facilitate the flow of traffic down the Block, MDOT
installed a left turn lane from Bradley to Leland, drawing in cars and trucks, including many that exceed
the weight limit.

Maryland Park and Planning as part of its effort to improve safety at the intersection of the Crescent
Trail and Little Falls Parkway, gave primacy to cyclists and pedestrians narrowed the Parkway to two
lanes. While it has certainly made for a safer crossing, it has effectively pushed more traffic onto
Hillendale St. and Leland St.

Montgomery County has played a very significant role pushing traffic onto the 4800 block of Leland St.
by closing off many other streets in the area to through traffic. There are only two major streets
serving the Bethesda core that intersect Bradley Blvd -- Wisconsin Ave and Arlington Road, both of
which have their own traffic woes. Furthermore, the county has made it very difficult to traverse
between Wisconsin and Arlington.

Bethesda Ave is the only street that directly connects Wisconsin Ave. to Arlington Blvd. It is, however, a
poor route choice much of the day due to congestion. Traffic does not flow, hampered by cars
rotating in and out of the street parking places, drivers looking for parking places, and vehicles illegally
double parked (blocking an entire traffic lane) as they do business with stores and restaurants between
Woodmont St. and Arlington Road.

Elm St. is blocked between Woodmont and Wisconsin due to construction of buildings on Wisconsin
and the Purple Line construction. It is not clear that this will ever reopen.

Hampden Lane is effectively closed between East Ln and Wisconsin Ave due to ongoing construction
along Wisconsin. While one lane is technically open west bound from Wisconsin, it is through the midst
of construction. Even without construction, Hampden Ln. is not an effective route from Wisconsin to
Arlington as there is no traffic signal at Arlington. A long wait for an opening in traffic on Arlington
discourages use of this route. Drivers who venture through the construction zone may be more inclined
to take a left on Woodmont.

Montgomery Ln. does not know which direction it goes, one way or the other. From the intersection
with Woodmont, Montgomery Lane is one way to the west and one way to the east.

While the county has limited the number of east-west routes between Arlington and Wisconsin, it has
put up a virtual barrier to prevent travel to the west of Arlington Road, depending on the time of day.

8
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In order to prevent traffic through the Edgemoor neighborhood, the county is keeping it corralled in the
downtown sector with only a limited number of exit points.

Woodmont Street Southbound from the Norfolk Triangle, however, remains relatively unimpeded.
Vehicles, whether starting in the Norfolk Triangle or Metro Center can easily avoid traffic on Wisconsin
and Arlington Road by proceeding South on Woodmont. This route, however, does not connect directly
to Bradley Blvd, but connects indirectly via Leland St. In other words, the county is basically funneling
southbound traffic onto one block of Leland St. It is also not uncommon for vehicles southbound on
Wisconsin take a right on Bethesda Ave, a left on Woodmont, and a right on Leland in order to reach
Bradley. The 4800 block of Leland Street is theoretically closed to through traffic westbound from
Woodmont to Bradley from the hours of 4 to 7, Monday through Friday. The restriction is neither
honored or enforced.

If one doubts the burden on Leland Street, one only needs to see how Google Maps funnels traffic onto
the street. If one is coming from Northern Montgomery County, Downtown DC, or Virginia and sets the
new Camille Apartments at 7000 Wisconsin as its destination, depending on the time of day, one is likely
to be routed via the 4800 block of Leland St.

Conclusion

The 4800 Block of Leland is for all intents and purposes a Neighborhood Street — it has all the
characteristics of a Neighborhood Street except for the traffic volume pushed upon it by policy and lack
of enforcement of the existing restrictions. A quiet Neighborhood Street is exactly what it is on
weekends, at night, and even during the middle of the day. The majority of the traffic comes during the
morning and evening rush hour. Were the existing turn restrictions and weight limits enforced, traffic
would likely drop 20-30%.

The Block should not be classified as a Downtown Street or Neighborhood Connector to suit the needs
of traffic planners. To do so would undermine the validity of the recently adopted Master Plan of

Highways and Transitways. If the street classifications put forth in the Transportation Plan are to have
any credibility the county has no choice but to classify the 4800 block Leland as a Neighborhood Street.
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Pablo Collins
Submission to
Montgomery County Planning Department
Master Plan of Highways and Transitways — Technical Review

Earlier in the review of the Master Plan of Highways and Transitways | submitted a lengthy document
challenging the designation of the 4800 block of Leland between Bradley Blvd and Woodmont St. as a
Downtown Street. In that submission | argued that based on the criteria set forth in the Plan itself that
the 4800 block of Leland was improperly classified.

Today | ask whether the Plan is credible or legitimate if it purposefully ignores its own guidelines in
assigning street classifications. Classifications must make common sense; they must pass the laugh
test. Following are pictures taken on a Sunday morning of three Bethesda “downtown” streets

These pictures of three “downtown” streets; two busy commercial thoroughfares and one wholly
residential street. Is this credible? Does it make sense? Does it pass the laugh test?

Woodmont at Montgomery

Bethesda Ave. at Woodmont

4800 block of Leland St
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Master Plan of Highways and Transitways - 2024 Technical Update — Planning Board Public
Hearing

Overview followed by Detailed Road Segment Analysis
Country area road classifications are limited to two choices while context is wide ranging along the
routes and highly variable. There are many situations where the standards don’t match up well and
where the classification type would need to switch multiple times along relatively short segments
of road. Given these characteristics there needs to be a great deal of context granularity and
segmentation along Country area road types. The density gradients along Country area road
classifications are wide by multiples and step change rapidly, like the transitions into the
Downtowns.

We ask you to instruct the Upcounty staff and Countywide staff to work with County Area
Communities and our partners at MC DOT and MD SHA to further clarify and refine Country Area
road types. When we work collaboratively our journey to safer mobility is most effective.

Darnestown has one of the lowest population density sets of Census Block Groups in the county,
with mostly no public water and sewer service. Mostly no sidewalks and no shoulders.

We have appended a copy of our Rustic Roads Functional Master Plan Update - Planning Board
Public Hearing testimony submitted on 12/8/2022 as it contains more background on our
community for those who wish to get to know us better.

The following commentary is offered for the MPOHT 2024 Technical Update for the ten road
segments in Darnestown and one road segment not far from our eastern boundary. Some of
our suggestions have been included in the public hearing draft and some have not.

Thank you.

Scott Plumer

Staff Assistant for Research and Strategic Projects

Darnestown Civic Association Executive Board and Committees

Participant Vision Zero Darnestown, a project of the Darnestown Civic Association’s Roads Task Force.
14100G Darnestown Road Darnestown MD 20874

scott.plumer@verizon.net

< DCA

[Darnestown Civic Associatio

www.darnestowncivic.org

MPOHT 2409 DCA.docx
September 12, 2024
Page 1 0of 14
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1.

River Rd (MD 190) from Seneca Creek to Esworthy Rd
Classification Changes
Street River Rd (MD 190)

From Seneca Creek

To Esworthy Rd

Issue Assign Target Speed

Existing Classification Country Connector
Recommended Classification No Change
Existing Target Speed None Assigned
Recommended Target Speed 40

Characteristics

Street River Rd (MD 190)

From Seneca Creek

To Esworthy Rd

Most Recent Master Plan Potomac
Planned Right-of-Way (ROW) 80

Existing Lanes 2
Planned Lanes 2
Traffic Lanes 2

Designated Transit Lanes 0
Transitway Name (if applicable)

Comments

e | ong stretch of road with different contexts
o Seneca Creek to Seneca Road

Lots of drop-off shoulders or no shoulders
High bicycle use
Suggest 30 mph

o Senecato Violettes Lock Road

Westbound approach to dead end MD 190 stop sign at MD112

Turn onto Rustic Road at Violettes Lock Road

Entrance to regional and international recreational facility (Bretton Woods)
Extensive crash history

Suggest 35 mph

o Violettes Lock Road to Esworthy

MPOHT 2409 DCA.docx
September 12, 2024
Page 2 of 14

People regularly travel at 60 mph plus, current posted is 50 mph
Multiple roadside parking lots for park access

Trail Crossings, one marked, one not marked

Agree with target speed of 40 mph for this segment
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2.

Esworthy Rd from River Rd to Seneca Rd
Classification Changes

Street Esworthy Rd

From RiverRd

To SenecaRd

Issue Assign Target Speed

Existing Classification Country Road
Recommended Classification No Change
Existing Target Speed None Assigned
Recommended Target Speed 35
Characteristics

Street Esworthy Rd

From RiverRd

To SenecaRd

Most Recent Master Plan Potomac
Planned Right-of-Way (ROW) 70
Existing Lanes 2

Planned Lanes 2

Traffic Lanes 2

Designated Transit Lanes 0
Transitway Name (if applicable)

Comments:
e Current posted 30 mph
e MCDOT speed studies indicated speeding issues high enough to warrant speed humps
e  MCPD currently implementing speed cameras
e Residents concerned about aggressive diving for decades
e Difficult Muddy Branch Greenway Trail transition up from creek, across road at bottom of
two hills, and then trail proceeds along road with no shoulder until heading back into park
e Suggest Target Speed 30 mph

MPOHT 2409 DCA.docx
September 12, 2024
Page 30f 14
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3.

Seneca Rd from River Rd to Darnestown Rd
Classification Changes

Street Seneca Rd

From River Rd

To Darnestown Rd

Issue Assign Target Speed

Existing Classification Country Connector
Recommended Classification No Change
Existing Target Speed None Assigned
Recommended Target Speed 40
Characteristics

Street Seneca Rd

From RiverRd

To Darnestown Rd

Most Recent Master Plan Potomac
Planned Right-of-Way (ROW) 80

Existing Lanes 2

Planned Lanes 2

Traffic Lanes 2

Designated Transit Lanes 0
Transitway Name (if applicable)

Comments:
e Multiple Segments

o 190 Junction to Exceptional Rustic Berryville Road
= At MD 190 stop sign, end of MD112
= Extensive crash history
= No Shoulders
= Difficult transition for drivers turning off exceptional rustic roads
= Suggest 35 mph

o Exceptional Rustic Berryville Road to Esworthy Road
= Summer Camp
= No Shoulders
= Limited sight lines and grades,
= Suggest 40 mph

o Esworthy Road to Mockingbird Drive
= Driveway counts increase
= Multiple larger subdivision neighborhood streets
= Suggest 35 mph

o From Mockingbird Drive to MD 28 Junction
=  Rural Community Civic and Commercial Core - places of worship, parks,

retail, schools

= Current speed 30 mph, suggest 25 mph

MPOHT 2409 DCA.docx
September 12, 2024
Page 4 of 14



Attachment B: Written Testimony

4.

Spring Meadows Dr from Darnestown Rd to Seneca Rd
Classification Changes

Street Spring Meadows Dr

From Darnestown Rd

To SenecaRd

Issue Assign Target Speed

Existing Classification Country Road
Recommended Classification No Change
Existing Target Speed None Assigned
Recommended Target Speed 35
Characteristics

Street Spring Meadows Dr

From Darnestown Rd

To SenecaRd

Most Recent Master Plan Potomac
Planned Right-of-Way (ROW) 70
Existing Lanes 2

Planned Lanes 2

Traffic Lanes 2

Designated Transit Lanes 0
Transitway Name (if applicable)

Comments:
® Neighborhood street
e Speed humpsinstalled
e No Thru Street posted
e Current posted 25 mph
¢ No shoulders, so sidewalks
e Darnestown Swim and Racket Club located midway along the route
e Suggest removal from MPOHT

MPOHT 2409 DCA.docx
September 12, 2024
Page 50of 14
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5.

Germantown Rd from Darnestown Rd to Great Seneca Creek (Southern Branch)
Classification Changes

Street Germantown Rd

From Darnestown Rd

To Great Seneca Creek (Southern Branch)
Issue Assign Target Speed

Existing Classification Country Connector
Recommended Classification No Change
Existing Target Speed None Assigned
Recommended Target Speed 40

Characteristics

Street Germantown Rd

From Darnestown Rd

To Great Seneca Creek (Southern Branch)
Most Recent Master Plan 2018 MPOHT Technical Update
Planned Right-of-Way (ROW) 120

Existing Lanes 2

Planned Lanes 2 to 4

Traffic Lanes 2to4

Designated Transit Lanes 0

Transitway Name (if applicable)

Comments:
e  Currently two distinct segments not one
o 30 mph from Darnestown RD to just before downslope to Seneca Creek
= Two schools and an alternative entrance to a place of worship
= Current speed camera in each direction
= No shoulder
o 40 mph downslope to Seneca Creek
= No Shoulder
= Multiple off-road parking spots for park access and a trail crossing
= More off-road parking for park access and a trail crossing just after Seneca
Creek bridge as well
e Suggest Target Speed 30 mph for entire length

MPOHT 2409 DCA.docx
September 12, 2024
Page 6 of 14
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Current MD 118 Speeds

File View Add Tools Help.
Q  Search Google Earth (O4F. SRl . ~

&«  Street View

L4 /S( Nicholas:
piscopal Church

£

Google O 100% Data attribution  10/31/2018

MPOHT 2409 DCA.docx
September 12, 2024
Page 7 of 14
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6.

Riffle Ford Rd from Great Seneca Creek to 700' north of Woodsboro Dr
Classification Changes

Street Riffle Ford Rd

From Great Seneca Creek

To 700' north of Woodsboro Dr

Issue Assign Target Speed

Existing Classification Boulevard
Recommended Classification No Change
Existing Target Speed None Assigned
Recommended Target Speed 35
Characteristics

Street Riffle Ford Rd

From Great Seneca Creek

To 700' north of Woodsboro Dr

Most Recent Master Plan Great Seneca Science Corridor
Planned Right-of-Way (ROW) 80

Existing Lanes 2

Planned Lanes 4

Traffic Lanes 4

Designated Transit Lanes 0
Transitway Name (if applicable)

Comments:
® Agree with 35 mph

MPOHT 2409 DCA.docx
September 12, 2024
Page 8 of 14
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7.

Riffle Ford Rd from 700' north of Woodsboro Dr to 220' east of Hallman Ct
Classification Changes

Street Riffle Ford Rd

From 700'north of Woodsboro Dr

To 220' east of Hallman Ct

Issue Assign Target Speed

Existing Classification Boulevard
Recommended Classification No Change
Existing Target Speed None Assigned
Recommended Target Speed 35
Characteristics

Street Riffle Ford Rd

From 700' north of Woodsboro Dr

To 220' east of Hallman Ct

Most Recent Master Plan 2018 MPOHT Technical Update
Planned Right-of-Way (ROW) 80

Existing Lanes 2

Planned Lanes 4

Traffic Lanes 4

Designated Transit Lanes 0
Transitway Name (if applicable)

Comments:
e Parts of the segment are current posted 30 mph
e Neighborhood entrances
e Entertainment venue entrance (Smokey Glen Farm)
e Walkshed to Suburban Civic and Commercial Core at MD 28 and MD 124
e Suggest 30 mph

MPOHT 2409 DCA.docx
September 12, 2024
Page 9 of 14
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8.

Riffle Ford Rd from 220' east of Hallman Ct to Darnestown Rd (MD28)
Classification Changes

Street Riffle Ford Rd

From 220'east of Hallman Ct

To Darnestown Rd (MD28)

Issue Assign Target Speed

Existing Classification Boulevard

Recommended Classification No Change
Existing Target Speed None Assigned
Recommended Target Speed 35

Characteristics

Street Riffle Ford Rd

From 220'east of Hallman Ct

To Darnestown Rd (MD28)

Most Recent Master Plan Great Seneca Science Corridor
Planned Right-of-Way (ROW) 80

Existing Lanes 2

Planned Lanes 4

Traffic Lanes 4

Designated Transit Lanes 0

Transitway Name (if applicable)

Comments:
e Current posted 30 mph
e Walkshed to Suburban Civic and Commercial Core at MD 28 and MD 124
e Road ends at junction
e | imited sight lines
e Suggest 30 mph

MPOHT 2409 DCA.docx
September 12, 2024
Page 10 of 14
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9.

Darnestown Rd from Whites Ferry Rd to Suburban Boundary
Classification Changes

Street Darnestown Rd

From Whites Ferry Rd

To Suburban Boundary

Issue Assign Target Speed

Existing Classification Country Connector
Recommended Classification No Change
Existing Target Speed None Assigned
Recommended Target Speed 40

Characteristics

Street Darnestown Rd

From Whites Ferry Rd

To Suburban Boundary

Most Recent Master Plan 2018 MPOHT Technical Update
Planned Right-of-Way (ROW) 120

Existing Lanes 2

Planned Lanes 2

Traffic Lanes 2

Designated Transit Lanes 0

Transitway Name (if applicable)

Comments:
e Huge context changes, segment too long
o Suggest Three Segments
=  Whites Ferry Rd to Germantown Road
e Park Entrance
e  Shoulder Parking
e Entertainment Venue Entrance (Windridge Winery)
e Two Rustic Road Terminations
e High Injury Network segment
o Agree with 40 mph with a change to 30 mph just before intersection
at Germantown Road
=  Germantown Road to Darnestown Local Park
e Suggest 30 mph, Planning Predictive Analysis suggested 35 mph
= Darnestown Local Park to Turkey Foot Road (at new mistakenly designated
suburban boundary)
e Rural Community Civic and Commercial Core — places of worship,
two local parks, retail, schools
e Speed camera
e At Turkey Foot Rustic Road a place of worship, early-school,
elementary school in the southwest intersection quadrant,
crosswalk, bus stops
e Current speed 30 mph, suggest 25 mph

MPOHT 2409 DCA.docx
September 12, 2024
Page 11 of 14
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10.

Darnestown Rd from Suburban Boundary to Riffle Ford Rd
Classification Changes

Street Darnestown Rd

From Suburban Boundary

To Riffle Ford Rd

Issue Assign Target Speed

Existing Classification Area Connector
Recommended Classification No Change
Existing Target Speed None Assigned
Recommended Target Speed 35

Characteristics

Street Darnestown Rd

From Suburban Boundary

To Riffle Ford Rd

Most Recent Master Plan 2018 MPOHT Technical Update
Planned Right-of-Way (ROW) 120

Existing Lanes 2

Planned Lanes 2

Traffic Lanes 2

Designated Transit Lanes 0

Transitway Name (if applicable)

Comments:
e Current posted 30 mph to just west of Chestnut Oak Drive, then 40 mph to Riffle Ford Road
e High Injury Network segment
e Speed camera
e Shared shoulder use and passing of left turning vehicles creates hazardous conditions
o Shoulders used for biking, walking, and rolling
e Suggest 30 mph

MPOHT 2409 DCA.docx
September 12, 2024
Page 12 of 14
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11.

Travilah Rd from Dufief Mill Rd to River Rd
Classification Changes

Street Travilah Rd

From Dufief Mill Rd

To River Rd

Issue Assign Target Speed

Existing Classification Country Connector
Recommended Classification No Change
Existing Target Speed None Assigned
Recommended Target Speed 40
Characteristics

Street Travilah Rd

From Dufief Mill Rd

To River Rd

Most Recent Master Plan Potomac
Planned Right-of-Way (ROW) 80
Existing Lanes 2

Planned Lanes 2

Traffic Lanes 2

Designated Transit Lanes 0
Transitway Name (if applicable)

Comments:
e Current posted 30 mph
e Speed camera
e Roundabout
e | ots of community entrances and driveways
e Suggest 30 mph

MPOHT 2409 DCA.docx
September 12, 2024
Page 13 of 14
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Scott Plumer
Staff Assistant for Research and Strategic Projects
Darnestown Civic Association Executive Board and Committees

Participant Vision Zero Darnestown, a project of the Darnestown Civic Association’s Roads Task
Force.

14100G Darnestown Road Darnestown MD 20874

scott.plumer@verizon.net

Darnestown Civic Associatio

www.darnestowncivic.org

MPOHT 2409 DCA.docx
September 12, 2024
Page 14 of 14
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“DCA

For the record, Scott Plumer, Darnestown Civic Association.

Thank you for the opportunity to introduce you to the rural community of
Darnestown and our rustic roads.

The DCA, as we are known, has been involved in the rustic roads program since its
inception. We have 6 rustic roads in Darnestown and 11 more in the immediate
area. Darnestown residents have often served on the RRAC, including the role of
Chair and Engineer.

In 2019, the DCA formed a Roads Task Force and in 2020 the Roads Task Force
began a project called Vision Zero Darnestown. We are dedicated to eliminate
vehicle involved death and severe injury while increasing safe, healthy, equitable
mobility for all. We have contributed to the Complete Streets Design Guide,
Vision Zero programs, Growth and Infrastructure Plan, and other transportation
planning initiatives. During a Transportation Summit in January 2020 | had the
pleasure to sit at a work group table with Acting Director Stern. As you have seen
in reviewing the Public Hearing Draft, the Darnestown community worked with
Planning in 2020 on rustic road initiatives.

Darnestown has four state roads: MD-190, MD-112, MD-28, and MD-118. Three
of those state roads terminate in Darnestown, each terminating at an intersection
with another state road. Our main junction is at the termination of MD-112 on
MD-28. Many of our Rustic roads terminate on those state roads.

Just outside of Darnestown on the eastern and western edges, four additional
state roads, MD-107 and MD-117 are to our west, and MD-124 and MD-119 to
the east, all terminate on MD-28.

The Seneca Historic District, Maryland’s largest, starts in Darnestown and extends
west into the Agricultural Reserve. Darnestown has nine historic sites named in
“Places of the Past 10th Anniversary Edition, “The Tradition of Gardez Bien in
Montgomery County, Maryland”. Our original post office was founded in 1803.
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DARNESTOWN CIVIC ASSOCIATION

-

Darnestown Places Noted in
“Places of the Past 10" Anniversary Edition”,

“The Tradition of Gardez Bien in Montgomery County, Maryland”

Pleasant Hills

Montanverde

Rileys Lock House

Seneca Aqueduct

Samuel Thomas Magruder Farm
Dufief Mill Site

Darnestown Presbyterian Church
Black Rock Mill

Seneca Baptist Church

O O 0O 0O O o o oo

Darnestown’s perimeter is approximately eight-five percent defined by
waterways. Those waterways are inside of some of the nine county, state, and
federal parks in Darnestown. Our main junction is said to be near where two
indigenous trails met. We span Thrive Montgomery 2050’s newly defined Rural
Areas and Agricultural Reserve area, and the too large, Limited Growth area.

Darnestown Public Parks

Seneca Landing Special Park

Callithea Farm Special Park

Blockhouse Point Park and Conservation Area

Berryville Neighborhood Conservation Area

Darnestown Local Park

Darnestown Heritage Park

Muddy Branch Park, Seneca State Park, and C&O Canal National Historical Park all have
elements in Darnestown

O O O OO0 O o

Darnestown is a historic, rustic, rural, heritage, heirloom community precariously
positioned across two of Thrive’s areas, on the outside edge of the sewer
envelope, and surrounded by delicate green spaces. Our three main complete
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census block groups have population densities of around five-hundred people per
square mile, that is lower than one person per acre.

Respecting the heritage of our place and people, along with a strong sense of
stewardship for the land, is a hallmark of our community.

We wholeheartedly support the rustic roads program and are dedicated to
working with you to continue to broaden and strengthen the program.

It’s a pleasure to be with you today. In 1979 and 1980 | interned in the Planning
Department’s Special Projects Division, led by a man named Drew Detrick and
among the people who were working there were two planners who were
instrumental in the Preservation of Agriculture and Rural Open Space functional
master plan approved in October 1980. Those planners were Robert Hnat and
Jeff Zyontz.

The DCA has a long history of collaborating with the Planning Board and the
Planning staff. We look forward to working with the new leadership. The staff we
have worked with are exceptionally caring, highly skilled, and responsive. We
would like to thank each, and all of the staff for the work they do, to make our
lives better each and every day.

We ran into some challenges these past few months, and our civics work was
consumed by a couple of imperatives. First was the addition to the water and
sewer plan aka the Ten Year Water Supply and Sewage Systems Plan (TYCWSSSP),
of a county-wide policy, which would allow a sewer extension to a proposed one
hundred and thirty-five seat dining facility, on a two-acre residential lot, with
access via a rustic road. These actions were done against the recommendations
of the County Executive, executive staff, planning staff, the Planning Board, and
the County Council central staff. The second major imperative was the new
general plan. We were also challenged by a few family related imperatives.

We have a few Darnestown specific items we would like to submit. Those items
may point to language changes in the plan regarding things like bicycle safety and
our MCPS elementary school which is located on one of our rustic roads.
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We hope to submit more detailed public testimony and urge the Board to accept
the staff suggestion of keeping the formal record open, and ask for that extension
to carry into December, and are now delighted to have the new December 9"
date. Thank you for your time and attention.

Supplemental Testimony

The section of River Road from just west of the bridge over Seneca Creek to the
junction of MD-190 River Road and MD-112 Seneca Road needs bikeable
shoulders. During fair weather days the heavy bicycle traffic faces steady conflicts
with vehicles along the steep grades and blind corners. We have these issues
throughout Darnestown but especially so along roads with long stretches of no
shoulders and higher posted speed limits. The heritage area between the
MD-190 and MD-112 junction and over the creek into the heart of the Seneca
Historic District is one such area and definitely needs a safer, more comfortable
bicycle experience.

The walk and bicycle experience on many of our rustic roads can suddenly change
from peaceful openness to dangerous close-in conflict by unprepared vehicle
operators. Perhaps better and standardized signage at major ingress and egress
points on all our rustic roads needs to be more emphatic than the standard
bicycle “right to use the full lane” signage. Perhaps: “Blind Spots, Pedestrians,
Bicycles, beautiful vistas, and rustic interests ahead — please drive slowly and
enjoy!” <Fines and points tripled.>

We are concerned about our Rustic Roads that terminate on state roads,
especially those with high speed limits. The transitions can be difficult, sight
limited, and often on grade. One of those terminations is Turkey Foot Road and
MD-28 Darnestown Road. Although the speed limit on MD-28 is 30 mph at that
point, our elementary school is on Turkey Foot Road adjacent with the operating
historic Darnestown Presbyterian Church which occupies a corner of the
termination intersection. Turkey Foot Road at the elementary school begins the
eastern edge of our rural community civic and commercial core walkshed and
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needs reduced conflicts along Turkey Foot through to its termination on MD-28
Darnestown Road including safe egress onto MD-28.

In the summer of 2021, the Darnestown Civic Association’s Roads Task Force
performed a community survey. Two questions were about rustic roads. The
guestions and the responses are attached.

To summarize, we offer three points of concern we would like to see addressed
and queued for follow up work.

1) Walk and bicycle safety

2) Rustic road terminations on higher speed and volume state roads

3) Safe routes to school on rustic roads

Our community character is centered on rural, rustic, heritage, natural green
open space. Rustic Roads are an integral part of our community.

Thank you.
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9. 9. What do you enjoy most about the Rustic Roads in Darnestown? Please choose no more than 3. *

D Access to a destination, farmlands or hunting
|| Biking

|| Birdwatching

|| Horseback riding

|| Hiking

D Inspiration for painting, writing, music, and art
|| Leisurely drive

|| Observing historical land and natural scenery

|| walking & jogging

Other: D

10. 10. What concerns do you have for our Rustic Roads? *

D Need more "Share The Road" signage

D Clean up of debris and fallen trees

D Restoration of bridges & pedestrian pathways
D Road surface repairs and pavement markings
D Protecting the agricultural reserve

|| safeguards for historical areas

D Parking near recreational areas

|| No concerns

Other: D

https://docs.google.com/forms/d/10Cscg70BZq4gR6mMUXX3XxTs8hhp7RoDZJj

Roads Task Force Survey

cQBUHjTdE/edit

7/15



9. What Snil%l\jv remr?fonSPrr]ngé‘\i about the Rustic Roads?

61.4% - Leisurely drive
94.2% - Observing historical land and natural scenery
33.3% - Walking and jogging

Access to a destination, far...
Biking

Birdwatching

Horseback riding

Hiking

Inspiration for painting, writin...
Leisurely drive

Observing historical land an...
Walking & jogging

Sidewalks further up Riffle F...

140 (32.6%)

264 (61.4%)
233 (54.2%)

143 (33.3%)

2 (0.5%)
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10. Whatconcerns do you have for our Rustic Roads?

42.3% - Protecting the agricultural reserve
37.4% - Road surface repair and pavement markings
34.9% - Clean up debri from fallen trees

Need more "Share The...
Clean up of debris and f...
Restoration of bridges &...
Road surface repairs an...
Protecting the agricultur...
Safeguards for historical...

Parking near recreationa...
No concerns
Need safer walking

More sidewalks on Riffle...

55 (12.8%)

150 (34.9%)

149 (34.7%)

161 (37.4%)

182 (42.3%)

121 (28.1%)
130 (30.2%)

2 (0.5%)
2 (0.5%)
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9. What do you enjoy most about the Rustic Roads in Darnestown? Please
choose no more than 3.

Roads Task Force Survey

439 responses

Access to a destination...
Biking

Birdwatching

Horseback riding

Hiking

Inspiration for painting,...
Leisurely drive

142 (32.3%)
81 (18.5%)

31 (7.1%)

13 (3%)
99 (22.6%)

269 (61.3%)

Observing historical la... 234 (53.3%)
Walking & jogging 146 (33.3%)
Sidewalks further up Ri... -2 (0.5%)
Don’t know what is me...|—1(0.2%)
my other answer is my...}—1(0.2%)
Don't like|—1 (0.2%)
Itis why | live here|—1 (0.2%)
rustic roads do NOT fa...|—1 (0.2%)
motorcycling|—1 (0.2%)
Narrow roads are fright...}—1 (0.2%)
Turkey foot should not... -1 (0.2%)
Preservation of wildlife...}—1 (0.2%)
We live on a rustic road|—1 (0.2%)
Access to Potomac an...|—1(0.2%)
Nothing|—1 (0.2%)
| rarely, if ever, use them.|—1 (0.2%)
0 100 200 300

https://docs.google.com/forms/d/10Cscg70BZq4gR6mUXX3XxTs8hhp7RoDZJjcQBUH]jTdE/viewanalytics 7114



Roads Task Force Survey
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10. What concerns do you have for our Rustic Roads?

439 responses

Need more "Share...
Clean up of debris...
Restoration of bridg...
Road surface repair...
Protecting the agric...
Safeguards for hist...
Parking near recrea...
No concerns

57 (13%

Az 153 (34.9%)

152 (34.6%)

162 (36.9%)

185 (42.1%

43 (9.8%)

Need safer walking—2 (0.5%)
More sidewalks on... 2 (0.5%)
Don’t know what is...}—1 (0.2%)

Maintenance of drai...}—1 (0.2%)
Speeders|—1 (0.2%)
speeding, reckless...}—1(0.2%)
Dangerous for walk...}—1 (0.2%)
trash, drinking and...}—1 (0.2%)
Bikes need to be li...}—1 (0.2%)
More of a shoulder...}—1 (0.2%)
Bike lanes!|—1 (0.2%)
Area for pedestrian...}—1 (0.2%)
Too many bikes}—1 (0.2%)
no parking must be...}—1 (0.2%)
More places to wal...}—1(0.2%)
speeders and cut th...}—1 (0.2%)
Periodic trash picku...}—1 (0.2%)
Very disappointed a...}—1 (0.2%)
Speeding throughout 1(0.2%)
Sharing roads with I...}—1 (0.2%)
Too much fast movi...}—1 (0.2%)
Need multi-use pat...}—1 (0.2%)
you cannot walk or...}—1 (0.2%)
debris and fallen tre...}—1 (0.2%)
More speed controll...}—1 (0.2%)
Foliage impeding li...}—1 (0.2%)
truckes on road wh...}—1 (0.2%)
Cars drive too fast...}—1 (0.2%)
Turkey foot needs s...}—1 (0.2%)
Less bikers riding s...}—1 (0.2%)
Multiple car free da...}—1 (0.2%)
would love to be ab...}—1 (0.2%)
Visibility at intersect...}—1 (0.2%)
Trash}—1 (0.2%)
Please keep them "...}—1 (0.2%)
Standing water (ice...}—1 (0.2%)
| would love to walk...}—1 (0.2%)
Sign to have peopl...}—1(0.2%)
Too many bikes. G...}—1(0.2%)
Crossing roads on...}—1(0.2%)
Litter}—1 (0.2%)
Query Mill Road is t...}—1 (0.2%)
pruning back of tre...}-1 (0.2%)
Not bikers during p...}—1 (0.2%)
0 50 100 150 200

11. How would you rank these items concerning roads?

200 4 - Absolutely [l 2 - Important [0 3 - Somewhat important [l 4 - Not important |l

150
100
“’ . md o
, AN"HEE EN'EE EN BEERE BN
‘>~<\‘§’V°\\k 0P o R W & "
< »

https://docs.google.com/forms/d/10Cscg70BZq4gR6mUXX3XxTs8hhp7RoDZJjcQBUH]jTdE/viewanalytics 8/14
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Spoken 240912

Thank you. For the record my name is Scott Plumer. | am
representing the Darnestown Civic Association.

We wish to thank Chair Harris, Vice Chair Pedoeem, and the rest of
the board for allowing us to testify today. We also wish to thank
Director Sartori and the entire Montgomery Planning staff for their
exceptional work, which we enjoy every day, as we live our lives in
Montgomery County.

We have worked with Sofia, Andrew, David and others since the
early days of the Complete Streets Design Guide work effort. The
MPOHT work is best in class community collaboration.

We need your direct support. Itis a longjourney from target speeds
to posted speeds to observed speeds. Context based design
standards are best when they are informed of current conditions.
Although most of your work on standards appears to apply to new
construction, most severe injuries and deaths appear to occur in
currently built places.

Target speeds are a reference point. In practice, itis more useful
from a safety perspective if they are context sensitive. With your
support we can startin a good place with a safe systems approach
to target speeds.

We have stepped through the roads in our community, pavement
marking by pavement marking, and sign by sign. We have submitted
a detailed response to the draft update for each MPOHT road
segment in our community. Some of our suggested changes have

MPOHT Spoken 240912 4.docx
September 12,2023
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been incorporated in the draft. Many of them have not. We also call
for more granularity in some segments.

Getting people to slow down, pay attention, and be courteous is
incredibly difficult. Each time we miss an opportunity to provide a
behavioral cue to make safer choices, we endanger everyone on the
road. Speed limit targets are an integral part of a complex design set
of controls. We know you will ensure each and every segment, and
each and every target speed is given due consideration.

The work we do here is vital to Vision Zero. Our objective is safe,
equitable mobility.

To give you an idea of the incongruences we see in the draft, | am
going to quickly walk you through a few segments.

We start at Darnestown Road MD 28 westbound at Quince Orchard
Road MD 124. The intersection is loaded; an MCPS high school, a
library, and three corners of retail. | call these areas Civic and
Commercial Cores. Posted speed on MD 28 is 30, draft target speed
higher at 40. From there to just before the MD 28 junction with Riffle
Ford Road where it then narrows from a four-lane road into a two-
lane road, the posted speed increases from 30 to 40. Yes, just
before an intersection and the road narrowing to two lanes, the
posted speed increases. Just after the intersection the draft target
speed is lowered to 35. 35is a welcome reduction, as the road
enters one, of the two, high injury network segments in Darnestown.

From here, we proceed past a few residential neighborhood
intersections to the start of our civic and commercial core. The
posted speed here is 30, with a speed camera, draft target speed,

MPOHT Spoken 240912 4.docx
September 12,2023
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higher at 35. Just down the hillis an intersection of long-standing,
and utmost concern for our community. So concerning in fact, we
were approached earlier in the year by the principal of the
elementary school, director of the early school, and director of a
church, all located at the intersection’s southwest quadrant and
they were joined by a pastor at another church, and the CEO of yet
another church and school, and asked us to write a letter to our
elected representatives about the dangerous condition of the
intersection. Posted speed 30, draft target speed, higher at 40.

The draft target speed is then higher at 40, all the way through the
civic and commercial core. Details, are in our written testimony.

One more example. On Germantown Road MD 118 headed east
from Darnestown Road towards Germantown the posted speed is
30 .... with a speed camera, and two schools, draft target speed,
higher at 40. Again, details, are in our written testimony.

You can see how easy itis to get target speeds, and posted speeds
wrong, especially on segments which transition through steep
density gradients. We should do our best to get as many target
speeds and segments correct as possible, even if it means creating
more segments. When itis impractical to do so, we should specify
the lower speed as the target, not the higher speed.

Moving on from target speeds, and in addition to our written
testimony, we have two additional items. We request a high
resolution full view MPOHT Mapbook be made available, so we can
zoom in and see detail for a wider area as an alternative to stepping
through specific Mapbook pages one at a time.

MPOHT Spoken 240912 4.docx
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Lastly, as this Technical Update continues to codify the county’s
Country Area, we want to be on the record with concerns over parts
of Darnestown being changed from Country to Suburban. We ask
you to instruct staff to review how these areas became reclassified,
and to work with the community and our Councilmembers to ensure
these actions are in concert with community needs, our master
plan, other countywide plans, and the new general plan.

Thank you for your time and attention.

Scott Plumer

Staff Assistant for Research and Strategic Projects

Darnestown Civic Association Executive Board and Committees
Participant Vision Zero Darnestown, a project of the Darnestown
Civic Association’s Roads Task Force

14100G Darnestown Road Darnestown MD 20874
scott.plumer@verizon.net

< DCA

Darnestown Civic Associatioi

www.darnestowncivic.org

Participant Vision Zero Darnestown, a project of the Darnestown
Civic Association’s Roads Task Force. We intend to eliminate
vehicle involved death and severe injury while increasing safe,
healthy, equitable mobility for all.

PLEASE
Slow Down Putthe Phone Down Be Courteous Be Visible

MPOHT Spoken 240912 4.docx
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Marc Elrich Christopher R. Conklin
County Executive Director
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

MEMORANDUM
September 12, 2024
TO: Artie Harris, Chair
Montgomery Planning Board

FROM: Haley Peckett, Deputy Director for Transportation Policy
Department of Transportation (MCDOT) T e

SUBJECT: Master Plan of Highways and Transitways
Public Hearing Draft - MCDOT Comments

Thank you for the opportunity to review the July 2024 Public Hearing Draft of the Master Plan
of Highways and Transitways (MPOHT). We appreciate the efforts throughout this process to
obtain feedback on the proposed changes. We offer the following comments:

1) M-83: We recommend the removal of the extension of M-83 (Midcounty Highway)
between Montgomery Village Avenue and Ridge Road. We believe our ongoing
investments in transit along MD 355, as well as other Corridor Connectors identified in
the [-270 Corridor Forward Plan, all represent a more sustainable path forward for
connecting the Clarksburg, Germantown, and Gaithersburg areas.

2) GROWTH CORRIDORS: We support the intent of Growth Corridors to benefit transit
ridership with more urban street layouts and denser blocks. However, Growth Corridors
also risk penalizing upstream transit riders as their buses must stop at more of these
denser intersections.

We strongly urge that the application of these corridors be limited in length to areas
where BRT stations are within overlapping walksheds. Where BRT stations are more
distant, in lieu of classifying a full corridor as a Growth Corridor street type, we suggest
selectively apply Town Center classifications around station areas. This may allow urban

Office of the Director

101 Monroe Street, 10" Floor, Rockville, MD 20850 - 240-777-7170 - 240-777-7178 Fax
www.montgomerycountymd.gov/mcdot

mc311
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Master Plan of Highways and Transitways
Public Hearing Draft - MCDOT Comments
September 12, 2024

Page 2 of 3

3)

4)

S)

design and land use around BRT stations while reducing the impedances between activity
centers.

The Growth Corridor street types must also not be put into effect unless corresponding
land use densities have been approved. The additional densities are necessary to justify
the operational impacts of the more urban street design, and we expect both to be
implemented concurrently.

OLD CoLuMBIA PIKE: Consider reducing the number of planned lanes along Old
Columbia Pike between Stewart Lane and Tech Road from 4 lanes to 2 lanes. The four
lanes were planned by the White Oak Science Gateway Plan, and at the time we noted the
impracticality of such widening. Since that time, Thrive Montgomery 2050 has
deprioritized widening roads to four lanes, and our ongoing CIP project is unlikely to
move forward with a four-lane alternative.

RAILWAY ROW: Consider including rights-of-way along the CSX and Red Line
corridors in the Appendix (»86). It can be difficult to assess right-of-way needs on
developments alongside these corridors due to the inconsistent availability of this
information. Centralizing the right-of-way requirements in this document will assist with
gradually implementing long-term master planned efforts such as third tracking the
Brunswick Line and extending the Red Line to Germantown.

BRT COMMENTS: Detailed comments on the transit elements are as follows:

a. MD 355 North (»/27) — We have an ongoing Facility Planning study looking at
adding a reversible BRT lane along MD 355 north of Ridge Road. This draft
MPOHT, however, shows all stations along MD 355 being eliminated in favor of a
pair of stations along Snowden Farm Parkway. It may be premature to eliminate
these stations before the Facility Planning study is completed.

b. MD 355 North (p/27) — The station at Stringtown Rd / St. Clair Rd is currently
expected to be a potential infill station. Removing it may make it difficult to add in
the future.

c. New Hampshire (»//5-1/9) — The FDA-Lockwood Connector may be in one of
several alignments:
e One alignment is as shown, between the commercial and residential
properties but aligning with FDA behind their secured area.
e Another alignment would align opposite FDA’s loop road.
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CC:

e A third alignment might align with Michelson Road’s north-south segment.
We are grateful to see this connection included in the master plan, but the narrative
on p118 should note these other options. Our ongoing design work with the New
Hampshire BRT is currently evaluating the options.

d. US 29 (p/24) — We do not currently expect a station at FDA as part of the US 29
BRT corridor. However, such a station is likely as part of the New Hampshire
BRT corridor. Consider removing the Lockwood-FDA Connector and the FDA
Station from the US 29 portion of this Plan but include them in a newly added pair
of pages for the New Hampshire BRT. What’s currently shown on p124 risks
giving the impression that the US 29 BRT will directly serve FDA’s frontage.

Corey Pitts, MCDOT

Andrew Bossi, MCDOT

Claire Iseli, CEX

Meredith Wellington, CEX

Dale Tibbitts, CEX

Kara Olsen-Salazar, DGS

Sofia Aldrich, Montgomery Planning
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Marc Elrich Christopher R. Conklin
County Executive Director
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

MEMORANDUM

December 23, 2024

TO: Artie Harris, Chair
Montgomery Planning Board

FROM: Haley Peckett, Deputy Director for Transportation Policy
Department of Transportation (MCDOT) e

SUBJECT: Master Plan of Highways and Transitways
Public Hearing Draft - MCDOT Comments

Thank you for the additional public process considering the M-83 (Midcounty Highway) corridor
as part of the update to the Master Plan of Highways and Transitways (MPOHT). We wanted to
expand upon our previous comments regarding this corridor:

1) EXTENT: We recommend the removal of both segments of M-83: the northern span between
Montgomery Village Avenue and Ridge Road, as well as the southern span from Shady
Grove Road to the Intercounty Connector (MD 200).

We believe our ongoing investments in transit along MD 355, as well as other Corridor
Connectors identified in the I-270 Corridor Forward Plan, all represent a more sustainable
path forward for connecting the Clarksburg, Germantown, and Gaithersburg areas.

The inclusion of the M-83 corridor does not reflect the road network vision as established by
Thrive Montgomery 2050, which seeks to reduce the mileage of roadways such as M-83 in
favor of streets that are more conducive toward walking, biking, and transit. Eliminating the
corridor will also reduce substantial environmental impacts on trees, wetlands, contiguous
forests, and parkland.

Office of the Director

101 Monroe Street, 10" Floor, Rockville, MD 20850 - 240-777-7170 - 240-777-7178 Fax
www.montgomerycountymd.gov/mcdot

mc311

montgomerycountymd.gov/311 ST 301-251-4850 TTY



Attachment B: Written Testimony
Master Plan of Highways and Transitways
Public Hearing Draft - MCDOT Comments
December 23, 2024

Page 2 of 2

2)

3)

BIKEWAY: Eliminating M-83 from the MPOHT will not affect the master-planned bikeway,
which is included in the separate Bicycle Master Plan (published in 2018). However, if M-83
is eliminated, it may be prudent to consider a future update to the Bicycle Master Plan
focused on the bikeway. MCDOT believes there would be value in an alternative
designation, such as an Off-Street Trail, which could be substantially implemented by Park &
Planning and, therefore, ease the management of environmental impacts while allowing
greater flexibility in design.

ROW: Substantial portions of the M-83 corridor’s rights-of-way have already been acquired,
largely via dedication or reservation. From a cursory review, it appears that many of these
rights-of-way have been acquired for public use rather than explicitly for a highway. As the
bikeway would remain in the Bicycle Master Plan even with the removal of M-83, many of
the rights-of-way may be unaffected by the removal of M-83 from the MPOHT. A more
detailed review of each plat would be required to confirm the precise impacts for each
acquired property. Also, per the previous comment, a future update to the Bicycle Master
Plan might identify a narrower right-of-way which could allow for returning excess rights-of-
way to their respective property owners.

We appreciate your continued consideration of this issue. Thank you for Montgomery Planning’s
partnership in this process as we continue working together to enhance the multimodal
transportation network in the Upcounty area.

CC:

Corey Pitts, MCDOT

Andrew Bossi, MCDOT

Claire Iseli, CEX

Meredith Wellington, CEX

Dale Tibbitts, CEX

Kara Olsen-Salazar, DGS

Sofia Aldrich, Montgomery Planning
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Greater Colesville Citizens Association
PO Box 4087
Colesville, MD 20914
September 12, 2024

Montgomery County Planning Board
Attn: Artie Harris, Chair

2425 Reedie Drive

Wheaton, MD 20902

Re: MPOHT

Dear Chairman Harris:

The Great Coleville Citizens Association desires safe and timely automobile, pedestrian, and
bicycle travel. We agree with reduced speed in downtowns and towns with higher density of
development (and more walking, biking and vehicle turns) but not on the roads between these
areas. Rather, we believe that reduced speeds between higher density areas will just cause
people to ignore speed limits and increase reckless driving. People need to get to a destination
in reasonable time, but reducing the speed in these less dense areas will substantially increase
the travel time, if those speed limits are obeyed. Reduced speed limits will also increase
congestion, since reduced speed means reduced road capacity. We point to the experience in
DC where the number of accidents has increased under Vision Zero.

To address Vision Zero, existing speed limits in less-developed areas need to be maintained and
enforcement needs to be increased, especially for reckless driving: weaving between lanes,
tailgating and driving much faster than most other drivers. Also, dangerous road conditions
need to be addressed via road design changes. Road congestion needs to be reduced to
increase visibility and negate the need to speed. Improved transit use is the best tool for
minimizing congestion, but funding for it is severely limited. The Planning Board needs to
encourage the council to increase such funding for transit.

The draft master plan makes reference to downtown and town center boundaries but does not specify

where the boundaries are identified. The plan needs to identify where these locations are defined. We

understand that downtowns/towns are defined by Bicycle/Pedestrian Priority Areas (BiPPAs) — tiers 1-4
and already funded in the CIP.

Our comments focus only on East County.

The designation of road categories sometimes doesn’t match how resident perceive them and
how they are used.

o We agree with the designation of boulevard (multi lane) for New Hampshire Ave, MD
198, Randolph Rd, East Randolph Rd, Cherry Hill Rd, Fairland Rd, US 29 (south of New
Hampshire Ave), and Powder Mill Rd.
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We agree with the designation of area connector (longer travel distance and higher
volume than neighborhood connector): Bonifant Rd, Briggs Chaney Rd (east of Old
Columbia Pike), Greencastle Rd, and Kemp Mill to name a few.

We agree with the designation of neighborhood connector: Stonegate Dr, Cannon Rd,
Tamarack Rd, Serpentine Way, Calverton Blvd, and Gracefield Rd to name a few.

We disagree with the designation of neigbhorhood connector, where it should be area
connector: Notley Rd, Good Hope Rd, Briggs Chaney (west of Old Columbia Pike) and
Peach Orchard Rd

We disagree with the designation of area connector, where it should be designated as
boulevard: Arcola Ave, Ashton Rd, Briggs Chaney Rd, Fairland Rd, Layhill Rd.

We disagree with the designation of boulevard, where it should be neighborhood
connector: Gracefield Service Rd (provides only access to Riderwood Village).

We disagree with lowering the speeds on the following roads

Neighborhood Connectors that are relatively wide should retain the existing 25 mph
speed limit and not be lowered to 20 mph. These roads and their existing speed limits
are

Cannon Rd: 25

Galway Rd: 25

Good Hope: 30 (should be area connector)

Jackson Rd: 25

Locksley Ln: 25

Notley Rd (New Hampshire Ave to Bonifant Rd only): 30 (should be area connector)

Peach Orchard Rd: 30 (should be area connector)

Serpentine Way: 30

Shaw Ave: 25

Springlock Rd, 25

Stonegate Dr. Not posted, but wide with stripe down the road.

Tamarack Rd (E Randolph to Fairland): 25

Area Connectors: The existing speed limits should not be lowered to 25. These roads

and their existing speed limits are

o Arcola - east of Georgia: 30 (should be Boulevard)

o Ashton Rd/ MD 108: 30 (should be Boulevard)

o Bonifant Rd: 35

o Briggs Chaney: 35. Two listings: Delete the Cloverly to Paint Branch item since Paint
Branch is almost at New Hampshire Ave. It is already covered by NH to Cloverly
Town Center entry. (should be a Boulevard)

o Burtonsville Blvd (This road is not on road signs. If the entry refers to the US29
Access ramp then it would not have a posted speed limit). If it is north of MD198, it
is called Old Columba Pike on road signs or 198 Business Road in Master Plan. (This
road is also included in tables 11 and 12).

o Dr Bird Rd: 40 (should be a county connector)

O O O O O O O O o0 o0 o o
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o Ednor Rd: 35 (should be a county connector)

o Fairland Rd: 35 between US29 and Old Columbia Pike: 35; between Old Columbia
Pike and E Randolph Rd: 40 (should be a Boulevard)

o Kemp Mill Rd: 30

o Layhill Rd between Hathaway Dr & Glenallan Ave: 40. This road is also included in
Table 11.

o New Hampshire Ave: see below

o Norwood Rd: 40 (should be a county connector). This road is also included in Table
11.

o Olney/Sandy Spring Rd: Norwood Rd to Dominion Rd: 35. Dr Bird Blvd needs to be
removed from this description as it is a different location not on MD108.

e The existing speed limits should not be lowered to 35 (Table 12). The roads and their
existing speed limits are:

o US29 between Burnt Mills and New Hampshire Ave. The speed limit changes to
transition drivers from freeway speed and suburban speeds: 40 just north of Burnt
Mills Town Center and 45 north of Burnt Mill Ave.

o US29 between Burnt Mills Town Center and Timberwood Ave: 40.

o NHAve

= QOaklawn Dr to 835’ south of Lockwood: 40

= Colesville Town Center to 685’ north of Lockwood: 40

= Colesville Park and Ride to ICC: 45

= |CCto Norwood Rd: 45

= Norwood Rd to Briggs Chaney Rd: 45

= Bryant Nursery Rd to MD 198: 45

= Norwood Rd: NH to Ednor/Layhill: 40 (should be county connector north of

MD198.)
o E Randolph: Old Columbia Pike to NH: 40
o Randolph

= NH to Locksley Ln: 40
= Locksley Ln to Tivoli Lake Blvd westbound: 45
= Tivoli Lake Blvd to Middlevale Ln westbound: 40
=  Kemp Mill to Locksley Ln eastbound: 45
=  Kemp Mill to Middlevale Ln eastbound 40
o Spencerville Rd: three segments from Old Columbia Pike to New Hampshire Ave: 40

Transitways. GCCA agrees with deleting the corridor on the ICC. We support adding the
connection to Castle Blvd since it exists. We also support the proposed connection from
Lockwood to the Federal Research Center, which DOT is now studying. We also agree with the
BRT station changes along US29, except the one shown at Sligo Creek Pkwy which doesn’t exist
and needs to be removed. (In Figure 19, Westover ES is misplaced — it is not along US29)

Thank you for considering our recommendations.

Sincerely
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Daniel L. Wilhelm

GCCA President
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Willco and affiliate (Washington Science Joint Venture)
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Dear Planning Board Chair Artie Harris and members of the Planning Board:

The Greater Goshen Civic Association represents 5000 residents along the Brink Road/Wightman
Corridor.

Our community has no paid staff or lobbyists promoting our cause as other surrounding areas do and as
a result are living with an increasingly dangerous road due to the County's long held policy of handing
out building permits without providing infrastructure, which is being proposed again.

A powepoint presentation for UCAB that MCDOT was present for several years ago highlighted the
increasing problems and increasing danger that has resulted in very little being resolved.
Attached are two slides from the presentation that hopefully will stress the severity of the situation.

A. The upcounty road system is already under siege and removal of ANY road from the Masterplan
would further deteriorate the situation. We are against ANY planned road being removed from the
Upcounty Master Plan.

B. Brink Road is a 35MPH road with an astounding greater amount of accidents on it compared to the
two similar surrounding roads (see attached slide). Raising it to 40 MPH is creating an even larger death
wish.

C. The county owns all the land at the Wildcat intersection, which MCDOT is redesigning for a 3rd

time. We have requested a roundabout there for the safety of the residents and cemetery visitors as
well as Butler's Orchard patrons similar to other roundabouts on neighboring roads but have been
denied.

D. We have been on the list for speed cameras yet no one can tell us when they will be installed, even if
they'll be installed. There is constant drag racing at all hours with no policing. There has been ONE
speeding ticket given out on Brink in the past several years, yet constant accidents.

E. The three way stop at Wightman and Brink needs a traffic light WITH cameras.

F. Tractor trailers and large trucks need to be restricted on this road. The State Highway Administration
did a brief study (two hours) on this road and ticketed 35 trucks due to dangerous noncompliance. They
know that commercial drivers are avoiding weigh stations on 270 and 70 and using Brink/Wightman as
the cut through. The restriction request was denied by MCDOT because we do not have "enough
population" in our area like Watkins Mill does.

We are happy to send you the entire powerpoint presentation if requested.

Our historic community needs have been asking for resolutions for the last 7 years. Now is the time to
correct the severe damage that has been done.

The Greater Goshen Civic Association
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Figure 2

Goshen Community is
meshed between two
Master Plans. The
Germantown and
Gaithersburg Master
Plans. Brink Road and
Wightman Road are the
dividing lines. It i1s no
wonder that it has been
an area on the outskirts
and out of sight by
Montgomery County’s
Planners, although this
area has taken the
overflow of up-county
construction that it was
never intended to take —

GERMANTOWN
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mainly because the road Planning Area Map

infrastructure in these
plans were vanguished.

o h
to the Master Plan for Germantown

Mantgomery County. Maryand
‘ The Mangand-Nahon sl Capital Park and Panning Commitaion

Brink Road was never
intended to be an inter
county connector. The
Master Plan officiated
new highways to carry
the additional traffic
from residences built in
Montgomery Village,
Germantown, and
Clarksburg, but with
the disastrous decision
of the County Council
to stop the
implementation of
these roads, our
community roads have
now become over-
exhausted with traffic
which has done just the
opposite of securing
peace and safety for
our community.
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Traffic Management and Brink/Wildcat Rd to Apple Ridge/ Watkins Goshen Rd to
Safety Items Wightman/Warfield Rd | Mills Rd to Shakespeare Stewartown Park
Blvd

Mileage area

Speed limit 35 35 30/35
Construction Traffic? YES NOT ALLOWED NOT ALLOWED
Shoulders? .2 mi Wightman MOST SOME
Sidewalks? YES SOME
Round abouts? 1 0
Bicycle lanes YES NO
Turn lanes YES

Park Entrances 1

Park Parking? YES

Snow Emergency Route? NO

*MDQOT added a through lane that can be used as turn lane at Wildcat on Brink — many accidents have
occurred because it was a bad design according to staff at MCDOT.
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From: Karen Metchis, Executive Committee Member, Montgomery County Sierra Club
To: Mr. Artie Harris, Chair, Montgomery County Planning Board

Re: Master Plan of Highways and Transitways - Testimony

Date: September 12, 2024

Hearing Date: September 12, 2024

| am Karen Metchis, speaking on behalf of the Montgomery County Sierra Club. Thank you for the
opportunity to testify today.

We ask you to remove the proposed Midcounty Highway Extended/M83 in the technical update to the
Master Plan of Highways and Transitways.

In 2017, the County Council passed Resolution 18-957-Transportation Solutions for Northwest
Montgomery County.

The Resolution directed the Planning Department not to assume any additional road capacity for the
northern extension of M83 when calculating the land use / transportation balance in future master
plans.

As such, the existence of M83 in the MPOHT is a relic of the past, and therefore technically this should
be included in this technical update. This can be achieved efficiently now.

As long as M83 remains part of this master plan, future Councils could revive it.

Should this highway ever be built, it would destroy or degrade forests, streams and wetlands in
Germantown, Gaithersburg and Montgomery Village. It would cause severe fragmentation of valuable
wildlife habitat; and damage five popular public parks, 100 acres of bio-diverse interior forest, and the
Seneca Creek Greenway Trail.

If we are serious about prioritizing efforts to curb climate change, then we must make every effort -
including updating our plans and policies to reflect the reality of climate change.

- We must reduce vehicle miles traveled, not build more highways - especially since the
transportation sector is the single largest contributor of greenhouse gases.

- We must retain our forests rather than removing them - as would happen with the construction
of M83, resulting in loss of their many ecosystem services including carbon sequestration, cooling

the planet, filtering our water, and many other social and environmental benefits.

Now is the time to do this simple fix. Remove M83 in the Master Plan of Highways and Transportation
and let’s get serious about controlling climate change.

Thank you on behalf of the Sierra Club, our members, and supporters.
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}SIERRA CLUB

MONTGOMERY COUNTY, MD
April 3, 2024

Montgomery County Sierra Club
P.O. Box 4024
Rockville, MD 20849

The Honorable Andrew Friedson,
President, Montgomery County Council
100 Maryland Avenue

Rockville, MD 20850

Dear Council President Friedson and Council Members,

We are writing to urge you to direct the Planning Department to include removal of the proposed
Midcounty Highway Extended/M83 in the current technical update to the Master Plan of Highways
and Transitways (MPOHT). Please also remove the proposed M83 highway from all other master
plans in which it appears.

The Council passed Resolution 18-957 in October 2017, called “Transportation Solutions for
Northwest Montgomery County.” It directed the Montgomery County Planning Board not to
assume additional road capacity from the northern extension of Midcounty Highway when
calculating the land use - transportation balance in future master plans. Since the Council decided
to stop including this highway in the master plans seven years ago, the removal of M83 from the
Master Plan of Highways and Transitways should be one of the technical amendments which the
Planning Department is making now. Now is the time.

The climate crisis is an emergency which deserves our highest priority. The transportation sector
is the single largest contributor of greenhouse gases (GHGs). Hybrid and electric vehicles are part
of the solution, but this alone will not be near enough. We must also reduce the Vehicles Miles
Traveled, and that means we must cancel planned highways like M83 and invest instead in rapid
transit and walkable communities for people of all abilities and income levels. In addition,
highways such as M83 involve extensive removal of carbon-sequestering trees and forests, which
is counter-productive and harmful in a number of ways.

Montgomery County’s 2021 Climate Action Plan recommends that we expand public transit, limit
major new road construction, and retain and increase our tree canopy. The County’s 2024 draft
Hazard Mitigation plan says “Montgomery County will need to prioritize development which de-
emphasizes a car-centric lifestyle.” Cancelling the proposed M83 is in accordance with these goals.

The proposed M83 Midcounty Highway Extended is a planned 5 mile highway which does not
now exist. It is a relic of a fossil-fueled car-centric past we must leave behind.

Proposed M83 highway would destroy or degrade forests, streams and wetlands in Germantown,
Gaithersburg and Montgomery Village. It would cause severe fragmentation of valuable wildlife
habitat, and damage five popular public parks, 100 acres of bio-diverse interior forest, and the
Seneca Creek Greenway Trail.
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The proposed M83 highway would also bisect three upcounty communities which are Equity
Focus Areas, with diverse, lower income populations who depend a lot on public transit. These
communities also depend on the public green spaces for clean air, peace and quiet, and walks in
nature. The people here would suffer disproportionately from the noise of M83 construction and
the toxic air pollution from diesel and gasoline exhaust. They may suffer even more from the loss
of the forest cover we need to cool our cities as climate change makes them hotter.

There are better ways to meet the transportation needs of upcounty communities and promote the
shift away from cars to a system centered on people. These include: improved Ride-On bus service;
Bus Rapid Transit on Route 355; enhancing use of existing roadways; extending the Red Line
Metrorail to Germantown; expanding service on the (MARC) Brunswick Line; and increasing
affordable housing in neighborhoods served by rapid transit.

Some officials have told us to fall back, claiming that “M83 is dormant.” But the fact is, that as
long as the proposed highway remains in master plans, it can be built at any time. So we ask you
to act now — this year — to fully remove the proposed M83 Highway from all master plans
which now list it. The Master Plan of Highways and Transitways is undergoing revision this
year, and we are told by experts that this is the most effective and efficient vehicle for the
permanent cancellation of proposed highway M83.

We ask for a written reply to this request. We would welcome a chance to sit down with Council
Members and staff, to discuss this further. Thank you.

Sincerely,

Darian Unger
Chair, Montgomery County Sierra Club
DWUnger@Howard.edu
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Hello,
Here enclosed is my testimony for this Thursday’s,11/14/2024 Meeting on the Master Plan of Highways
and Transitways on behalf of the Montgomery County Sierra Club.

| will be testifying in person.

Thank you very much for your time,

Alex Stavitsky-Zeineddin, Sierra Club Montgomery County executive committee member
112 Kent Square Road

Gaithersburg, MD 20878
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From: Alex Stavitsky-Zeineddin, Executive Committee Member, Montgomery County Sierra Club
To: Mr. Artie Harris, Chair, Montgomery County Planning Board

Re: Master Plan of Highways and Transitways — Testimony to Remove M 83

Date: November 12, 2024

Hearing Date: November 14th, 2024

Hello, | am Alex Stavitsky-Zeineddin, speaking on behalf of the Montgomery County Sierra Club. Thank
you for the opportunity to testify today.

Sierra Club is urging you to remove the proposed Midcounty Highway Extended M83 in the technical
update to the Master Plan of Highways and Transitways.

In 2017, the County Council passed Resolution 18-957-Transportation Solutions for Northwest
Montgomery County.

The Resolution directed the Planning Department not to assume any additional road capacity for the
northern extension of M83 when calculating the land use / transportation balance in future master
plans.

As long as M83 remains part of this master plan, future Councils could revive it.

If this highway is built, it would destroy or degrade old forests, streams and wetlands in Germantown,
Gaithersburg, and Montgomery Village. This will pollute our drinking water even more. It would cause
severe fragmentation of valuable wildlife habitat; and damage five popular public parks, 100 acres of
bio-diverse interior forest, and the Seneca Creek Greenway Trail.

If we are serious about prioritizing efforts to curb climate change, then we must make every effort -
including updating our plans and policies to reflect the reality of climate change. Eradicating this
necessary natural habitat and forest will affect all of Montgomery County.

e We must reduce vehicle miles traveled, not build more highways - the transportation sector is
the single largest contributor of greenhouse gases. We can do this by improving the ride-on bus
service; rapid bus transit on Route 355; enhancing use of existing roadways; extending the Red
Line Metrorail to Germantown; expanding service on the (MARC) Brunswick Line.

e |tis essential for the health of all Montgomery County residents to keep forests rather than
remove them - as would happen with the construction of M83, resulting in loss of their many
ecosystem services including carbon sequestration, cooling all of Montgomery County, filtering
the water we all drink.

Now is the time to change the way Montgomery County deals with growth. Remove M83 in the Master
Plan of Highways and Transportation and let’s get serious about controlling climate change.

Thank you on behalf of the Sierra Club, our members, and supporters.
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To Whom It May Concern:

It has come to my attention this afternoon that the County’s Master Plan of Highways and Transitways is
currently being updated, with a Planning Board public hearing on September 12, 2024, followed by the
Plan’s transmittal to the County Council in the fall. | would like this letter to serve as my testimony on this
subject.

As a resident of Germantown for almost 30 years, across from the Great Seneca Valley Stream Park
(Brink and Blunt Rd), | have experienced the exponential increase of traffic down my once rural
community road (Brink Road) due to the increased development from Montgomery Village, Clarksburg,
and surrounding communities because M-83 was not built according to the plan. Upon purchasing my
property, | pulled the Montgomery County MD Master Plan because | spied a Blue sign designating
property near my home as a future Interconnector. | spoke to a few planning board employees and asked
if I should be concerned about the additional traffic from all the proposed development in Montgomery
Village and Clarksburg, the answer given is that the Master Plan dictated an intercounty connector as an
extension of the current intercounty connector (that was being built at the time despite opposition), that
would be implemented in tandem with the additional development and that I, “need not be worried
about additional traffic from development due to M-83 as it was part of the master plan”. THIS | could
live with. | also saw that the designated property had already been acquired by the county and | saw
where the highway would be built. | did my due diligence and was satisfied that the purchase of my
home was going to be my “forever home”.

| am an avid community integrator. | currently serve on the UpCounty Citizens Advisory Board as the
Chair. | seek the concerns of my community and communities around me to foster information and
transparency for resolutions with the County officials. | have been told that this Master Plan update is
the prime instrument for removing M83 highway from County land use plans. This most certainly can
NOT happen. The lacking road infrastructure which was supposed to be built to ACCOMMODATE the
new development in Clarksburg and surrounding areas has not been attended to by Planners but instead
put on the back burner, forgotten. Forgotten with little thought to what traffic has defaulted and
migrated to community roads that were never designed to carry this traffic safely or effectively.
Additionally, the planning department as of recent has approved another 60,000 units being developed
within a 5-mile radius of my residence/community. The planning department knows that the traffic in
Upcounty is severe because the road infrastructure has not been put in place. Specifically, M-83.

Over the past 30 years, | watched my once quite rural community road (Brink Rd) turn into one of the
most highly traveled roads that have increased traffic pollution, critical accidents, noise pollution, loss of
life in a traffic accident, and damage to personal property due to accidents. Police Commanders in
District 4, 5, & 6 agree that this is one of the more dangerous and heavily accident-prone roads in Up
County. | have personally frontiered discussions with MCDOT and successfully reduced the speed limit on
Brink Rd to make this road safer from 40pmh to 35pmh but without enforcement and moving excessive
traffic to better road systems, accidents and safety issues are paramount.

So, why is Brink Rd and Wightman Rd overrun with traffic? M-83 was never built. The only road that
connects Montgomery Village to Germantown and Clarksburg is Brink Rd out of default. This was NOT
THE PLAN in the Master Plan. M-83 was supposed to be the infrastructure put in place in which to
develop. Montgomery County planning allowed all this development without the infrastructure in place
and made Brink Rd the new intercounty connector. The repercussion of this decision means that the
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Planning Department forced traffic safety into our hands each day we egress in and out of our driveways
and crossroads to access Brink Rd. The speeds on this road, by MCDOT research, show that most speeds
are in excess of 45 mph when the speed limit is only 35 and the number of accidents on this through-
way is one of the highest accident-prone areas in Up MOCO. All because M-83 was not built and because
the planning department did not take our safety as a primary concern. Brink Rd is on the cusp of the
Germantown and Gaithersburg Master Plan and absolutely no thought has been given to this road but it
has by default become the primary road used to get cross county. A road that was NEVER designed to
house this much traffic nor specified a safe road due to the curves, hilly topography, no shoulders, no
turn lanes, two-lane road without curbs, a bridge, and a heavily pedestrian-crossed road at the Great
Seneca Valley Stream Park.

While | understand TAME and the Village are the biggest advocates for taking M-83 off the books of the
Master Plan and they have the money and advocacy to support it and | am only one person, | urge you to
recommend BUILDING and KEEPING the MidCounty Highway Extended (“M-83) in the current Master
Plan of Highways and Transitways, 20224 Technical update during your deliberations and discussions and
final vote transmittal to the Montgomery County Council.

The proposed M83 highway would remove defaulted traffic from secondary roads that were never
intended to capacitate this level of traffic. M83 was designed to implement a safe traffic pattern at high
level of egress between the current intercounty connector and UpCounty. UpCounty infrastructure has
been a second thought for Montgomery County planners, and we are now under duress from not having
this primary road infrastructure in place. The climate, pollution to our community environment, and
noise pollution have taken away our once peaceful enjoyment and our pursuit of happiness.

M83 highway’s retention in the Master Plan of Highways and Transitways invites its future construction
which will:

Decrease the level of accidents on the default use of Brink Road while also decreasing the severity
of the accidents due to the topography that does not promote higher speed traffic and turns and the
volume of traffic

It would use the property that has already been set aside by the county and communicated to all
residents near this land without taking over other property that was never intended to be part of the
road right away.

Take advantage of turn lanes already built in Clarksburg/Germantown to gain access to M-83
where traffic currently is diverted down Brink Rd.

Reduce the destruction of significant natural resources and habitats—woodlands, floodplains,
wetlands, stream systems, forested slopes, residential property--that are critical for climate resilience
and quality of life for County residents — by reducing traffic over a dilapidating bridge and allowing safe
pedestrian egress in Great Seneca Valley Stream Park rather than diminishing the natural resources
available to us currently due to dangerous traffic

Increase traffic flow similarly and consistently to the current intercounty connector services,
understanding that the planning board will again place their best efforts to reduce the severity of
existing parks as they did on the current intercounty connector
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Increase in air quality and excessive pollution that community residents have had to endure since
M-83 has not been built in the Goshen area.

The Montgomery County Council’s 2017 Resolution (No. 18-957, Transportation Solutions for Northwest
Montgomery County) prohibits the use of the proposed M83 highway in Master Plans, land development
projects, and for addressing future roadway capacity needs and regional traffic movements. The 2017
Resolution nullifies and negates M83’s utility in land use planning. The next logical step is to remove M83
from the Master Plan of Highways and Transitways.

| am not opposed to realistic alternatives to the proposed M83 highway and would encourage using my
position with UCAB to gain community insight and progress in identifying those alternatives using the
land set aside. But alternative Bus Rapid Transit on MD 355 to Clarksburg and MARC train service and
road enhancements alone will not solve the significant problems due to default traffic patterns that have
evolved to take the traffic that M-83 would have alleviated off secondary roads. Alternates proposed
destruction to our communities, and properties, increased pollution, and destruction to Great Seneca
Valley Stream Park.

yet we have been burdened with a lack of planning and building of the infrastructure in the Master Plan
we all bought into when buying our properties. M83 road system needs to be built. Period. It can’t be
taken off the books. Don’t kid the residents and drivers or yourselves — it simply will not be enough
unless this interconnector is built.

Instead of doing away with the M83 highway, please focus on the people who have been burdened by
the lack of planning and building of the road infrastructure, and who continue to endure the default
traffic migration that would otherwise used M-83. The delay in building this road (or the concept of even
taking it away) has already made our lives and community lacking in peace and safety, landscape-
dissenting, escalated pollution (both with climate and noise) which are against transportation policies
set, for back communities that are not front and center with 270 and 355, but yet take the burden of
displaced traffic.

Building new infrastructure and transportation systems congruently with public transportation on main
arteries is the essence of smart growth and sound planning for our future. Future planning should not
occur without this important road built or more lives and damage to property will occur with unsafe
traffic migration onto our community roads. Please fulfill your role as planning LEADERS for Montgomery
County and endorse the building of the M83 highway in the Master Plan of Highways and Transitways.

Sincerely,

Christel Bivens

21026 Blunt Road
Germantown, MD 20876
240-988-0819
cbivens@gmail.com
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Subject: M-83

[EXTERNAL EMALIL] Exercise caution when opening attachments, clicking links, or
responding.

I live about 100 ft from the M-83 route, in Walker's Choice/Normandie II. A family next door
plays joyfully with their children in that space. Another neighbor sits on her porch chatting with
her extended family. The woods is thick; the deer and rabbits and groundhogs live happily there.
Please get this monstrosity out of the planning documents. Thank you.

— Jill Groce
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Subject: Removal of Snowden Farm Parkway Extended (MID COUNTY HIGHWAY EXTENDED, M-83 9A
)

Good Afternoon;
My name is Ann Smith. Today | write to you as an individual whose concern is the technical update to the Master

plan of highways and transit.| submitted a letter during the 2018 technical update as well. Today |
speak only about the removal of Snowden Farm Parkway Extended as any road, not just a
boulevard.

The removal of Snowden Far Boulevard Extended will help the Montgomery County Department of Transportation.
The prior director chose the 9-A alternative from the mid county corridor study of alternatives because no better
alternative was provided. There are over twenty alternatives that could have been reviewed, eleven were chosen,
with a final review of four. None included transit. The application to the USACE expired, and there has been no
build.

US Army Corp of Engineers can only permit the Least Environmentally Damaging Practicable Alternative (LEDPA)
and a permit cannot be issued if a Practicable Alternative exists that would have less adverse impacts on the
aquatic ecosystem” 404(b)1

To be practicable, a huge amount of mitigation credits would be used thus preventing other projects. To be
practicable, it should not have significant environmental consequences to wildlife and PEOPLE. This specific policy
at issue, the continuation of the 9-A alternative in the MPOHT has caused adversity among local areas of
Montgomery County. Regional Disparity creates inequalities between different regions within an area. To name
just one, “Inter regional income equality is at its highest point in a century”( Kenny * Storper 2020). The reduction
of geographic area from the four alternatives in the ARDS study to the Preferred Alternative Concept Mitigation
plan eliminated the dilution of income, racial, land-mass and financial equivalences, and places 9A in the area most
negatively affected by this road. Mitigations that have been done, their credits can only be used for one project.

A resolution to have future master plans not include 9A in development made sense because most of the Right of
Way in this Extension is Parkland. A technical Update of MPOHT in 2018 was necessary to create
consistency of roads, but this MPOHT technical update is issued its previous technical update
as precedent. A Boulevard was not reviewed in the mid county corridor study, and it has a
larger footprint.

| believe that the Department of Transportation at this time would benefit from the removal of this road extension
completely. The difficulty to make a practicable alternative out of the Most environmentally damaging alternative,
and have it approved by the EPA is difficult because LEDPA was not chosen., Mitigation credits can be used
elsewhere.. NEPA review and Regional Disparity are not improved by this proposed road. The county DOT has
multiple options open to them than ever before.

Sincerely,

Ann Smith
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| great Seneca Stream as a utility that is more important than another road in moco. Enclosed is a map
of it & also a recent study being done by the army corp of engineers in Baltimore. Please consider this ad
a positive reason for removing the remaining sections of a poorly perceived road running up hill &
parallel to our largest stream & a great water source.

ATRwE I |
e
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Ann Smith
November 17, 2024
Individual Resident of Stedwick Homes Corporation MV

Dear MCP-Chair and Planning Board:

Removal of the Remaining M-83 will help the Montgomery
County Department of transportation(MCDOT), and all
residents of Clarksburg, Gaithersburg and Germantown.

In the Prior Army Corp of Engineers application, the MCDOT
chosen Alternative 9A of the mid-county corridor study was
not the Least Environmental Damaging Practicable
Alternative:, interagency disagreements were written
concerning proposed actions that pointed-out unsatisfactory
environmental effects. 9A area in the preferred alternative
concept mitigation revealed that the people most affected had
the smallest land mass, smallest incomes, highest minority
and were the least likely to benefit from another road in their
congested area. Blohm Park was used as a concept of
mitigation, not mentioning other significant mitigation point
requirements. Transit was not included in the study . The
Clarksburg Master Plan required transit.

The supplement to the Environmental Impact Statement was
required because there was substantial significance of
adverse effects. The supplemental study had two with, and
one without the M-83. Scenario 1 without the M-83 had similar
efficiencies in improved capacity to one other alternative in the
supplement, and was lessenvironmentally damaging and
practicable alternative. Scenario 1 has been pursued with
transit on Md 355. A few intersections have been upgraded
since 2017 when the Resolution was initiated for future master
plans not to include the M83 in development of new/updated
local master plans. Now the request to remove the 9A from
the master plan of highways and transit ways is being
discussed. The cost prohibitive nature of 9A and Transit
prevents Scenario 2 & 3 of the Supplemental Study
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In a report from the TAME Coalition there were 20+ options
from a present or prior CIP within the area East of I-270! The
two Eastern Road Arterials currently exist (MD 355 & MD
115) which run parallel to 1270 to the East! There is no need
for a third parallel road. Just south of the mid-county corridor
study Md 200 and Route 124 could connect via Muncaster
Mill, go past the Montgomery County Airport & relieve some
clarksburg traffic. The new Stewardtown road extended
could meet Middlebrook road with only one bridge. Both of
these intersection improvements could be included. In the
research for intersection improvements.: Bridge improvements
should be considered. Three new bridges for 9A is not
realistic when the area has at least five existing bridges that
need upgrades. Better existing bridges are infrastructure
improvements we can do to help drivers.

| believe the Scenario1 of the Supplemental report with
careful intersection, bridge, and transit improvements will help
the county as we improve capacity within our budget and
constraints in the coming years. | am excited about the input
from the school system to identify the most critical
components of each area. We may even be able to get grant
and federal assistance with this well conceived plan to move
forward. Montgomery county department of transportations’
work over the years does lead to removal of M-83 in favor of
transit on 355 with intersection improvements throughout the
eastern corridor, while keeping MD355 and MD 115 the
eastern connectors.



Attachment B: Written Testimony

This is an old testimony, fyi

Still relevant, but before the chosen alternative or supplemental study.
Ann Smith

PS. I am no longer on the board for SCWP

M-83 Public Hearing for M-NCPPC-Nov.21, 2013
Dear Chairwoman Carrier and Commissioners:

| want to promote intergenerational ecologic and economic planning that work
together. That is why | am supporting TAME Coalition. They don’t want to push the
damage that would be caused by the proposed M-83 highway onto anyone else,
whether it be our children or our neighbors downstream.

| feel that our county’s infrastructure is in jeopardy. We do not have to keep this
highway plan that will cost well over $350 million. We do need money that should
continue improving infrastructure. Right now the average daily consumption for the
WSSC is 70 gallons of water per person daily. If the current county population grows as
predicted by 2025 Montgomery County will need 160 million gallons every day! We will
not be able to provide for that population without excellent planning.

What impacts our water quality is impervious surface runoff. My home and work
is located near Great Seneca Creek. Scientists, like myself, have solid evidence that
the amount of water runoff into any creek is proportional to the amount of pavement in
that area. Increased pavement runoff translates into flooding risks and water quality
risks. The index of biological integrity (IBl) is a measure of stream health, and that
health is determined by the amount of water that absorbs into the ground. Tree roots
absorb water, and the trees also act as sound and pollution buffers between
neighborhoods. A stream requires a large buffer. If the proposed M83 highway is not
developed, the current buffer will remain unpaved. We will be able to keep the index of
biological integrity at the level it is now (See Pie Graph attached).

As one of nine watershed groups in Montgomery County, Seneca Creek
Watershed Partners, of which | am president, is diligently working with private
landowners to promote rain gardens and rain barrel programs. These programs are all

being developed by Montgomery County DEP to slow runoff. We are trying to support
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the county by educating the public about reducing impervious surface area and runoff,
and only ask that you model this by not adding impervious surfaces to the parklands.
While each individual we reach can take small steps toward reducing runoff, you, the

Planning Board, can have a major impact in an area that affects many individuals by not

granting right-of-way for M-83 through the parkland. Seneca Creek Watershed Partners

would like to wholeheartedly promote the county as an example to its residents of
sustainable water management practices, so that we can feel we are all working
together.

| have looked at a lot of agendas that the Montgomery County Planning Board
has worked on, and | have attended several recent public hearings. | notice that a lot of
decisions on development are somewhat small scale. | also see a lot of zoning codes
being altered. You have a lot of control over the pace and patterns of development, and
| urge you to implement big changes to our infrastructure that will truly improve the
quality of life for generations to come. Water is a vital component of quality of life, and
nothing will be gained by making infrastructure changes that lower its quality. It is true
that the people in Clarksburg need a town center desperately. They are already in
direct line with the existing stores at Neelsville Shopping Center in Germantown, but
need a super-fast transit system to get there. Gaithersburg has Lake Forest shopping
mall that is not well utilized; many apartment dwellers and homeowners already use
public transit to get there. Perhaps we could provide better access to these areas that
are already paved!

| hope today you will see that the TAME Coalition is one group trying to lead the
county in a good direction. Please consider their smart growth proposals. There are a
lot of lives at stake when the future is not considered properly. Ecologic and economic
planning need to work together. What was acceptable for development in the 60’s, is
not acceptable for this generation in 2013.

Ann Smith, President

Seneca Creek Watershed Partners
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Jan 9, 2025 Public Hearing for MPOHT Technical Update

Ann Smith
10760 Wayridge Drive Montgomery Village, Md.

Dear MCP-Chair;

The proposed location of this now-nonexistent M83 boulevard is where our
drinking water is sourced. It was the one of eleven Alternatives from the Mid
County Corridor Study required Water of the US permit through the USACE and
MDE. A public hearing was in 2013. The application expired for a preferred
Alternative 9A (m83) because it had an unmet requirement that it be the LEDPA
and did not resolve NEPA equality issues. Please remove M-83 from the MPOHT
technical update.

In the 1960’s, planners drew M-83 along a steep hill parallel to Great Seneca
Creek, cutting through wetlands, meadows and an interior forest. At that time,
many roads in Montgomery County did the same: Sligo Creek Parkway, Beach
Drive, and Davis Mill Road. However today (2025) road plans such as these have
been shown to have detrimental effects to the streams, rivers and Chesapeake
Bay.

The Department of Transportation has laid the groundwork for “Complete
Streets” with transit and other transportation throughout the county without
this damage. Complete streets reduce auto sprawl; M-83 promotes it. By
resolution, the M83 can no longer be considered for development calculations.
This makes sense because its location is in parks, and open space dedications. All
the existing East county connectors (Routes 27,115,355,124,270,108) have been
minimized and create terrible traffic jams thus creating pressure to build this
non existing Road M-83.

However The Complete Streets plan by MCDOT does embrace right of way,
transit, sidewalks and safety. Complete streets deliver more equitable
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opportunities. Complete streets must be taken seriously and fully implemented
in this area so that people will drive less because it's both safe and convenient to
walk, bike and/or ride transit. Currently, the capacity to move people is impaired
for all.

Even complete streets being built have approved amendments that shrink their
capacity. For example, area connector Stewardtown Road, currently under
construction, is supposed to have transit, which has inexplicably been removed
from the design. Squeezing in this road without transit reduces it to something
other than a complete street.. An unsafe bike path on Watkins Mill Road forces
riders into dangerous intersections. This Road is supposed to be a boulevard,
but it has been diminished. These two examples have a road definition in theory,
but in action they are structurally constricted.

In conclusion, I believe The Complete Streets need to be applied as defined to
reduce stress on existing roads. We need to heed results from agencies whose
laws indicated that M-83 ( Alt 9A) is not practicable. Thus the mid county
corridor study defaulted to the no- build alternative, and the Complete Streets
has replaced it for our path forward. Please remove the M-83 from the Technical
MPOHT.
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Ann Smith
10760 Wayridge Drive
20886

The question to remove the M83 or not Influences the people adjacent to the proposed road. Isn’t there
supposed to be written notification to them? isn’t this supposed to be also written in Spanish?
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Postponing? Are you doing a count?
What is the procedural process for this?
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ID: 120
Dayspring Church Earth Ministry



Attachment B: Written Testimony

Montgomery County Planning Board
Public Hearing for
Master Plan of Highways and Transitways
September 12, 2024

Good evening, my name is Alexandra Nelligan and | am speaking on behalf of Dayspring Church.
Dayspring is a retreat center in Germantown located on 206 acres of land, holding a rich mosaic of
woodlands, meadows, ponds, and stream valleys. | grew up running around this land, playing in the
creek with my sisters and peers, and learning about nature and my connection to the Earth. I've
attended many silent retreats here, and have had the deep pleasure of getting to witness countless
people coming from all across the county, state, and beyond to retreat to a place of solitude and rest
that is available at Dayspring. It always brings me great joy to hear the impact that this land has on
folks. They share that they didn’t realize how important it was for them to have time in nature, and that
they didn’t realize places like this still existed in the area - looking forward to returning many more
times to take care of their health.

For the past five years, I've been working with young children with various special needs, and bringing
them out into nature has been pivotal for their well being. It's challenging finding places with plenty of
space for them to run around and play and explore, away from the sounds and smells of traffic or
perfectly manicured neighborhoods. Dayspring has been a sanctuary to these children, allowing for a
deep nervous system reset that | don’t see in any of the other activities | do with them - even outdoor
playground time. Each time, their parents share that it feels like a different child returning home, one
who is more regulated, can sleep better, and has more attention span in school the next day. | remark
at the power of nature’s effect on our bodies and how much it helps us to truly feel well. | feel deep
gratitude for the access to this locally through Dayspring.

I am here to request that the Montgomery County Planning Board remove and eliminate the proposed
Midcounty Highway Extended/M-83, that runs directly through the forest that borders Dayspring. If
this plan were to be put into effect, it would destroy the untouched mature forest and wild
environment here in a way that cannot be reversed. It would destroy the sanctuary that is Dayspring,
that is this cherished touchpoint into rest and reset in nature for so many. This is one of the few
places left in our county where people have access to this kind of nature, and is a saving grace for
myself and so many | know to be able to continue living in this area in a well way that is so rapidly
being built up everywhere. At each retreat | attend, | share with my fellow retreatants the potential of
this highway being built, and am met with horror, and deep grief at the possibility. | get a similar
response from my friends and peers my age, who ponder moving away from the area to have access
to more nature. Dayspring is such an important place in countless people’s lives. And the people are
watching, wanting to trust that their leaders will take care of the Earth that they claim they want to
protect.

Thank you for your time,
Alexandra Nelligan

102 Bluff Terrace
Silver Spring, MD 20902
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Re: MPOHT Hearing on November 14
Dear Montgomery County Planning Board Chair:

| signed up to testify at the MPOHT hearing on November 14 on behalf of our
organization, Dayspring Church Earth Ministry.

Attached are
(a) The text of my testimony for the hearing to be placed in the public record
(b) one image that | would like projected when | call for it during my testimony.

Sincerely yours,

Jim Hall

for Dayspring Church Earth Ministry
11203 Neelsville Church Road
Germantown, Md 20876
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Testimony for the Hearing at the Montgomery County Planning Board to consider
taking M-83 out of the Master Plan of Highways, November 14, 2024

My name is Jim Hall and | live at 11203 Neelsville Church in Germantown, where | have been a
part of the Dayspring community for the past 18 years, and part of the church community that
owns Dayspring for over 50 years.

| first presented testimony about the proposed M-83 highway at a hearing before the County
Council 35 years ago when Neil Potter was on the Council and about to become our County
Executive. At that hearing | showed a series of slides of Dayspring Creek while playing music
taken from a creek gurgling its way gently over stones and ledges toward the sea, offering a little
pause in the often contentious nature of hearings about this proposed highway.

| recall that Neil Potter responded by saying that he very much appreciated that little pause!

Over the years I've offered testimony outlining many reasons why this proposed highway should
not be built, and how the intent to provide an excellent quality of life for our people in
Montgomery County, including those living in the up-county area, can be well served by transit
and by preserving as much natural space near residential areas as possible.

Today | want to return to where | started 35 years ago, and speak for the creek valleys,
wetlands, and old forests, whose offering of beauty, peace, and tranquility would be lost if this
proposed highway were built. Today, | want to share a poem, some stories, and a dream.

When it comes to finding the healing and the wisdom we need for our troubled time, who can
guide us better than our poets, people like Wendell Berry. | think all of us somewhere deep
inside can resonate with these words of his in his poem, The Peace of Wild Things:

When despair for the world grows in me

and | wake in the night at the least sound

in fear of what my life and my children’s lives may be,

| go and lie down where the wood drake

rests in his beauty on the water, and the great heron feeds.
| come into the peace of wild things
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who do not tax their lives with forethought

of grief. | come into the presence of still water.
And | feel above me the day-blind stars
waiting with their light. For a time

| rest in the grace of the world, and am free.

Over the past 30 years we have had the privilege and joy to take many children to the creek
valley. Here is a photograph of some of them by the creek.

Some of the children called themselves the “creek group.” They picked up trash; they checked
water quality by sampling macroinvertebrates living in the creek-bed. Sometimes they just sat
quietly and listened to the creek. They wrote poems. They wrote letters on behalf of the creek
to the County Executive and County Council. One of the girls even testified at a hearing before
the County Council.
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| have a dream for our people and our land in this county.

| dream of a time when we will live well, seeking and finding the wisdom we need from the
natural world around us -- from creeks and stream valleys, from deep forests and bright
meadows, filled with the music of birds and the chattering of squirrels.

| dream of a time when we will all know the peace of wild things, when we will all know the
sense of wonder that Rachel Carson said would be, “an unfailing antidote against the boredom
and disenchantments of later years ... the alienation from the sources of our strength.”

| dream of a time when our children and their children will delight in playing along creeks and
streams that run clear and are full of life.

| dream of the restoration and preservation of the landscape by the people and the restoration
and preservation of the people by the landscape.

May we do all we can to make space for this dream to unfold, by ensuring that the natural areas
that remain in this county are protected from the construction of new highways.

Thanks for listening.
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Planning Board MPOHT Public Testimony
Maurice Miles, Dayspring Church
January 9, 2025

I’m Maurice Miles. I’'m here today to speak for Dayspring Church in
Germantown. My wife and | have been members of Dayspring Church
home for 40-plus years. We were attracted to this beautiful ecumenical
place with its landscape of beautiful ponds, trees, paths and wildlife
that remind us of God’s creation. That is why I’'m fighting for keeping
Dayspring and the adjacent forests intact. We have found a home in
this place, and we will stay here until our time is over. If this place was
taken, you would be taking part of my home.

| became involved in Montgomery County politics way back in the 1960s
as a parent/co-chairman under the Title One Program. Later, | was
appointed to the Montgomery County Central Committee and then
elected for a total of 8 years, which included being appointed to the
Maryland State Central Committee. | was also a Precinct Chairman for
State District 39.

After being involved in politics and helping candidates through their
campaigns, | was encouraged to become a candidate for state senate in
2001, and so | threw my hat into the ring. | gave them a good run for
their money.
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Also in the 1960s, Montgomery County made a decision to join in the
movement of Urban Renewal. I've corrected that word to Urban
Removal. The story we were told in Emory Grove was not true.
Communities became divided under the pretense of a better quality of
life; we were promised we could come back, but we couldn’t afford it.

This kind of decision-making continues today, and here we are talking
about the M83 Highway. Citizens have been told that M83 will benefit
them. That’s what keeps M83 in the plan. The road will financially
benefit the construction companies who will bulldoze through poor and
low-income neighborhoods, and cut down and destroy all the beauty in
the forest on Dayspring Church.

I’'ve said many times, and will continue to say that “All Politics is Local.”
Meaning that we must understand that what goes on in our community
is something you must live with every day. Your quality of life and
pursuit of happiness depends on where we stand on the political ladder.
Some say they don’t want to be involved in politics. Are you telling me
then that you are not concerned about your air quality, your water
guality, your health-care needs, your criminal justice systems? Politics,
whether you like it or not, plays a major role in our daily lives.

To me, that earth-crushing M83 Highway would be devastating, life-
quality changing, a disaster. It needs to be removed from the Master
Plan of Highways and Transitways.

Thank you.
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ID: 121
Deborah Sarabia
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Dear Montgomery County Planning Board Chair Harris and members of the Planning Board:

| am commenting on the Master Plan of Highways and Transitways Technical Update (MPOHT), as an
individual stakeholder with a great vested interest and concern for Montgomery County’s natural
environment, and in support of TAME and Seneca Creek Watershed Partners.

Seneca Creek watershed is the largest watershed in Montgomery County. It is bearing the brunt of
development and a dense road network. Numerous wetlands and important tributary and headwater
streams have been degraded or are threatened by roads in the MPOHT including Little Seneca Creek, Ten
Mile Creek, Cabin Branch, Dayspring Creek, Wildcat Branch and Little Seneca Lake, a drinking water

supply.

Highways have significant effects on forests, wetlands, grasslands, streams, air quality, surface and
groundwater quality, ecological communities, habitats, terrestrial and aquatic life, and of course climate.
New and wider roads worsen water quality with sediment, nutrients, road salt chlorides, trash, invasive
plants, light pollution, noise, and PAHs. Roads degrade the experience of greenways and trails.

We must be extremely careful and rational when planning and building roads. Some of the roads in the
MPOHT are not careful or rational and do not serve county interests. As noted on p. 17 of the MPOHT
public hearing draft, technical revisions to the MPOHT include removal of roads. We should repurpose
existing roads to move people, not just cars; and eliminate from all master plans proposed roads that do
not serve us or protect our resources.

Little Seneca Creek in North Germantown Greenway Park near the alignment of Observation Drive
Extended. Photo by D. Sarabia 2023.
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Specifically, | urge the Planning Board to remove the following roads from the MPOHT:

1.

Dorsey Mill Road Bridge is a I-270 overpass, road widening and transit station project that
should be removed. It is 4-lane, 150- foot ROW, 330-foot long project designed to serve housing
developers. It would remove 3-4 acres of forest and open space. A cemetery would even have to
be moved.

“Staff recommends that the Dorsey Mill Road Bridge becomes an iconic feature in Germantown
that achieves placemaking goals” and “resonates at the pedestrian scale.”
DorseyMillRoadMandatoryReferralStaffReport12-17-15Final_001.pdf
(montgomeryplanningboard.org) But walking next to a busy road is never pleasant. The nearby
Watkins Mill interchange was likewise pitched, but it destroyed 30+ acres of forest and ended up
an overbuilt eyesore. Dorsey Mill and Little Seneca bridges might have the same result. East-west
connection is important. But the proposed crossing is only 1800 feet north of Ridge Rd
interchange, so the need for this 4-lane road crossing is unclear. It should be redesigned as a
nonmotorized multi use path that people will enjoy using, and with a far more reasonable
footprint.

Proposed Observation Drive Extended and Little Seneca Parkway extended should be revised
and/or removed. The proposed 4-lane divided highways have a minimum 150 foot ROW and a
Limit of Disturbance up to 250 feet wide and would bring traffic noise, light pollution, road salt
pollution, and trash. The roads would run through mature hardwood upland and bottomland
Priority 1 forests, North Germantown Greenway Park, wetlands, floodplains, FIDS bird habitat,
conservation easements, historic and archaeological sites, 25% steep slopes and across Little
Seneca Creek. Specific impacts are 23 acres of forest, 65 specimen trees, 3 stream crossings, and
a 550-foot bridge over Little Seneca Creek and its wetlands. Water quality in Little Seneca Creek
is already impaired by chlorides and sediment (MDE 2011 TMDL) and will worsen. According to
community feedback, residents want to protect forest and water quality, want more bike and
hiking trails, and most comments were opposed to Observation Drive Extended -Clarksburg
Gateway Sector Plan Community Feedback Report (montgomeryplanningboard.org)

The existing Comsat Drive should be utilized as the alignment for Observation Drive extended. It
is unnecessary to build a new parallel alignment. The southern section from Waters Discovery to
Old Baltimore Road would replace a mature forest with a 4-lane highway, and should also be
removed. The existing Observation Drive should dead end into a new trailhead through North
Germantown Greenway Park.

Mid County Highway Extended, M-83, or Snowden Farm Parkway Extended is a proposed 4-6
lane highway from Intercounty Connector (ICC) to Clarksburg. It is obsolete and should be
removed from the MPOHT. The 5.2-mile section from Montgomery Village Ave to Ridge Rd in
Clarksburg is entirely within the Seneca watershed. M-83 threatens Natural Resources: wetlands,
streams, floodplains, forests, and farmlands; Cultural Resources: historic properties and
anticipated prehistoric and historic archeological sites; and Community Resources: parks,
schools, churches. | support TAME’s comments to remove M-83 from the MPOHT.

M-83 would fragment the high quality interior forest and create new “edge effects” along the
remaining forest fragments which are detrimental to forest interior dependent/dwelling species


https://montgomeryplanningboard.org/agenda/2015/documents/DorseyMillRoadMandatoryReferralStaffReport12-17-15Final_001.pdf
https://montgomeryplanningboard.org/agenda/2015/documents/DorseyMillRoadMandatoryReferralStaffReport12-17-15Final_001.pdf
https://montgomeryplanningboard.org/wp-content/uploads/2024/02/CGSP-Community-Feedback-Report-Final.pdf
https://montgomeryplanningboard.org/wp-content/uploads/2024/02/CGSP-Community-Feedback-Report-Final.pdf
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of birds (FIDS). The remaining forest in Great Seneca Stream Valley Park and in the North
Germantown Greenway would be unable to support as many species of FIDS

M-83 would result in a direct and permanent loss of habitat for the 8 amphibian species found
within the highway’s footprint and would directly destroy forested breeding wetlands on the
floodplain of the North Germantown Tributary and the Brandermill Tributary. M-83 would sever
ecological connectivity across the landscape and compromise the long-term viability of
amphibian populations.

M-83 would impact three significant habitat types: bedrock outcrops, wetlands, and glades. Up
to 50 uncommon or rare plant species that occur in these habitats were documented in the M-
83 study area.

In 2013, Montgomery County Planning Dept concluded that “The Master Plan alignment (8 and
9) with an approximate 180-ft. wide limit of disturbance would have a potentially calamitous
impact to resources described above. These alignments bisect three of the largest biodiversity
areas in the County.” ITEM9FinalStaffReport_111413.pdf (montgomeryplanningboard.org)

4. |support SCWP’s comments to not widen Riffle Ford Road.

5. |support Planning Dept’s suggested removal of Roberts Tavern Drive and 355 Clarksburg
Bypass. These unnecessary 4-lane highways would run through forest, wetlands, forests,
streams, and steep slopes and not provide any meaningful benefits.

Thank you for your attention.

Deborah Sarabia

209 Saybrooke View Dr
Gaithersburg MD 20877
240-778-5430


https://www.montgomeryplanningboard.org/agenda/2013/documents/ITEM9FinalStaffReport_111413.pdf
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Dear Chair Harris and Commissioners,

This is my in-person statement at the public hearing on January 9, 2025. Please add this to the
comment record for proposed removal of Mid-County Highway from the Master Plan of Highways
and Transitways.

| cannot express enough my opposition to the M-83 Highway Extended.

When | moved to Montgomery County 10 years ago, | was delighted to discover the Seneca
Greenway Trail, an easily accessible natural respite from daily city life. You might imagine how
stunned | was to find out this refuge was threatened by the proposed M-83!

For a good sense of what the impact would be, | encourage you to walk the affected section of the
Seneca Greenway in the 461-acre Great Seneca Stream Valley Park Unit #1. Start at Frederick Road
and walk north one-quarter mile, then the road noise is replaced by the sound of birds, wind in the
trees, and flowing streams. But, if M-83 were built, the only thing you would hear is traffic. An
enormous bridge would cross Seneca Creek, then the highway would parallel the trail north before
barreling through the North Germantown Stream Valley Park. Floodplains, wetlands and forests
would be lost, you could never escape the noise, and 3 miles of the trail experience would be
ruined.

In the 1960’s, when M83 was conceived, there was no EPA, gas contained lead, and highways were
run through landscapes (and neighborhoods) that the officials considered expendable. Today, we
know the impacts of our road building compulsion, and our transportation policy must evolve.

Park land, open space, clean air and water are part of the public trust. | am calling on you to protect
these. | ask you to cancel M-83.

Thank you for your attention.
Deborah Sarabia, M. En.

209 Saybrooke View Drive

Gaithersburg MD 20877
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ID: 128
Howard County Department of Planning and Zoning
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HowarRD CouNTY DEPARTMENT OF PLANNING AND ZONING
3430 Court House Drive B Ellicott City, Maryland 21043 B 410313-2350
Lynda D. Bisenberg, AICP, Director FAX 410-313-3467

September 3, 2024

Jason K. Sartori

Director, Montgomery Planning
M-NCPPC

2425 Reedie Drive, Floor 14
Wheaton, MD 20902

Re: Review of the Public Hearing Draft of the Montgomery County Master Plan of Highways and Transitways — 2024
Technical Update

Mr. Sartori,

Thank you for the opportunity to review and comment on the Public Hearing Draft of the Montgomery County Master
Plan of Highways and Transitways — 2024 Technical Update. The Howard County’s Department of Planning and Zoning
{DPZ) and Office of Transportation (OOT], the two County agencies responsible for implementing regional land use and
transportation policies, have reviewed the draft plan.

DPZ is the County agency responsible for the implementation of HoCo By Design, Howard County’s comprehensive plan.
HoCo By Design, adopted in 2023, is a long-range, visionary decument that outlines how and where the County should
develop and grow as it adjusts to evolving economic, environmental, and social conditions over the next 20 years. The
Plan responds to the shifting demographics in Howard County, regional growth, and changes in development priorities
and community goals. It also identifies policy goals for future planning efforts and implementation actions both for Howard
County and for the region. OOT provides management oversight of the County’s interest and investment in the Central
Maryland regional fixed route and paratransit services operated by the Regional Transportation Agency (RTA). OOT
additionally leads the County’s initiatives in transportation demand management (TDM); bicycle and pedestrian planning,
programs and projects; long range regional and local transportation planning; and review of private and public-sector land
development plans.

QOur combined County review of the Master Plan of Highways and Transitways — 2024 Technical Update had a particular
focus on the border with Howard County or areas in which Howard and Montgomery's transportation priorities align.
Below are the specific comments from Howard County:

Transitways: Howard and Montgomery Counties are collaborating to extend the Flash service from Montgomery
County to Downtown Columbia. As a result, Howard County is interested in enhancing and supporting transit
operations along the entire US 29 corridor and supports adding Castle Boulevard between Briggs Chaney Road
and Spring Club Place as a transitway

Roads: Howard County has reviewed the proposed target speed assignments for roads that cross between Howard
and Montgomery Counties and does not see any significant issues with the proposed target speeds and existing
limits for sections in Howard County. However, as part of the upcoming countywide transportation master plan,
Howard County will consider better aligning any proposed target speeds developed during the plan process.

Howard County Government, Calvin Ball County Executive www.howardcountymd.gov
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Thank you for the opportunity to review and provide comments on the Draft Master Plan of Highways and Transitways —
2024 Technical Update. If you have any guestions related to our comments, please contact David Cookson, Deputy
Administrator - Howard County Office of Transportation, at 410.313.3842,

Sincerely,

DocuSigned by: DocuSigned by:

Bisunbry @ml (sokson.

Lynﬁa Elsenbzferg, AICP, Director Davf&'ﬂgowsoﬁ: Deputy Administrator
Howard County Department of Planning and Zoning Howard County Office of Transportation
George Howard Building George Howard Building
3430 Court House Drive 3430 Court House Drive
Ellicott City, Maryland 21043 Ellicott City, Maryland 21043
410-313-2350 410-313-3842
oc: Mary Kendall, Deputy Director, Howard County Department of Planning and Zoning

Kristin O’Connor, Division Chief, Comprehensive and Community Planning, DPZ
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Dear Planning Board Chair Artie Harris, Vice Chair Mitra Podoeem, Commissioners Hendrick, Bartley, and
Linden,

Thank you for this opportunity to write about a needed action not in the 2024 Technical Update to the
Master Plan of Highways and Transitways.

When | moved to Montgomery Village, | had never heard of a Technical Update or the Master Plan of
Highways and Transitways.

Eventually | learned the MPOHT is an important tool when planning, managing and operating
Montgomery County Transportation Highway and Transitway circumstances. The Technical Update
helps address changes to improve Transportation circumstances.

Circumstances for me, like driving in traffic that increased the next time | drove to Bethesda for work
and volunteer activities. Over time traffic increased when | would drive to visit friends in Rockville. Later
on | noticed traffic started to take over Gaithersburg when | drove there to shop. Traveling south of
Montgomery Village took longer and there were more risks of vehicle accidents. | now drive locally
saving gas, risk of an accident with a potential auto repair and time.

As | made friends here in the Village, they were talking about over development in Montgomery County
and TAME's advocacy for less congested roads and more transit.

| started learning from the TAME Coalition, about even more local road issues affecting the Village.
Especially with proposed Midcounty Highway Extended (M-83). TAME is a very focused organization
when it comes to advocating for less congested roads and more transit.

1) The number one Transportation issue for me, is that the proposed M-83 highway in the MPOHT,
would turn Montgomery Village Avenue, a main access to Montgomery Village, into another traffic
signal bottleneck.

With TAME's help and guidance | started learning to monitor and research the proposed M-83
highway Route and it's other complex issues.

Below are examples that explain the other issues concerning the proposed M-83 highway: that |
either monitored, observed, researched, attended or experienced.

It seems M-83 highway started out in the 1960s, as a pencil line on a sketch for a roadway map to
expand Upcounty.

The person who drew the pencil line for M-83 Route in the 60s was unaware 2) that their pencil line
would drop into a deep stream valley; 3) that this line on paper would not get to the next community, 4)
that an elementary school would be built next to the M-83 Route and 5) that our Climate would warm-
up; causing harmful weather related issues to Montgomery County and the Mid-Atlantic region.

6) Since then, residential and commercial developments were rushed through Planning for auto-centric
community development, while pushing County expanslon north of the Beltway and up I-270.

Creating unmanaged stormwater runoff circumstances from neighborhoods, commercial properties
and proposed developments. Continually building impervious conditions for housing, retail, industrial,
office, commercial, roads, highways and parking lots.

7) That sketched roadway map evolved into the Master Plan of Highways and Transitways with the
pencil line for M-83 highway tucked in.
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8) Today, while M-83 lingers in the MPOHT, the proposed M-83 highway carries the threat of clear
cuttting a wide path through an old growth forest canopy, that would degrade the North Germantown
Greenway Park. In addition, the lingering M-83 in the MPOHT, carries with it the threat of a highway
dropping down into Great Seneca Stream Valley waterway.

9) Harmful impacts become evident along this 1960s pencil line, as harmful evidance accumulates. If M-
83 is left in MPOHT a future path might deiiver a broad brush highway next to an existing Elementary
School's playground in Montgomery Village.

This potential highway's development could bring unhealthy vehicle pollution, traffic noises and
accidents that could harm future school children in that school's playground. Currently, Montgomery
Village children can go outside to that playground and breath in fresh air while enjoying their recreation.

10) By 2016, the former Planning Board Staff and Leadership had been studying the proposed M-83
highway for fifteen years; yes 15 years. An outrageous investment of time, and money. Along with their
studying M-83 for single option Alternatives over those fifteen years.

11) Individuals, local leaders and concerned organizations, like TAME, continue raising awareness about
the proposed M-83's possible risks to the Germantown mature forest canopy and the risk of developing
a highway alongside the Montgomery Village/Gaithersburg section of Great Seneca waterway.

Risk of a flash flooding event over-powering a highway is possible, because the M-83 pencil line on
paper doesn't show the topography of the valley site. Nor does it show how the Route would drop down
into the Great Seneca Stream Valley waterway, an area that is highly susceptible to future flash flooding
events.

12) People today better understand the reality of what Climate Change is forcasting: more frequent
storms and heavier downpours; that will increase stream velocity and downstream flooding, along with
hotter summers.

Increasing Stormwater runoff drainage creates more flooding events that will exacerbate runoff from
those older residential and commercial development sites in Montgomery County; which have not been
compelled to establish stormwater management plans to reduce runoff.

Where increased growth's impervious surface stormwater runoff has the potential of putting
downstream communities at greater risk, going forward.

Sudden flash flood events raise safety risks to human life, because increasing stormwater turbity
downstream, adds an accumulative affect on stream erosion, property and road drainage.

13) As Climate Change predictions come true, increased stormwater runoff and/or flash flood
stormwater events (for the Montgomery Village area of the Great Seneca Stream Valley), the M-83
highway Route would be facing an accumulation of stormwater from seven tributaries of Great Seneca

Seven tributaries loaded with rushing stormwater dropping down onto the area proposed for the M-
83 highway Route, and if M-83 highway were constructed - that flash flood event could overtake cars.

This increased risks of flash flooding events provides another reason to remove M-83 highway Route
from the MPOHT.

Removing M-83 should be a priority. Especially for the new Planning Board and this County Council,
during the 2024 Technical Update to the MPOHT.

14) Estimated cost of proposed M-83 highway was at $1.3 billion dollars in 2016. This estmate did not
include the cost of building seven new bridges over seven tributaries of Great Seneca Stream Valley. Not
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to forget, all new highway construction cost estimates would be at today's interest rate and rate of
inflation.

15) The last M-83 Study delivered in 2016 was called a "Supplemental." Buried in it was another issue
discovered - that this proposed six-lane highway would harm three one lane communities, by a
requirement in the Supplement: that the M-83 highway must provide two way access and egress to the
three (different) one-lane communities. Inquires about this point did not get an explanation from the
MC DOT Director.

16) The TAME leadership learned from Rich Wilder an important fact, that a prior Montgomery County
Council had investigated the proposed M-83 highway decades before and that Council unanimously
decided not to proceed with it.

17) When | looked into the Montgomery County Transportation CIP, | found over 20 individual
transportation projects waiting.

TAME suggested: if a few of those CIP projects were combined they would better manage traffic flow
in Upcounty along existing roads, which would save the County millions of dollars and those multiple
projects could be completed In less time. This idea was suggested to the Council by TAME, and the
Council supplied the suggestion to MC DOT for implementation.

18) Several years ago, then Council Member Marc Elrich (current County Executive), was advocating for
a new Transit development concept - called the Bus Rapid Transit (BRT) System. On his own time, he
offered presentations about the benefits of the BRT to any agency or department team, who would
listen. | was at one of his presentations and listened in person, as an observer.

One BRT Route now in process is along 355 (called Flash BRT 355), and would benefit many
commuters living in Upcounty, by taking more drivers off the roads. Proving a BRT System to be more
practicable when combined with funding a few CIP projects for Upcounty area; Instead of going forward
with the proposed M-83 highway.

19) Finally, the former County Council came to a conclusion about the proposed M-83 highway (listed
below), in the 2017 Resolution (No. 18-957), and approved by the full Council.

Resolution: Prohibiting the use of proposed M-83 highway in Master Plans, land development
projects and for addressing future roadway capacity needs and regular traffic movements.

20) Along with Montgomery County Council Members, the Transportation Planning Board (TPB), of the
Metropolitan Washington Council of Governments (COG), removed the proposed M-83 higbway from its
long-range transportation plan (Visualize 2045),

They cited air quality violations and excessive pollution. Consequently making proposed M-83
highway ineligible for future federal funding.

21) It's time for this Planning Board to take action, in the form of a recommendation into the Technical
Update: To remove the proposed M-83 highway Route from the Master Plan of Highways and
Transitways - please feel free to reference any issues listed above.

This addition to the 2024 Technical Update steps closer to ending an outdated costly highway/2 way-
road/boulevard/pencil line relic from the 1960s.

Especially since two County Councils resolved not to proceed with it; the COG Members voted to
remove it from their long-range plan Visualize 2045; the Climate Change forecasted weather risks and
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harms if developed; and the combined CIP projects that were more practicable, with the BRT System
now in process.

In conclusion, | am urging you, the Planning Board to allow the recommendation to removal the
proposed M-83 highway as part of 2024 Technical Update's final document to the Coucil.

Hopefully, the Council will see the practicality of ending this ubiquitous proposed M-83 highway
Route from the MPOHT.

Appreciate your help and guidance in ending this relic, as an impracticable proposed M-83 highway. If
there are any questions | am available by email.

Sincerely, Edna Miller
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@ \CLIMATE COALITION

Montgomery County, MD
The Honorable Andrew Friedson, President

Montgomery County Council
100 Maryland Avenue
Rockville, MD 20815

May 17, 2024
Dear Council President Friedson and Councilmembers,

Climate Coalition Montgomery County is comprised of 20 organizations working for full
implementation of the Montgomery County Climate Action Plan. As such, we request that you act
immediately to tell the Planning Board to fully cancel proposed M83/Midcounty Highway
Extended from the Master Plan of Highways and Transitways. Removal of proposed M83 highway
is a crucial step toward achievement of our Greenhouse Gas (GHG) reduction and transit commitments,
and is necessary to protect residents from air pollution and heat emergencies already on the rise.

Canceling M83 and removing it from the Master Plan of Highways and Transitways (MPOHT) is a
crucial step for our climate response, because it appropriately moves us away from car-centered
planning and towards people-centric solutions such as Bus Rapid Transit on MD 355, affordable
housing in transit-served neighborhoods, and cost effective use of existing roadways. In contrast,
retaining M83 in master plans is de-facto support for continued expansion of the highway system - with
a majority of vehicles on the road continuing to burn fossil fuels until at least 2050.

The MPOHT is now undergoing revision by the Planning Department and Board. This Fall, the
Planning Board will send the proposed MPOHT revision package to the Council, expected to contain
“Complete Street” changes and roadway re-classifications. Removing M83 is a technical amendment to
the MPOHT, given that it’s already been removed from the Transportation Planning Board’s “Visualize
20507 list - and excluded from master plans after 2017. When Climate Coalition members asked
planning officials to include removal of M83 within the MPOHT revision package, the planners replied
that the Council, not the Planning Board, determines the scope of revisions to master plans. That’s
why we ask the Council to act immediately to tell the Planning Board to remove proposed M83
highway as part of the MPOHT revision package.

Under Council Resolution 18-957 enacted on 10/31/2017, M83 is prohibited from inclusion in master
plans from that date forward. But, as long as M83 remains in prior master plans, it can be built at
any time. That’s why this project is neither “dead” nor “dormant” as some have claimed. Proposed
M83 highway is frequently brought up during public master plan and transportation meetings; its
presence is a misguided distraction as we seek to improve Upcounty transit.

Forest Protection is Climate Justice for Upcounty Residents. Residents of Germantown,
Gaithersburg and Montgomery Village depend for their health upon the intact forest of North
Germantown Greenway Stream Valley Park and the other parks threatened by proposed M83 highway.
A hiker we met in Great Seneca Stream Valley Park, a resident of Montgomery Village, expressed
shock when told of County plans for M83, noting “This is the only green oasis in this part of the
county. Everyone I know likes to hike and bike here.” By acting now to remove M83 highway from the
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master plans, you’ll ensure that this greenway trail and irreplaceable forest continue to protect public
health through providing clean air, cool breezes, and time in nature.

Now is the time for the Council to act to remove proposed M83 from the master plans, and make
the course change required for climate justice and environmental protection in Montgomery County.
You’ll be joining decisionmakers across the country including in California, Colorado, and Indiana,
who recently canceled highway projects that threatened urban and rural communities. We look forward
to your considered response, and working with you to shift county resources into Bus Rapid Transit on
Route 355 and other transit programs.

Sincerely,

Climate Coalition Montgomery County member groups:

350 Montgomery County Maryland (350 MoCo)

Ask the Climate Question (ACQ)

Bethesda Green

Biodiversity for a Livable Climate

Cedar Lane Unitarian Universalist Environmental Justice Ministry
Chesapeake Climate Action Network

Elders Climate Action

Green Sanctuary Committee of the Unitarian Universalist Church of Silver Spring
Montgomery County - Faith Alliance for Climate Solutions (MCFACS)
Montgomery Countryside Alliance

Safe Healthy Playing Fields

Sugarloaf Citizens Association

The Climate Mobilization MoCo

Transit Alternatives to Midcounty Highway Extended (TAME) Coalition

Zero Waste Montgomery County

Individuals: Kit Gage
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N\ Montgomery County, MD

Hearing Date: September 12, 2024
Item: Master Plan of Highways and Transitways
Mailing Address of Commenter: 3102 Edgewood Road Kensington MD 20895

Chair Artie Harris and Planning Commissioners
2425 Reedie Drive, 14th Floor
Wheaton, MD 20902

September 10, 2024
Dear Chair Harris and Commissioners,

Climate Coalition Montgomery County is comprised of organizations and individuals working for full
implementation of the Montgomery County Climate Action Plan.* As such, we request that you act
immediately to remove proposed M83/Midcounty Highway Extended from the Master Plan of
Highways and Transitways. This master plan is up for review and revision this Fall by the Planning
Board and County Council. Removal of proposed M83 highway is a crucial step toward achievement of
our Greenhouse Gas (GHG) reduction and transit commitments, and is necessary to protect residents
from air pollution, flooding, and heat emergencies already on the rise.

Canceling M83 and removing it from the Master Plan of Highways and Transitways (MPOHT) is a
crucial step in our climate response, because it appropriately moves us away from car-centered
planning and towards people-centric solutions such as Bus Rapid Transit on MD 355, affordable
housing in transit-served neighborhoods, and cost-effective use of existing roadways. In contrast,
retaining M83 in master plans is de-facto support for further expansion of the highway system - with a
majority of vehicles on the road continuing to burn fossil fuels until at least 2050.

Forest protection is climate justice for Upcounty residents. Residents of Germantown, Gaithersburg and
Montgomery Village depend for their health upon the intact forest of North Germantown Greenway
Stream Valley Park and other parks now threatened by proposed M83 highway. By acting now to
remove M83 highway from the master plans, you’ll ensure that this forest will continue to protect
public health through providing cool, clean air; clean water; and recreation in nature.

Following its September 12, 2024 hearing, the Planning Board will send the proposed MPOHT revision
package to the Council, expected to contain “Complete Street” changes and roadway re-classifications.
Removing M83 is a technical amendment to the MPOHT, given that it’s already been removed from
the Transportation Planning Board’s “Visualize 2050 list - and excluded from master plans after 2017.

* Climate Coalition Montgomery County member groups who support removal of proposed M83 highway from the master
plans include: 350 Montgomery County Maryland (350 MoCo); Ask the Climate Question (ACQ); Bethesda Green;
Biodiversity for a Livable Climate; Cedar Lane Unitarian Universalist Environmental Justice Ministry; Chesapeake Climate
Action Network; Elders Climate Action; Green Sanctuary Committee of the Unitarian Universalist Church of Silver Spring
Montgomery County - Faith Alliance for Climate Solutions (MCFACS); Montgomery Countryside Alliance; Safe Healthy
Playing Fields; Sugarloaf Citizens Association; The Climate Mobilization MoCo; Transit Alternatives to Midcounty
Highway Extended (TAME) Coalition; Zero Waste Montgomery County.
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Under Council Resolution 18-957 enacted on 10/31/2017, proposed M83 highway is required to be
excluded from master plans from that date forward. But, as long as M83 remains in prior master
plans, it can be built at any time. That’s why this project is neither “dead” nor “dormant” as some
have claimed. Proposed M83 highway is frequently brought up during transportation meetings; its
presence in master plans is an obstacle that detours efforts to improve Upcounty transit. We therefore
ask you to include removal of the entirety of proposed M83 highway within the package of
proposed MPOHT revisions you will submit to the County Council.

Sincerely,

y@y@am& /[ / L QMMW |

Diane M. Cameron
for

Climate Coalition Montgomery County
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Catherine,

This video is for my testimony for the TAME Coalition, at the Master Plan of
Highways and Transitways, Sept 12th.
https://vimeo.com/1007735699/74bd91d8fc

It is to be included in the public record.

Please let me know that it is working.

| will be on zoom for the dry run/practice session this Wed, Sept 11th at 3pm.
Will wait to receive the link.

Margaret Schoap

Margaret Schoap, Organizer
240-581-0518

Diane Cameron
301-933-1210

Tim Goodfellow
301-466-9527

Deborah Sarabia
240-778-5430

Kathleen Bender
301-875-6778
http://www.tamecoalition.org/

TAME &

Transit Alternatives to Mid-County Highway Extended



https://nam11.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fvimeo.com%2F1007735699%2F74bd91d8fc&data=05%7C02%7CKaren.GouwsDewar%40montgomeryplanning.org%7C284adde3ccbf47096c0808dcd7e9da31%7Ca9061e0c24ca4c1cbeff039bb8c05816%7C0%7C0%7C638622646582012335%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C0%7C%7C%7C&sdata=f93HEG2%2BrjOQhtg2G7vBPThvMcgIrlWo5AcWodLsjCQ%3D&reserved=0
https://nam11.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=http%3A%2F%2Fwww.tamecoalition.org%2F&data=05%7C02%7CKaren.GouwsDewar%40montgomeryplanning.org%7C284adde3ccbf47096c0808dcd7e9da31%7Ca9061e0c24ca4c1cbeff039bb8c05816%7C0%7C0%7C638622646582025066%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C0%7C%7C%7C&sdata=Y5U9%2FNLh%2F1yui6fEOn8%2FxULBPSusAymE6goyzk3xYqc%3D&reserved=0
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,ME @ Hearing Date: September 12, 2024

- . . . Item: Master Plan of Highways & Transitways, 2024 Update
Transit Alternatives to Mid-County Highway Extended Address of commenter: 11301 Neelsville Church Road

Germantown, MD 20876

August 26, 2024

Dear Planning Board Chair Artie Harris, Vice-Chair Mitra Pedoeem, and Commissioners Hedrick, Bartley, and
Linden:

The Coalition for Transit Alternatives to Midcounty Highway Extended (TAME Coalition) submits the following
letter and attachments?, including the Call to Action, as formal commentary into the public record for the
Master Plan of Highways and Transitways 2024 Technical Update.

The Call to Action publication contains an assemblage of fundamental
issues, justifiable reasons, and actions for removing M83 highway from
Master Plans.

1) Recent Government Actions to Cancel Proposed M83 Highway and Remove it from Master Plans

2) Defnitive Findings in Support of Cancelling Proposed M83 Highway and Removing it from
Master Plans

A Call to Action 3) Avoid Community Harm and Promote Social Justice
The Foundation, Rationale, and Mandate

&) Protect and Maintain Parkland, Forests, Biodiversity, and the Agricultural Reserve
for Removing Proposed Midcounty Highway

Extended (M83) from all Master Blans In 5) Adopt Transportation Alternatives and Smart Growth Solutions
Montgomery County, Maryland

6) Choose Climate Sanity
1) Final Actions Required to Remove M83 Highway from all Master Plans

All revisions and updates to county master plans are technical in nature, involving thorough reviews, detailed
analyses, and specific policy recommendations and actions regarding the myriad issues addressed in such
plans. Five (5) categories of technical changes are included in the draft Master Plan of Highways and
Transitways (MPOHT), including, 1) Removal of Streets; 2) Changes to Street Classification, Target Speeds, and
Planned Lanes; 3) Addition or Removal of Transitways; 4) Addition or Removal of Transit Stations; 5) Creation
of Growth Corridor Street Types.

We respectfully request that this letter, the attached six (6) letters, and the TAME Coalition’s report, “Call to Action. The
Foundation, Rationale, and Mandate for Removing Proposed Midcounty Highway Extended (M83) from all Master Plan in
Montgomery County, Maryland,” be included in the official public record for the Planning Board’s public review period
and public hearing. The six (6) letters found at: http://tamecoalition.org/m83-opposition/ were sent to the County
Council from transit, environmental, and civic organizations that describe the harms M83 would cause, and that demand
action be taken to permanently cancel and remove the entirety of the proposed M83 highway from the MPOHT.
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The MPOHT 2024 Technical Update must not foreclose other specific transportation
elements from consideration.

1. The entirety of the Midcounty Highway Extended (M83) is one such technical component that TAME
Coalition and its partners are requesting the Planning Board to remove from the MPOHT.

2. The 2024 MPOHT update is the appropriate instrument for removing M83 highway.

3. Nearly 20% of all public comments received by the county on the 2024 MPOHT update were with regard
to M83 highway, and all of these comments stated that M83 needs to be removed from the MPOHT.
https://montgomeryplanningboard.org/agenda-item/june-27-2024/ (item No. 12).

4. No comments were received requesting M83 highway be retained.
a. This reflects the overwhelming public agreement that final and permanent removal of M83 highway
from the MPOHT and all county master plans is in the public interest.
b. Numerous environmental and civic organizations also demand that the Planning Board and County
Council take action to permanently cancel and remove the entirety of the proposed M83 highway
from the MPOHT.

Significant, high-level actions have already been taken that invalidate the M83 highway.

1. County Council Resolution No. 18-957, Transportation Solutions for Northwest Montgomery County,
nullified and stripped reliance on M83 highway in all future master plans, and for addressing future
roadway capacity needs and regional traffic movement.

https://apps.montgomerycountymd.gov/ccllims/DownloadFilePage?FileName=8710 1 4855 Resolution 18-
957 Adopted 20171031.pdf

Resolution No.: 18-957 | Page 2 Resolution No.: 18-957
Introduced September 19,2017
Adopted: October 31, 2017

tor be mitigated. In addition to reducing Countywide travel time for drivers, an
expanded transit network 15 necessary to support the County’s land use,
cnvironmental, and economic development goals and make transit a reliable
alternative to driving in the County"s developed core”

COUNTY COUNCIL
FOR MONTGOMERY COUNTY, MARYLAND

Lead Sponsor: Council Vice President Riemer
Co-Sponsors: Council President Berliner and Councilmembers Elrich, Navarro, and Leventhal

SUBJECT: Transportation Solutions for Narthwest Montgomery County Action
Background The County Council for Montgomery County, Maryland approves the following reselution:

1 Mobility for Upcounty residents is limited due to congestion and a lack of public 1
transpurtation altematives o 1-270, MDD 355_and other roads serving Clarksburg, '
Germantown, Montgomery Village, Gaithersburg and surrounding areas.

The Council supports expanded capacity on I-270, the Corridor Cities Transitway, Bus
Rapid Transit on or near MD 355, and improvements on MD 355, These improvements
will provide significant, immediate relief for Upcounty residents. These improvements
align with our economic development strategies, providing the broadest and most diverse
benefits, and minimize impervious surface, stormwater runoff, carbon emissions, and
other environmental impacts.

2

Four major infrastructure projects serving this area are envisioned in county master plans|
including expanded capacity on I-270, the Comidor Cities Transitway, Bus Rapid Transit
on or near MID 355, and the extension of Midcounty Highway (M-83) north of
Montgomery Village Avenue.

3. For many years, there has been no clear consensus to extend Midcounty Highway to the
north, vet master plans have assumed the availability of such an extension to put these
plans in balance between land use and transportation.

=

The Council directs the Montgomery County Planning Board not to assume additional
road capacity from the northern extension of Mideounty Highway when calculating the
land use - transportation balance in future master plans, including but not limited to the
upcoming Gaithersburg East Master Plan and the Germantown Plan for Town Sector
Zone. This step ensures that any new development allowed under these plans does not
rely on the northern extension of Mideounty Highway, while retaining the right-of-way
for this extension in these plans.

4. Montgomery County is committed to protecting our environment and doing our part to
stem the carbon emissions that are driving global climate change, as demonstrated in the
following actions:

a. Resolution 18-846, adopted on June 20, 2017, reaffirmed the Council's
commitment to meet the goals of the Paris Climate Agreement.

b. The Montgomery County Department of Transportation has adopted a
Sustainability Policy that commits that the County will “Plan and implement a
transportation system that broadly considers ccosystem and climate impacts.
reduces and prevents waste and pollution, uses renewable resources, uses
sustainable sources of energy and reduces energy consumption.”

This s a correct copy of Council action.

e, The Countywide Transit Corridors Funetional Master Plan, approved by the
Council in 2013, states that “Expanding transit infrastructure through more
efficient use of public rights-of-way is essential if current and future congestion 15

\D. :},E?. g7

Lindi M. Laver, Clerk of the Council
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2. The Transportation Planning Board of the Metropolitan Washington Council of Governments (MWCOG/TPB)
removed M83 highway from its Visualize 2045: A Long Range Transportation Plan for the National Capital
Region, including the FY 2023—2026 Transportation Improvement Plan and its Air Quality Conformance

Analysis.
2022 Update to VISUALIZE 2045 AIR QUALITY CONFORMITY NETWORK INPUTS Bf23/2021
(highway)
Facility Lanes
T F;:;uect ConlD | Project D Improvement Facility From To Fr | To Fr To Completion Date

Widen Little Seneca Parkway MD355 Observation Drive 33 2 4 2035
CE1245 72| MCHA c M-83-MidCounty-HighwayE d |MD-27RidgeRoad Middlebrook-Road ofz| o 45 20252045
CE124% 204| MCIID Construct Wee-deouan- S bardad Agdleassalhead WEREEEF R gaAunas 02 0 46 2025 2045

113| MCI12F Widen MD 118 Germantown Road Extended |MD 355 M 83 at Watkins Mill Road 212 3 4 2020
CE1229 161 MC14G Widen Middlebrook Road Ext. MD 355 Ma3 212 3 4 2025 2045
3703 14| Mc1ss Construct Montrose Parkway East Eastern Limit of MD 355/Montrose Veirs MI|! Road/Parkland Road ol 2 0 4 022 2045

Interchange Intersection

https://www.mwcog.org/events/2021/?F committee=196 Resolution R19-2021. Chart is page 28 of 58.

Yellow cells below denote changes to Montgomery County roadways from previous long-range plan.

3. The MWCOG/TPB’s draft of Visualize 2050 also removed the M83 highway as shown on the Air

Quality Conformity Input Table.

https://visualize2050.org/

The MWCOG/TPB’s federally-mandated transportation planning process for the Washington Metropolitan

Region concluded that excessive air quality violations would result if proposed M83 was constructed.

VISUALIZE 2050 AIR QUALITY CONFORMITY NETWORK INPUTS . .
COG/Transportation Planning Board removed M83 Highway
P ::’Jea ConID | Project ID Mﬁ:q Impravement Facility From To Fr | Te l:ﬁ Lanes To | Completion Date
CE1577 199 Mca3 Construct  |Dorsey Mill Road Bridge aver 1270 |Century Bivil. Wh’“m'““ ol3| o 4 20302040
Tioa9 112 MCTA ‘Widen Goshen Road South South of Girard Street 1000 feet north of Warfield Road 3|13 2 4 2628-2040
Tr503 11221 Widen Little Seneca Parkway MD3s55 Observation Drive 3|3 2 4 2035
113 ML e L 118 dRernaniown foad Extendes MG 3hs It B et wates Bl soad 2 3 4 i
EEiiin 33| MENE Mider Red-be o d lan-cd 2 3 4 2045
Eastern Uit eE B35S Mentrase el WiiRead tarkand Read-
703 214  MELSE ¥ | 5 6|2 1] & 2045
T7503 11220 Construct Extend Observation Drive Waters Discovery Lane West Old Baltimore Road [N -] L] 4 2035
TF503 11223 Construct Extend Observation Drive Little Seneca Parkway ::-Is;:t:::s:;::tlon Drive neat 0|3 ] 2 2045
CE1236 119) M3 Widen 5nouffer School Road MO 124 Woodfield Road Centerway Road 3|3 2 4 2021 completed
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4. Montgomery County Department of Transportation’s Midcounty Corridor Study Supplemental Report,
dated February 10, 2017, concludes that MD 355 Bus Rapid Transit, along with intersection improvements
and other enhancements to existing transportation systems are superior to building M83 highway, based on
multiple transportation performance metrics.

SCENARIO 1:

MCDQOT Supplemental Report Overview

Lowest VMT
(vehicle miles
traveled)

Highest
percentage of
people in transit
vehicles

Shortest travel
AM and PM

peak hour travel
time on MD 355

Fewest number
of intersection
delays at AM &
PM peak hrs

T im llion weh cla-
miles)

% in fransit vehicles:

AM peak hour minules
per mile on 355

PM peak hour minubes
par mila on 355

AM peak hour number
of miersectons with
delay of >80 seconds
por vehicle

PM peak hour number
of intersections with
delay of >80 seconds/
vahick

No build Scenario 1:

BRT & Intersection
Projecis (Al 2 &5)

115
22%
2.3
2.7

5

Scenario 2 BRT &
2-lane on M-03
fer Alt 94

143 ‘

18.8%

3.1

3.8

8

Scaenario 3:
(No BRT) 4-lane
on M-83
for Alt 9A

149
8.6%
3.2

4.2

Best Transportation Improvements for Midcounty Corridor Area, 2018 TAME Coalition report. www.tamecoalition.org

Thousands of people and hundreds of properties abut the alighment of the proposed M83
highway. Thousands more depend on the forestlands threatened by M83. The proposed
alignment bisects and fragments:

The TAME Coalition’s Tour Booklet documents
1. Five (5) public parks: M83’s grave impacts to neighborhoods, natural
1. Great Seneca Stream Valley Park
2. North Germantown Greenway Stream Valley Park
3. Wildcat Branch Stream Valley Park
4. Seneca Crossing Local Park

5. Blohm Park

resources, and public parkland.

A Tour of the Proposed Mid-County Highway Extended (M83)
H In Montgomery County, Maryland

Communities threatened * People endangered
Neighborhoods harmed * Health imperiled
Parkland & Natural Resources destroyed

2. Montgomery Parks’ Seneca Creek Greenway Trail

3. Three (3) Montgomery Village Community Open Space Parcels:
1. South Valley Park
2. Seneca Spring Way Wetlands
3. Stedwick Community Green Space

http://tamecoalition.org/



http://www.tamecoalition.org/
http://tamecoalition.org/
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Proposed M83 highway is a fossil fuel project. Its retention in the MPOHT:

Contradicts environmental and transit policies

Subverts sound land use planning

Debases your trusted role to protect healthy communities and quality of life

Weakens your stewardship of our public recreational lands and parkland

Your decision regarding M83 highway is an environmental protection and social justice decision.

We request that the Planning Board now remove proposed M83 highway from the Master Plan of Highways
and Transitways.

Sincerely,
TAME Coalition

Margaret Schoap Diane Cameron Tim Goodfellow Deborah Sarabia

TAMIE @

Transit Alternatives to Mid-County Highway Extended

tamecoalition@gmail.com

www.tamecoalition.org

X.com/tamecoalition

facebook.com/tamecoalition



mailto:tamecoalition@gmail.com
http://www.tamecoalition.org/
http://x.com/tamecoalition
http://facebook.com/tamecoalition
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TAME &9

Transit Alternatives to Mid-County Highway Extended

TO: Honorable Members of the Montgomery County Council:

Andrew Friedson, President Marilyn Balcombe Sidney Katz
Kate Stewart, Vice-President Natali Fani-Gonzalez Dawn Luedtke
Gabe Albornoz Evan Glass Kristin Mink

Will Jawando Laurie-Anne Sayles

CC: The Honorable Marc Elrich, Montgomery County Executive,
Montgomery County Planning Board Chair Artie Harris, Vice-Chair Mitra Pedoeem
and Planning Board members Shawn Bartley, James Hedrick, and Josh Linden

FROM: The Coalition for Transit Alternatives to Mid-County Highway Extended
(TAME Coalition), Diane Cameron, Tim Goodfellow, Deborah Sarabia, Margaret Schoap

DATE: February 12, 2024

The TAME Coalition urges you to take specific action to permanently remove the proposed
Midcounty Highway Extended (M83) (or any other name this project may be given) from all
aspects of current and future Montgomery County plans, programs, and project development.

The attached document, “A Call to Action: The Foundation, Rationale, and Mandate

for Removing Proposed Midcounty Highway Extended (M83) from all Master Plans in
Montgomery County, Maryland,” summarizes the analyses, investigations, and governmental
findings that establish the framework and provide clear justification to cancel M83 highway
and remove it from all County land use and transportation plans.

Some councilmembers have publicly stated that since M83 is dormant, there’s no need for
the council to act to remove it from the master plans. Yet, experience has taught us that as
long as a proposed highway remains in master plans, it can be built at any time. Therefore,
we call upon the Council to act now to permanently remove this threat that will harm
neighborhoods, degrade public parkland, imperil the county’s response to climate change,
and weaken its commitment to Racial Equity and Social Justice.

Adherence to retrograde transportation policies embodied by M83 highway is not in the
public interest. We ask you to take this action now to completely remove proposed M83
highway from all master plans.
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A Call to Action

The Foundation, Rationale, and Mandate for Removing Proposed
Midcounty Highway Extended (M83) from all Master Plans in
Montgomery County, Maryland

cCreek Graenway Trail-+ .= = [l Montgomer;
e:Seneca Creek-Stream Valley Park " Walkers'Run &~

The Montgomery County Agricultural Reserve along Wildcat Road

Below is a listing and summary of the myriad publications, analyses, investigations, community
and governmental findings that provide clear and compelling justification to permanently remove
M83 highway from all plans in Montgomery County, Maryland.

The following compendium is grouped into seven headings:

1) Recent Government Actions to Cancel Proposed M83 Highway and Remove it from Master Plans

2) Definitive Findings in Support of Cancelling Proposed M83 Highway and Removing it from
Master Plans

3) Avoid Community Harm and Promote Social Justice

4) Protect and Maintain Parkland, Forests, Biodiversity, and the Agricultural Reserve
5) Adopt Transportation Alternatives and Smart Growth Solutions

6) Choose Climate Sanity

7) Final Actions Required to Remove M83 Highway from all Master Plans
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1) Recent Government Actions to Cancel Proposed M83

Highway and Remove it from Master Plans

Montgomery County Council Resolution 18-957, Transportation Solutions for
Northwest Montgomery County, adopted October 31, 2017

This 2017 Resolution prohibits use of the proposed M83 highway in land use plans, land
development projects, and for addressing future roadway capacity needs and regional traffic

movement.
https://apps.montgomerycountymd.gov/ ccllims/ResolutionDetailsPage ?Recordld=8710&fullTextSearch=18-957

Montgomery County Department of Transportation’s Midcounty Corridor Study,
Supplemental Report, February 10, 2017
The output of Scenario 1 (Bus Rapid Transit on MD 355 + MD 355 widening + intersection

improvements) in this study showed superior improvements in transportation performance
metrics (listed below), compared to Scenario 3, building the M83 Master Plan alignment.

Transportation system performance metrics: Lowest Vehicle Miles Traveled; Highest % of
people in transit; Shortest travel AM/PM peak time on MD 355; Fewest # of intersection delays
in AM/PM peak hours

https:/ /www.montgomerycountymd.gov/ corridor/ PublicOutreach.htm!#Update

Metropolitan Washington Council of Governments, Transportation Planning Board'’s
June 2022 approval of: Visualize 2045: A Long Range Transportation Plan for the
National Capital Region, including the FY2023-2026 Transportation Improvement Plan
and its Air Quality Conformity Analysis

M83 highway was removed from the regional transportation plan due to excessive pollution

and air quality violations that would result if proposed M83 was constructed, and reflects

official regional policy priorities.
https:/ [ visualize2045.0rg/ plan-update/approved-2022-plan/
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2) Definitive Findings in Support of Cancelling Proposed M83

Highway and Removing it from Master Plans

U.S. Army Corps of Engineers (USACOE) (11/19/2013) letter to Montgomery County

Department of Transportation requesting additional information on the County’s

application for a Section 404 Clean Water Act permit for impacts to wetlands

and waters of the U.S., which also includes USACOE comments on the Draft

Environmental Effects Report (May 2013) from the 2007 Midcounty Corridor Study
The USACOE cites deficiencies in County analyses and methodologies, substantial resource

impacts, and lack of county identification of the Least Damaging Practical Alternative (LEDPA)
as required by the Clean Water Act.

http:/ / www.montgomerycountymd.gov/ corridor/ Resources/ Files/ USACE_11-19-13 Info_Request_Letter.pdf

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency comments (8/20/2013) to the U.S. Army
Corps of Engineers on the County’s Draft Environmental Effects Report (May 2013)
from the 2007 Midcounty Corridor Study

The U.S. EPA identified the following areas of concern in their detailed review: Alternative
Analyses, Avoidance & Minimization of Impacts, Compensatory Mitigation, Environmental

Justice, Secondary & Cumulative Impacts.
http:/ /www.montgomerycountymd.gov/ corridor/ Resources/ Files/pdf/ EPAs_comment_20130820.pdf
https:/ /www.montgomerycountymd.gov/ corridor/PublicOutreach.html#USACE

Montgomery County Parks Department’s 2013 memo details the damage to North
Germantown Greenway Stream Valley Park, Great Seneca Stream Valley Park, and
Seneca Creek Greenway Trail that proposed M83 highway would cause.

The memo documents in detail the destruction the proposed M83 highway would wreak on
our public parks’ forests, streams, habitats, wildlife, and to one of the few remaining high
biodiversity areas in Montgomery County within the North Germantown Greenway Stream

Valley Park and Great Seneca Stream Valley Park.
http:/ /tamecoalition.org/ videos-studies/
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Georgetown University Law School, Institute for Public Representation (now the

Environmental Law and Justice Clinic) (8/24/2015) letter to the U.S. EPA, U.S.
ACOE, and the Maryland Department of the Environment on Montgomery County’s
Preferred Alternative and the Draft Environmental Effects Report (May 2013)

Georgetown attorneys and law students cite:

- Outdated and inadequate traffic modeling with flawed assumptions on growth projections
and traffic patterns;

- Failure to sufficiently assess indirect and cumulative environmental impacts from M83;

- Lack of analysis on the extensive use of bridging as an attempted mitigation measure on
the underlying forested wetlands within the County’s Preferred Alternative of the M83
alignment.

The Georgetown University Law School’s Institute for Public Representation (now
Environmental Law and Justice Clinic) concludes with the following two statements:

1) “MCDOT's Stated Purpose for the Midcounty Corridor imprudently and impermissibly
ignores a Material Change in Circumstances”

2) “The Preferred Alternative Violates Federal Law because MCDOT has not fully explored

Project Impacts”
https://drive.google.com/file/d/ 1YPYiPZ8tVGQIHFr90rRAnuUSfTtep7fu/ view

U.S. Public Interest Research Group (U.S. PIRG) Education Fund, Frontier Group,
Highway Boondoggle 7 - Wasting Infrastructure Funding on Damaging and
Unnecessary Road Projects, Summer 2022

This comprehensive report details the proposed M83 highway's reality: a wasteful public

expenditure that is grossly ineffective in addressing capacity, mobility, and traffic needs, and

would destroy significant natural resources.
https://pirg.org/edfund/resources/highway-boondoggles/
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3) Avoid Community Harm and Promote Social Justice

Avoid Community Harm

Montgomery Village Foundation Board of Directors’ resolution in opposition to
building M83 highway dated January 26, 2023, reaffirming their prior opposition to
M83 on January 23, 2014 and stated in their 2017 Transportation Priorities list

The Montgomery Village Foundation Board represents the 35,000 County residents who call
Montgomery Village home. Proposed M83 highway would slice through multiple Montgomery
Village community open space parcels, harm hundreds of residents who live adjacent to the
proposed alignment, and negatively impact children at the Watkins Mill Elementary School and
Montgomery Village Athletic field, as both abut the proposed M83 alignment.
https://www.montgomeryvillage.com/ press-room/ village-news/ mvf-board-reaffirms-opposition-to-m-83-
highway-with-resolution

https://docs.google.com/ viewer?url=https:/ /| www.montgomeryvillage.com/component/edocman/ 746-m-83-
resolution-1-26-23/ fdocument?Itemid=9999

https:/ /docs.google.com/viewer?url=https:/ /| www.montgomeryvillage.com/component/edocman/ 146-2017-
transportation-priorities/fdocument?Itemid=9999

Montgomery Village Committee on the Environment opposition to M83 highway

A citizen-based advisory group to the Montgomery Village Foundation Board, formally declared
its opposition to M83 highway on January 11, 2023.

https://www.montgomeryvillage.com/mvf/ committees

This 500-acre climate-resilience forest must be protected: Dayspring Silent
Retreat Center and North Germantown Greenway Stream Valley Park

The 200-acre Dayspring Silent Retreat Center is located adjacent to the North Germantown
Greenway Stream Valley Park. Together, these two lands constitute a 500-acre, climate-resilience
forest complex in Germantown, Maryland. Construction of the proposed M83 highway would cause
grave, disruptive, and irreparable harm to this entire forest ecosystem.

Dayspring Silent Retreat Center, established in 1953, has hosted tens of thousands of people from
all walks of life and all faiths, who come to Dayspring for retreat in nature. Dayspring’s commitment
to preserving its forests and fields is a model of responsible private land stewardship.

North Germantown Greenway Stream Valley Park was created by Montgomery Parks in order

to protect and preserve high-quality, sensitive Dayspring Creek, and the rich biodiversity of its
forested watershed. The health and stability of North Germantown Greenway Stream Valley Park
and its neighbor, Dayspring Silent Retreat Center, are closely connected.

Germantown is a highly diverse suburban area with currently 100,000 residents. Being able to
breathe clean air, drink clean water, and to visit protected natural places, will only become more
crucial in the future. Present and future generations of Germantown and Upcounty residents
depend upon this entire 500-acre, climate-resilience forest, consisting of these two lands being
preserved in perpetuity.

https://dayspringretreat.org/

https:/ / montgomeryparks.org/ parks-and-trails/ north-germantown-greenway-stream-valley-park/
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Neighborhoods and community members harmed by proposed M83 highway

Thousands of Montgomery County residents in Montgomery Village, Gaithersburg, and
Germantown, who live in the following subdivisions abutting or adjacent to proposed M83
alignment, will experience lost quietude, property value declines, and quality of life reduction if
M83 is ever constructed.

Breckenridge; Christopher Court; Woodland Hills; Normandie; Walkers Choice; Windbrooke;
Montgomery Meadows; Lakeforest Glen; Stedwick; Watkins Meadow; Middlebrook Manor South;
Quail Ridge; Seneca Overlook; Middlebrook Manor; Cedar Valley.

Promote Social Justice

Equity focus areas, social justice, and racial equity issues

Proposed M83 highway would go through three Equity Focus Areas in Germantown,
Gaithersburg and Montgomery Village: 700834, 700833, 700721 (Census Tracts). These are
lower-income communities, including communities of color and immigrants, and they are most
vulnerable to the disruptions caused by highways including: more pedestrian dangers, heat
pollution, air pollution, flooding, higher costs of living due to increased automobile travel, and
loss of green space.

In the previously-referenced US EPA letter dated August 20, 2013, the issue of Environmental
Justice (EJ) related to M83's impacts gave the federal agency pause when reviewing the M83
highway proposal: “..EPA is concerned that environmental justice issues may not have been
adequately addressed, that populations may not have been properly characterized, additional
documentation of impacts on populations of EJ may be needed, and that there may be impacts

to populations of concern.” (pg. 5)
https:/ / mcplanning.maps.arcgis.com/apps/ Cascade/index.html?appid=05d43736 1e 7a4e 1 9a2ba3bbced117d10
http:/ /www.montgomerycountymd.gov/ corridor/ Resources/ Files/ pdf/ EPAs_comment_20130820.pdf

Montgomery County’s Racial Equity and Social Justice Act (Bill 27-19)

Passed in 2020, this law requires County decisions and proposed actions to be subjected to a
thorough racial equity and social justice review, as well as to a robust community engagement
process.

The proposed M83 highway alignment bisects 3 Equity Focus Areas in Montgomery Village,
Gaithersburg, and Germantown, whose populations are racially and ethnically-diverse, lower-
income, with high transit usage.

These population groups and geographic communities directly adjacent to the path of M83
highway would disproportionally suffer and endure adverse health impacts by construction of
M83 (air pollution, noise pollution), and through loss of significant forest cover and green space
that provide clean air and outdoor recreation. Construction of M83 highway would harm these
communities, widen social, environmental, and economic disparities, and exacerbate racial and
ethnic inequities in the County.
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Cancelling proposed M83 highway also enables re-purposing of County resources in order to
provide improved transit, protect public parks and forests, enhance use of existing roadways,
and provide affordable housing in transit-served, walkable communities.

The Office of Racial Equity and Social Justice must critically evaluate and scrutinize all M83
highway-affiliated plans, projects, budget requests, policy decision-making, or other proposed
legislation by the County to ensure that racial equity and social justice is promoted, advanced,
and protected.

https://apps.montgomerycountymd.gov/ ccllims/ BillDetailsPage ?Recordld=26 23&fullTextSearch=Racial %20
AND%20Equity%20AND%20Social%20AND%20Justice %620AND%2027-19
https://www.montgomerycountymd.gov/exec/ Resources/Files/ 15-21(1).pdf
https://www.montgomerycountymd.gov/0LO/Resources/ Files/2020%20Reports/RESJLegislativeTool.pdf

Affordable housing at a scale to meet the need in transit-served walkable areas

Driving Down Emissions is a 2020 report by Transportation for America and Smart Growth
America, showing that continuing to build and expand the highway and road system destroys
our ability to meet our climate and social justice goals. Instead, we need to invest in affordable
housing in transit-served walkable neighborhoods.

Quotes from Driving Down Emissions:

“Considering that just 1 to é percent of all urban land in large metropolitan areas on average
is truly walkable, we'’ve created a scenario where those who would most stand to benefit from
lower transportation costs—lower-income Americans, people in communities of color—are shut
out because the scarcity [of walkable neighborhoods] makes many of them affordable only to
people with far greater means.”

“Lower-income Americans will bear the brunt of the effects of climate change.... If they can't
afford a car then they have no choice but to limit the possibilities for their lives to what can be
reached on dangerous streets by foot or bike, or via infrequent buses or trains on underfunded
transit systems that fail to connect them to opportunity, even if the emissions are low.”

“Finding ways to put more housing in places where people can drive less—and make those
homes attainable and affordable for everyone—will be a key aspect of transitioning to a low-
carbon economy in a way that doesn'’t just place a new burden on lower-income Americans. We
need more options beyond ‘purchase an expensive brand new electric vehicle’ to truly solve

our climate crisis in an equitable way.”
https:/ /smartgrowthamerica.org/resources/driving-down-emissions/
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4) Protect and Maintain Parkland, Forests, Biodiversity, and the

Agricultural Reserve

Permanent ecological degradation & size reduction, forest loss & fragmentation, user
experiences diminished in the following public parklands from proposed M83 highway

- Great Seneca Stream Valley Park

- North Germantown Greenway Stream Valley Park
- Wildcat Branch Stream Valley Park

-+ Seneca Crossing Local Park

- Seneca Creek Greenway Trail

- Montgomery Village Community Open Space (South Valley Park, 32 ac.; Stedwick/Capehart
Drive parcel, 1.4 ac.; Seneca Spring Way wetlands, 7 ac.)

« Blohm Park (City of Gaithersburg)

Permanent alteration to the Montgomery County Agricultural Reserve

The M83 alignment bisects the Agricultural Reserve north of Brink Road, where the M83
highway would diminish the size and degrade the integrity and function of Montgomery

County's award-winning Agricultural Reserve.
https:/ / montgomeryplanning.org/ planning/ communities/ upcounty/ agricultural-rural-open-space/
https:/ / montgomeryplanning.org/wp-content/uploads/2016/09/ Ag-Reserve-Land-Use-300dpi.pdf

Downgrade of a Montgomery County rustic road

Proposed M83 alignment runs on Wildcat Road for approximately 0.32 miles from Brink Road
to the Wildcat Branch Stream Valley Park. Wildcat Road was designated an ‘Exceptional
Rustic Road’ in the Rustic Roads Functional Master Plan, December 1996, and reaffirmed on
July 25, 2023. M83 highway would severely alter and degrade the 0.32 miles of Wildcat Road if

constructed; its status as an Exceptional Rustic Road would decline.
https://montgomeryplanning.org/planning/transportation/ highway-planning/ rustic-roads/ rustic-roads-master-

plans/




Attachment B: Written Testimony
5) Adopt Transportation Alternatives and Smart Growth Solutions

Viable, functional, and climate-aligned alternatives to the proposed M83 highway
do exist and must be championed, supported, and implemented by Montgomery
County leaders.

Transit Alternatives

Strengthen community commitments to provide high-quality transit for residents to access
employment, services, education, and opportunities.

Maintain full funding of the County’s own Ride-On bus transportation system, with no level of
service reduction in light of possible reduced transit subsidies from the state of Maryland.

Implement recommendations from the Ride-On Reimagined study to improve and expand
services for bus riders, with focus on 3 areas identified in Montgomery County’s Transportation
Vision, Moving Forward Together: Environment and Climate Resiliency, Safety & Vision Zero,

and Economic Development & Equitable Access.
https:/ /www.montgomerycountymd.gov/DOT-Transit/reimagined/

Fortify County funding, and continue to seek state resources for the completion of planning, design,
and construction of a fast and dependable Bus Rapid Transit system on MD 355 that serves

population and employment centers with no inefficient, substitute diversions off MD 355 in the north.
https:/ / www.montgomerycountymd.gov/ dot-dte/projects/ MD355BRT/

Endorse and explore resource commitments for the expansion of the Maryland Area Regional

Commuter Train Service (MARC) Brunswick Line as an all-day, two-way transit system.
https:/ / www.mta.maryland.gov/ marc-brunswick-study

Continue engagement in long-range transit planning for extension of Washington Area

Metropolitan Transit Authority’s (WMATA) Red Line Metrorail to Germantown.
https://montgomeryplanning.org/planning/ transportation/ transit-planning/ corridor-forward-the-i-270-transit-plan/

Transit Support and Funding

Support new local revenue structures that would create dedicated, stable sources of funding for
transit projects and improvements to transit systems in Montgomery County, including WMATA,
as discussed by the Montgomery County State House Delegation meeting on January 12, 2024
and January 19, 2024.

http:// montgomerycountydelegation.com/
https:/ /www.youtube.com/watch?v=TQCBsgOAaGY
https:/ /www.youtube.com/watch?v=1CXnfmi_bYM

Evaluate the recommendations from the Maryland Commission on Transportation Revenue and
Infrastructure Needs (TRAIN Commission) and examine and support their ability to generate

more funding for transit projects and transit system improvements in Montgomery County.
https:/ / www.mdot.maryland.gov/tso/ pages/ Index.aspx?Pageld=205

Implement the action recommendations of Montgomery County’s Vision Zero Program in order

to protect the safety of pedestrians and bicyclists.
https://www.montgomerycountymd.gov/ visionzero/background.htm!l
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Improve Existing Roadway Capacity

Utilize and enhance existing transportation infrastructure and systems in the
Midcounty—a sound and necessary transportation planning approach for the
21st century.

https://smartgrowthamerica.org/resources/driving-down-emissions/
https://mgaleg.maryland.gov/ mgawebsite/ Legislation/ Details/sb0681?ys=2024RS
http:/ /tinyurl.com/mssm?784a

Following is a partial listing of existing roadway segment improvements — as alternatives to
the proposed M83 highway — that will enhance traffic flow, increase capacity, accommodate
higher regional traffic volumes, and provide additional pedestrian and bicycle options in the
Midcounty Corridor.

Detailed descriptions of these segment enhancements are included in a letter dated September
30, 2023 from the TAME Coalition to County planners, the County Council, the County Executive,
and the Planning Board, sent via electronic mail on October 1, 2023 related to the Clarksburg
Gateway Sector Plan scope of work.

- Frederick Road (MD 355) [Expand travel lanes]

+ Snouffer School Road (MD 115) [Upgrade Northern Section]

+ Woodfield Road (MD 124) [Widen through lanes]

- Goshen Road [Accelerate CIP funding]

- Brink Road/Wightman Road Corridor [Turning lanes]

- Brink Road/Wightman Road intersection [Enhancement]
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6) Choose Climate Sanity

Montgomery County Council Resolution 18-974, Emergency Climate Mobilization,
adopted December 5, 2017

Supports engagement of available powers and resources to reduce greenhouse gas (GHG)
emissions by 80 percent by 2027 and 100 percent by 2035.

Transportation generates more GHG emissions than any other sector.

In order to meet Montgomery’s GHG reduction targets and related climate commitments, we
must cease planning and building automobile-centric transportation infrastructure and, instead,
focus on a people-centric transportation system.

Immediate County Government actions to protect our existing forestlands - our carbon sinks -
and fully canceling proposed M83 through removing it from master plans - are fundamental to

Montgomery County'’s climate emergency response.
https://www.montgomerycountymd.gov/ COUNCIL/Resources/Files/res/2017/20171205_18-974.pdf

Montgomery County’s Climate Workgroup recommended a moratorium on
car-centric transportation investments. January, 2020.

In response to the County’s Emergency Climate Mobilization Resolution, the County Executive
convened six technical workgroups, including one on transportation, in order to: 1) Identify
solutions and specific methods that could advance the County’s progress towards its GHG
reduction goals; 2) Inventory existing efforts and measures to reduce GHG emissions across the
County Government and Agencies.

Strategy 3.2 from the Transportation Workgroup: Adopt Policies to Reduce Road Construction.

Action 3.2.1 from the Transportation Workgroup: Impose immediate moratorium on County
transportation investments that are oriented to motor vehicles. Develop criteria for future

investment decisions that incorporate a monetary value for the societal cost of carbon.
https:/ / www.montgomerycountymd.gov/ climate/cap.html#Workgroups

Montgomery County’s Climate Action Plan, Transportation Action Section, June 2021

Montgomery County in June 2021 released its Climate Action Plan, which included a
Transportation Action section.

Climate Action Plan, Transportation Action Section: Actions: T-1, Expand Public Transit, T-4,
Constrain Cars in Urban Areas and Limit Major New Road Construction; S-1, Retain and Increase
Forests, S-3 Retain and Increase Tree Canopy.

Each of these Actions fully align with eliminating proposed M83 highway and implementing
sensible alternatives to M83. Permanent removal of M83 highway also addresses the ‘Primary
Benefits and Cobenefits' of the 2021 Climate Action Plan: Greenhouse Gas Reduction, Climate Risk

Reduction, Racial Equity and Social Justice, Public Health, and Environmental Stewardship.
https:/ / www.montgomerycountymd.gov/ climate/plans-reports.html

10
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Urban Heat Island and Urban Heat Corridors in the Upcounty would be worsened by

proposed M83 highway.

Community heat mapping reveals highways are heat corridors.
Highways and roadways are among the hottest places in the urban — and suburban — landscape.
The intensity and frequency of extreme heat waves are increasing due to climate change.

Montgomery County's Climate Action Plan calls for reducing the risks and impacts of climate
change on our communities, including heat emergencies.

Summer heat emergencies in Montgomery County, Maryland (issued every year since 2019
and at least 3 alerts issued in 2023 alone) would impact more communities, last longer and hit
higher temperatures in the Upcounty due to M83 highway construction destroying greenspace
and adding more pavement.

All communities along the proposed M83 alignment, including those in Equity Focus Areas in
Montgomery Village, are vulnerable to further intensification of the Urban Heat Island effect, if their
backyard forests — that now provide cool and clean air — are destroyed and replaced with pavement.

By choosing to protect existing forests and stream valleys, through canceling proposed new
highways including M83, we avoid intensifying heat emergencies and we help to protect the most-
vulnerable residents from further harm due to heat and pollution worsened by climate change.

Montgomery County's June 2021 Climate Action Plan shows heat as the top climate hazard, which

most endangers vulnerable communities located close to highway corridors (pp. 47-51).
https:/ / www.montgomerycountymd.gov/ climate/ Resources/ Files/ climate/ climate-action-plan.pdf
https:// storymaps.arcgis.com/ stories/ 389babe7ce654fdd87701488ae72e8bé

Maryland’s 2030 Greenhouse Gas Reduction Act Plan and Maryland’s 2022 Climate
Solutions Now Act commit the State of Maryland to greenhouse gas emission
reductions, including from the transportation sector.

The 2022 Climate Solutions Now Act revises the 2030 Greenhouse Gas Reduction Act Plan with
a 60% reduction in greenhouse gas emissions by 2031.

Implementation of Maryland's 2030 Greenhouse Gas Reduction Act Plan in the Transportation
sector is via the Maryland Department of Transportation (DOT) Climate Pollution Reduction
Plan.

Reducing Vehicle Miles Traveled (VMTs) is a core strategy in the Maryland DOT Climate
Pollution Reduction Plan.

Cancelling proposed M83 highway and removing it from all programs and from master plans
and funding plans in which it appears is a core action required in order to reduce VMTs as part

of meeting Maryland's Climate Solutions Now Act greenhouse gas reductions.
https://mde.maryland.gov/programs/Air/ ClimateChange/ Pages/ Greenhouse-Gas-Emissions-Reduction-Act-(GGRA)-
Plan.aspx

https://mde.maryland.gov/programs/ air/ ClimateChange/ Pages/index.aspx

(N




Attachment B: Written Testimony
7) Final Actions Required to Remove M83 Highway from all

Master Plans

CALL TO ACTION: Remove Midcounty Highway Extended (M83) Highway from the
Master Plan of Highways and Transitways during the 2024 Technical Update of the
Plan.

In addition to revising the road classification system in the County, the 2024 Technical Update
of the Master Plan of Highways and Transitways (MPOHT) includes the reevaluation of master-
planned transit locations, including the addition and removal of several transit station sites, as
well as the consideration of adding new roads to the MPOHT.

The County's stated intention to add and remove transportation elements from the MPOHT
during this functional master plan update provides the opportune moment to implement

a climate-aligned, community-supported transportation policy and remove the Midcounty
Highway Extended (M83) from the MPOHT in 2024. The local factors and justification for this
action are evident in the TAME Coalition’s report.

We call upon the County Council to exercise its full authority to amend or revise any component
of the MPOHT, once the Planning Board's Draft of the MPOHT is forwarded to the Council.

https:/ /montgomeryplanning.org/planning/ transportation/ highway-planning/ master-plan-of-highways-and-
transitways/2024-technical-update/

The removal of M83 highway from the Master Plan of Highways and Transitways
during the 2024 Technical Update shall constitute a comprehensive amendment to
the following master plans (including appendices) that removes all references to
the Midcounty Highway Extended (M83) including, but not limited to, descriptive
narratives, text, graphics and maps, policy goals, comprehensive guidelines or
recommendations regarding Midcounty Highway Extended (M83).

- 2018 Bicycle Master Plan

+ 1994 Clarksburg Master Plan and Hyattstown Special Study Area

- 1989 Germantown Master Plan

- 2016 Montgomery Village Master Plan

-+ 2006 Shady Grove Sector Plan

+ 2021 Shady Grove Sector Plan, Minor Master Plan Amendment

- 2022 Thrive Montgomery 2050, A General Plan for Montgomery County
+ 2004 Upper Rock Creek Area Master Plan

12
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CALL TO ACTION: Remove the portion of the M83 highway from MD 27 through

Wildcat Road (an exceptional rustic road) to Brink Road, as shown on the 1994
Clarksburg Master Plan and Hyattstown Special Study Area’s planning area
boundary, as part of the Council’s approval of the Clarksburg Gateway Sector Plan.

The 2023 Planning Board-approved scope of work for this land use plan indicates that
adjustments to other policies and recommendations in prior plans, and the revisiting of
recommendations in the Master Plan of Highways and Transitways and the 1994 Clarksburg
Master Plan and Hyattstown Special Study Area, will be made in the Clarksburg Gateway
Sector Plan (CGSP).

Pointedly, the County states on Page 4 in the Scope of Work document that the CGSP will
reconsider any master-planned but unbuilt highway interchanges and roadway extensions
recommended in previous master plans or county transportation plans within and around the
Plan area.

The proposed M83 highway is one such unbuilt roadway extension that is still present in
various master plans but remains, for valid and justifiable reasons, unbuilt. This TAME
Coalition report illuminates the rational grounds and motives for reconsidering — and
removing — the M83 highway from the 1994 Clarksburg Master Plan and Hyattstown Special

Study Area (and all master plans) as part of the CGSP approval process.
https://montgomeryplanning.org/planning/communities/upcounty/ clarksburg/ clarksburg-gateway-sector-plan/

CALL TO ACTION: Support the County Executive’s 2023 list of transportation
projects that excludes M83 highway from Visualize 2050, its accompanying Air
Quality Conformity Analysis and Transportation Improvement Program.

The Transportation Planning Board of the Metropolitan Washington Council of Governments
(MWCOG-TPB) is underway with an update of Visualize 2045, the long-range transportation
plan for the National Capital Region. The removal of the proposed M83 highway from Visualize
2045 reflects official regional policy priorities and acknowledges the excessive pollution and
ensuing air quality violations that M83 would cause. There is no sound reason to reinstate M83

highway as a project input to Visualize 2050, the National Capital Region Transportation Plan.
https://visualize2045.0rg/ plan-update/ visualize-2050/

CALL TO ACTION: Enlist and engage all other related governmental entities,
agencies, and decision-makers — Montgomery County Executive, Montgomery
County Planning Board, Montgomery County Department of Transportation,
Montgomery County Planning Department, City of Gaithersburg, Montgomery
County Delegation to the General Assembly, the Administration of Governor
Moore and Lieutenant Governor Miller — to cooperate, assist, and support the
Montgomery County Council in its work to remove M83 highway from all master
plans in Montgomery County, Maryland.

13
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Film productions from the TAME Coalition:

The Proposed M83 Highway'’s Path of Destruction in
Germantown, Maryland

The Proposed M83 Highway's Path of Destruc... ° o

Watch later Share

2:14 video

Watch on [ Youlube

Ecosystems, Biodiversity & Climate Resilience at Risk from the
Proposed M83 Highway in Montgomery County, Maryland

@ Ecosystems, Biodiversity, & Climate Resilienc... © 2
e Watch later Share

Dayspring Creel *-
Stream Valley

i

|

2:47 video

e

A

Watch on ([ YouTube

The Proposed M83 Highway will Degrade Montgomery County’s
Agricultural Reserve

The Proposed M83 Highway will Degrade Mo... °© ~»

Watch later Share

F > 3 highway

2:04 video

Watch on 23 YouTube
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Film productions from the TAME Coalition:

Road to Ruin. A Moral Choice. Cancelling Proposed M83
Highway in Montgomery County, Maryland. An Injustice to
Climate and Community.

Road to Ruin
A Moral Choice

37-minute video

Cancelling Proposed M83 Highway
in Montgomery County, Maryland

An Injustice to Climate
and Community

Following are 7 short clips from the main
film, Road to Ruin:

$1.3 Billion Proposed M83 Highway—the Worst Example of
Outmoded Transportation Planning

$1.3 Billion §
Proposed JEteg
Midcounty Hwy ERER
Extended M03 JSRES
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Film productions from the TAME Coalition:

Montgomery Village and Gaithersburg—Neighborhoods
Threatened by Proposed M83 Highway

In Montgomery
Village and
Gaithersburg,
Maryland

4:04 video

L

Montgomery County is Trustee & Steward of its Streams
and Forests

"% MONTGOMERY COUNTY SIS
is Trustee & Steward
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Film productions from the TAME Coalition:

Game Preserve Road & Jericho Drive, Gaithersburg. Remove
Earth-Crushing Proposed M83 Highway

A Call to be Stewards & Water Protectors. Cancel Proposed
Midcounty Highway Extended, M83

6:28 video

"~ ACall to be Stewards
Water Protectors
Maurice Miles & Abel Olivo

. QO
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Film productions from the TAME Coalition:

Save our Seneca Creek, our Forests, our Parkland

Our Seneca Creek 4:29video
Our Forest,
Our Parkland

[ | 0:03/ 4:29

Dayspring Silent Retreat Center. Proposed M83 Highway would
Destroy Mature Ecosystems

6:18 video

Proposed Midcounty Highway
Would Destroy
Mature Ecosystems
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TAME &9

Transit Alternatives to Mid-County Highway Extended

©2024
www.TAMEcoalition.org - TAMECoalition@Gmail.com
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Dear Planning Board Chair Artie Harris and members of the Planning Board:

I urge you to recommend the removal of the entirety of Midcounty Highway
Extended ("M83") from the Master Plan of Highways and Transitways, 20224
Technical Update during your deliberations and final vote and transmittal to
the Montgomery County Council.

I have hiked sections of the proposed M83 alignment in Germantown. Our
climate crisis demands that we retain carbon-sequestering forests and
wetlands---and not replace them with M83 highway. Stewardship of our
public parks and open spaces mandates retention of these public amenities
and resources---not destroying and diminishing them with M83 highway.

As long as M83 highway remains in the Master Plan of Highways and
Transitways, it can be funded and constructed at any time by future
administrations. The only way to permanently cancel this threat to our
community, neighborhoods, public parkland, and natural resources is to
remove M83 from the Master Plan of Highways and Transitways. The M83
highway will:

e Destroy significant natural resources and habitats—woodlands,
floodplains, wetlands, stream systems, forested slopes---that are critical for
climate resilience and quality of life for County residents.

e Bisect, fragment, and diminish five (5) public parks: Blohm Park, Seneca
Creek Stream Valley Park, North Germantown Greenway Stream Valley Park,
Seneca Crossing Local Park, and Wildcat Branch Stream Valley Park, plus
Montgomery Village Community Open Space Parcels, and the County’s
Seneca Creek Greenway Trail.

e Harm and degrade the Montgomery Parks-identified high biodiversity
areas within the North Germantown Greenway Stream Valley Park and
within the Seneca Creek Stream Valley Park.

The Transportation Planning Board (TPB) of the Metropolitan Washington
Council of Governments removed M83 highway from its long-range
transportation plan, Visualize 2045, due to air quality violations and
excessive pollution that M83 would cause. M83 is also omitted from the
TPB’s draft of Visualize 2050, the next version of the transportation plan for
the greater Washington, DC area. This makes M83 ineligible for any federal
funding.

The Montgomery County Council’s 2017 Resolution (No. 18-957,
Transportation Solutions for Northwest Montgomery County) prohibits the
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use of the proposed M83 highway in Master Plans. The 2017 Resolution
nullifies and negates M83’s utility in land use planning. The next logical step
is to remove M83 from the Master Plan of Highways and Transitways.

Viable and realistic alternatives to the proposed M83 highway do exist, such
as Bus Rapid Transit on MD 355 to Clarksburg (with no inefficient, substitute
diversion onto MD 27), all-day, two-way MARC train service to and from
Washington, DC, and select roadway enhancements, including widenings and
intersection improvements.

Utilizing existing infrastructure and transportation systems is the essence of
smart growth and sound planning for our future. Smart planning dictates an
environmentally-focused, community-building, landscape-affirming, transit-

centric future----without M83 highway.

Please fulfill your role as planning leaders for Montgomery County and
remove the entirety of M83 highway from the Master Plan of Highways and
Transitways in 2024.

Sincerely,

Jessica Coleman

890 New Mark Esplanade

Rockville, Maryland 20850

Jessica Coleman

jessc890@me.com

Jessica Coleman

jessc890@me.com
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P.O. Box 159

Olney, Maryland 20830
September 9, 2024

Montgomery County Planning Department

2425 Reedie Drive

Wheaton, MD 20902

Re: Master Plan of Highways and Transitways Technical Update

Dear Mr. Montgomery County Planning Department:

The Cherrywood Homeowners Association is a 606-unit homeowners association located
in Olney, Maryland. The purpose of this letter is to render comments as requested on the
Master Plan of Highways and Transitways notice for the public hearing for 9-12-24.

We cannot discern where Montgomery Planning has made any significant changes to the
Master Plan of Highways and Transitways subsequent to our previous comments submitted
on April 12th of this year. It still appears the focus of this effort is to increase commuting
times and to inhibit commerce by artificially creating congestion and choking down speed
limits throughout the County. Job growth is already way below expectations in the County
and this effort to further inhibit movement by roadways in the County is only going to
further inhibit job growth and cause greater portions of the population to mail order for
their needs rather than shopping at local merchants. This Plan further discourages
economic development in the County and will hurt local businesses.

We are especially alarmed at another effort to lower speed limits on Md 97, north-south
commuter roadway that completely crosses the State of Maryland. The speed limits on the
MoCo portion of this roadway were just lowered and now you are attempting to reduce
them again. Is this going to be an annual occurrence until the commuters stop coming?

We remain extremely disappointed with the Master Plan of Highways and Transitways and
staunchly opposed to the ongoing effort to choke down traffic throughout the County by
artificially lowing speed limits and otherwise further compromising automobile travel
lanes. Our more extensive comments previously submitted still stand and are attached to
the letter.

Sincerely,

Paul F. Jatbsinski
President

Cc: Councilmember Dawn Luedtke
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errywood Homeow}rlzers Association, Inc.

P.O. Box 159

Olney, Maryland 20830
April 12, 2024

Montgomery Planning

c/o Stephen Aldrich

Montgomery County Planning Board

2425 Reedie Drive

Wheaton, MD 20902

Re: Master Plan of Highways and Transitways Technical Update

Dear Mr. Aldrich:

The Cherrywood Homeowners Association is a 606-unit homeowners association located
in Olney, Maryland. The purpose of this letter is to render comments as requested on the
Master Plan of Highways and Transitways based on your presentation to EPIC of MoCo
on April 8, 2024 and on the information on your affiliated website. In your presentation
you stated that your group is trying to change car based roadways and are interested in
getting feedback about your progress in this regard. The Board of Directors of the
Cherrywood Homeowners Association (9 members) met on April 11" to comment on your
activity and designated me to relay our comments to you ahead of your deadline on April
15", The purpose of this letter is to provide the requested feedback on what you are doing.

In short, we find the work that you are doing on our roadways to be alarming! The
roadways were built to move motorized vehicles to promote commerce in our area and
well as commuters to and from businesses in MoCo. We find the work that Montgomery
Planning is now doing is focused on compromising these roadways and creating
congestion to the detriment of commerce in MoCo. Some examples of your efforts include
replacing commuter lanes on major arteries with bicycle lanes, narrowing lane widths to
less than the national standard 12 feet (buses and commercial vehicles are 11° wide mirror
to mirror), artificially lowering speed limits to less than the roadway design to generate
speed ticket revenue, and failing to use SMART signaling technology to more efficiently
move traffic in the County saving energy whether you are driving an electric car, gas car,
or a hybrid. It is almost as if you are trying to choke commuters off the functional
roadways onto our failing transit system (e.g. WMATA has a $750 million deficit) as
transit ridership has been declining for 10 years.

We are not alone in these opinions. Just Friday (4-12-24), people in Chevy Chase
overwhelming decided NOT to add bike lanes on Connecticut Avenue. Residents sensibly
decided to keep the main arteries open for commerce and commuting and use the collateral
streets for bicycle traffic. Less than 1% of commuters use bicycle lanes for commuting so
it is illogical to covert arterial lanes built for motorized vehicles to sole use bike lanes.
Additionally, what happens to these bikes lanes when it snows, rains, or weather is
otherwise inclement (too hot or cold)? Most of the bike commuters reasonably get in the
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cars for transportation in bad weather, but alas the County has eliminated a travel lane
making congestion even worse during challenging weather.

We do NOT oppose safety measures along our roadways! Many of our roadways were
built with walkways adjacent to the vehicle lanes (no buffer) and without proper
crosswalks and signaling. Those should be fixed as resources permit without stifling the
traffic with artificially low speed limits that promote jaywalking. We do need to share the
roadways, but that should mean crossing at crosswalks, using Smart signaling to minimize
stop and go traffic (and people running red lights), and using design speeds for commerce
except perhaps in the more urban town centers.

Bikeways often don’t make things “greener.” On 3.3 miles of Bowie Mill Road, the
Planning Department is planning to remove an acre and a half of forest without replacing a
single tree south of the Damascus Snow Forest! The County recently passed bill 40-23 to
expand tree canopy, but apparently this doesn’t apply to County destruction of trees or the
paving over of porous surface with impervious surface. If trees are eliminated for a
project, they should be replaced within 3 miles of a project if indeed you care about being
greener, tree canopy, and climate change.

Artificially creating congestion will not force everyone to use mass transit. If people
learned anything during the covid crisis, it was that the best place to catch covid or other
respiratory diseases was on a crowded, heated mass transit vehicle. These transit systems
can’t even cover their expenses (e.g. WMATA). We can’t also keep plowing unlimited
taxpayer funds into outrageously expensive mass transit projects where the advocates and
planners are either incompetent or not honest. I support this comment with the fact that in
April of 2013, Governor O’Malley speaking about the purple line said “The total cost is
projected to be about $2.15 billion” and would “be completed by 2020 just 7 years later.
Maryland Matters just reported in March of this year that the purple line now won’t be
completed until late 2027 at a total cost of $10 billion, almost 5 times the original estimate!
In this regard, the people of Olney soundly rejected the BRT line to Olney 10 years ago
when we uncovered hidden information that the BRT line to Olney would condemn 80%
of the current businesses on Georgia Avenue in Olney. Buses to Olney run near empty
most of the time. A BRT line to Olney would be another waste of resources. Run an
occasional express bus if you can generate enough ridership to fill at least % a bus at
certain times of the day. Instead concentrate resources in the downCounty urban areas.
The majority of people who saved up to move to Olney truly moved here for more green
space.

Some other specifics we saw that are alarming are plans to AGAIN reduce the speed limit
on Georgia Avenue from Aspen Hill North from 45 to 35. These were just artificially
lowered last year from 50 to 45. This portion of MD 97 is a limited access 6-lane highway
and these suggestions are absurd. More than likely you’ll want add speed camera every
mile or so like you did on Norbeck Road (MD 28) last year when you artificially decreased
that speed limit to 35 MPH and installed a flipper speed camera near the intersection with
Hannans Way. The speed limit on our most direct access to Rockville, Md 28, should be
restored to 45 MPH. We also find obnoxious plans to reduce the speed limit to 25 MPH on
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Old Baltimore Road, Hines Road, Cashell Road, and Bowie Mill Road. What is the basis
for compromising our roadways and bringing all traffic to a crawl?

Obviously our HOA is more disturbed by your plans then anything else. Over the last 39
months (4-1-20 to 7-1-23), Montgomery County has lost 3,591 people whereas Thrive
Montgomery’s prediction was an almost 22,000 increase in population over the same time
period. People are voting with their feet and this is certainly not an endorsement of the
current Montgomery Planning efforts. We hope that most of this transit plan ends up in the
trashcan. Instead, we hope that you will hire an expert in Smart Signaling technology to
make more efficient use of our roadways rather than eliminating or narrowing vehicle
lanes while slowing traffic to a energy-wasting crawl with speed limits well under roadway
design in order to generate additional speed camera revenue.

We are particularly troubled by your plan to hold hearings during the July vacation period
on a revised plan that isn’t even written yet. Is this being done to minimize input? We
only found out about this project of yours earlier this month. You need to allow time for
us to notify the community of your radical congestion plans once they are available for
distribution so that a thorough review of all the details can be conducted.

Sincerely,

Pl . ot
President

Cc: Councilmember Dawn Luedtke
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To: Chair, Montgomery County Planning Board

Montgomery County Planning Board

2425 Reedie Drive

Wheaton, MD 20902

Date: September 12, 2024

Re: Master Plan of Highways and Transitways — 2024 Technical Update — Public Hearing

Good evening,

My name is Kathleen Bender, and | am writing to urge the Montgomery County Planning Board
to remove the proposed Midcounty Highway Extended (M-83) from the Master Plan of
Highways and Transitways. | ask the Board to recommit to innovative, climate-conscious
strategies that improve the quality of life for all residents by prioritizing affordable housing near
transit and making our communities more walkable.

As a former member of the Montgomery County Young Democrats Executive Board and
through my experience working in the Maryland General Assembly and the Montgomery
County Council, | have heard from countless residents and advocates about the critical need
for walkable communities and expanded alternative transit options —rather than more
highways.

While living in Downtown Silver Spring last year, | walked along East-West Highway every day
to my job across the street. One of the greatest benefits of living there was being within walking
distance of my friends, my workplace, the metro, and retail establishments. It made my life
more convenient, healthier, and affordable.

The proposed Midcounty Highway Extended (M-83) is a step backward and fundamentally
misaligned with Montgomery County’s stated values in Thrive Montgomery 2050: promoting
racial equity and social justice, environmental resilience, and economic competitiveness.
Instead of advancing progress toward safe, equitable, and livable communities, projects like
M-83 threaten to undo that progress.

In keeping with the County’s commitments to social justice, public health, climate action, and
equitable access to public services, | strongly urge the Montgomery County Planning Board to
remove M-83 and its right-of-way from the Master Plan of Highways and Transitways.

Thank you for your time and consideration.

Sincerely,

Kathleen Bender

5100 Paducah Road
College Park, Maryland 20740
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Re: Public Hearing Draft Master Plan of Highways and Transitways
Public Hearing date -- September 12, 2024

Please note and correct the reference to "city limits" in the top entry on
Page 43 in Table 9 of the Public Hearing Draft. The notation "Gaithersburg"
should be corrected to "Washington Grove".

Thank you.

Charlie Challstrom

503 McCauley Street

P.O.Box 271

Washington Grove, MD 20880
tel: 301-926-4498

email: chacha4498@gmail.com



mailto:chacha4498@gmail.com

Attachment B: Written Testimony

Master
Current Current Recommended Plan
Current Recommended Target Recommended  Existing Planned Planned ROW

Road Name From Classification

Classification Speed

Target Speed Lanes Lanes Lanes ()

. Daylily Ln ¥ : :
g (et e MO0 ocrrge N o
_cjty limits) 3 P J
Waters Landing Crystal Rock Dr = Crystal Rock Dr Neighborhood No Change Ngne 70
Dr Connector Assigned
Wayne Ave (MD ) Sligo Creek Neighborhood
594-A) Cloverfield Rd Pkwy Connector 20 No Change 80
Wayne Ave (MD ) Neighborhood
594-A) Cedar St Cloverfield Rd Connector 20 No Change 80
Weller Rd Barbara Rd Georgia Ave Neighborhood No Change N.one 70
Connector Assigned
Wellfleet Dr Hines Rd Cherry Valley Neighborhood No Change Ngne 70
Dr Connector Assigned
Westbury Rd Sunflower Rd Norbeck Rd Neighborhood No Change Ngne 70
Connector Assigned
Wexford Dr Beach Dr Denfeld Ave Neighborhood No Change Nf)ne 70
Connector Assigned
Wexhall Dr Greencastle Rd ~ Valiant Way Neighborhood No Change Ngne 70
Connector Assigned
Wexhall Dr Valiant Way Greencastle Rd Neighborhood No Change ane 70
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(MD 108) 2
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Windham Ln Connector No Change . 70
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(planned)
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Dear Chair Harris and members of the Planning Board:
I submit the following narrative and attachment for the public record.

Item: Master Plan of Highways and Transitways, 2024 Technical Update
Date: Public Hearing, September 12, 2024

Name/Address: Tim Goodfellow, 18520 Boysenberry Drive, #234,
Gaithersburg, MD 20879

A correction is needed to the Master Plan of Highways and Transitways
(MPOHT) Classification Table that is part of the Technical Appendices on the
MPOHT project web site ("the MPOHT 2024 Technical Update, Technical
Appendices") and included in Item #12 from the Planning Board's June 27,
2024 agenda ("Attachment #2, 2024 MPOHT Technical Update---Working
Draft Technical Appendices").

Specifically, the Master Plan listings for 2 segments of Midcounty Highway
Extended (Proposed) contain errors and omissions on the MPOHT
Classification Table.

1) The segment of Midcounty Highway Extended (Proposed) listed as
'Watkins Meadow Drive to Ridge Road' is not within the Montgomery Village
Master Plan as shown on the MPOHT Classification Table. This section of
Midcounty Highway Extended (Proposed) is within the Clarksburg Master
Plan & Hyattstown Special Study Area.

2) The segment of Midcounty Highway Extended (Proposed) listed as '650
feet west of Watkins Mill Road to Watkins Meadow Road' is partly within the
Montgomery Village Master Plan (as shown on the MPOHT Classification
Table), but also within the Germantown Master Plan and the Gaithersburg
Vicinity Master Plan. These 2 additional Master Plans that also contain this
particular section of Midcounty Highway Extended (Proposed) are not listed
in the MPOHT Classification Table.

Attached is email correspondence about this issue from April 2024. I request
that the accurate listing of Master Plans for the Midcounty Highway Extended
(Proposed) in the MPOHT Classification Table be made as part of your
deliberations and recommendations to the County Council.

Sincerely,
Tim Goodfellow
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Re: clarifications to descriptions to M83 Highway on MPOHT web page

From: Aldrich, Stephen (stephen.aldrich@montgomeryplanning.org)

To: tamecoalition@gmail.com; artie.harris@mncppc-mc.org; aaron kraut@montgomerycountymd.gov;
marc.elrich@montgomerycountymd.gov; monocacyriver@yahoo.com; ecorizons@outlook.com;
dianecameron60@gmail.com

Date: Monday, April 29, 2024 at 07:22 PM EDT

© Hi Tim,

Thanks for your email. We will double check the master plan limits and make those changes. Thanks for bringing this to
our attention :

Steve

Get Qutlook for iOS

From: Tame Coalition <tamecoalition@gmail.com>

Sent: Monday, April 29, 2024 7:19:53 PM

To: Aldrich, Stephen <stephen.aldrich@montgomeryplanning.org>; Harris, Artie <Artie.Harris@mncppc-mc.org>;
Aaron Kraut <aaron.kraut@montgomerycountymd.gov>; Marc Elrich <Marc.Elrich@montgomerycountymd.gov>;
Tame Coalition <tamecoalition@gmail.com>; Tim Goodfellow <monocacyriver@yahoo.com>; Deby Sarabia
<ecorizons@outlook.com>; Diane Cameron <dianecameron60@gmail.com>

Subject: Fwd: Fw: clarifications to descriptions to M83 Highway on MPOHT web page

[EXTERNAL EMAIL] Exercise caution when opening attachments, clicking links, or
‘responding.

Dear Mr. Aldrich, | am following-up, under the TAME Coalition email address, on the M83 highway issue related to
the update of the Master Plan of Highways and Transitways (MPOHT) in my email of April 22, 2024.

The spreadsheet of Highway Recommendations and the 2024 MPOHT Recommendation Map continue to
misrepresent Midcounty Highway Extended as described in my forwarded email originally sent April 22, 2024. The

depiction and description of Midcounty Highway Extended misidentifies the master plans in which Midcounty Highway =,

is currently located.
A technical update of the MPOHT should have factual, accurate data and information that is presented to the public.

When willl.the revisions to the Highway Recommendations spreadsheet and the 2024 MPOHT Recommendation Map
on the main 2024 MPOHT project web page be made that accurately identifies Midcounty Highway Extended within
its correct master plan?

Thank-you.
Tim Goodfellow
TAME Coalition

Margaret Schoap, Organizer
240-581-0518

Diane Cameron
301-933-1210
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Tim Goodfellow
301-466-9527

Deborah Sarabia
240-778-5430
http://www.tamecoalition.org/

TAME &9

Transit Alternatives to Mid-County Highway Extended

---------- Forwarded message -—------

From: Tim Goodfellow <monocacyriver@yahoo.com>

Date: Mon, Apr 29, 2024 at 7:08 PM

Subject: Fw: clarifications to descriptions to M83 Highway on MPOHT web page
To: Margaret Schoap <tamecoalition@gmail.com>

--—-- Forwarded Message -—--

From: Tim Goodfellow <monocacyriver@yahoo.com>

To: Stephen Aldrich <stephen.aldrich@montgomeryplanning.org>
Cc: Tim Goodfellow <monocacyriver@yahoo.com>

Sent: Monday, April 22, 2024 at 08:35:50 PM EDT

Subject: clarifications to descriptions on MPOHT web page

Hello Mr. Aldrich,

While on the 2024 MPOHT project web page, I noticed two errors/omissions related
to the description of Midcounty Highway Extended. The spreadsheet of Highway
Recommendations contain the segments of proposed Midcounty Highway, as does
the 2024 MPOHT Recommendation Map.

The segment of Midcounty Highway Extended entitled and shown as 'Watkins
Meadow Drive to Ridge Road' is NOT within the Montgomery Village Master Plan,
as both the Recommendations Map and Spreadsheet state.  This section of
Midcounty Highway Extended is within the Clarksburg Master Plan and Hyattstown
Special Study Area.

The segment of Midcounty Highway Extended entitled and shown as '650 feet west
of Watkins Mill Road to Watkins Meadow Road' is partly within the Montgomery
Village Master Plan BUT ALSO within the Germantown Master Plan and the
Gaithersburg Vicinity Master Plan.

I am curious to know why the Master Plans that contain Midcounty Highway
Extended are not accurately described in the Highway Recommendations
Spreadsheet and the 2024 MPOHT Recommendation Map on the project web page?

Thank-you for answering and clarifying.
Tim Goodfellow
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Item: Master Plan of Highways and Transitways, 2024 Technical Update
Hearing: Thursday, September 12, 2024

Dear Chair Artie Harris and members of the Planning Board:

I urge you to closely examine and scrutinize the route of the MD 355 Bus
Rapid Transit (BRT) to Clarksburg and keep the MD 355 BRT route ON MD
355, without a detour onto MD 27, Ridge Road.

The proposed MD 355 BRT route makes an inefficient, substitute diversion
onto MD 27, Ridge Road to Snowden Farm Parkway. MD 355 BRT must
remain on MD 355 all the way to Stringtown Road.

Avoiding MD 355 for the approximately 3 miles from MD 27 to Stringtown
Road is a lost opportunity to have rapid bus service to two (2) schools,
numerous commercial businesses, and thousands of residents whose homes
abut or are situated very near MD 355.

The section of the MD 355 BRT that is diverted onto MD 27 will serve
nobody, because this 1-mile section of MD 27 from MD 355 to Snowden
Farm Parkway contains no access to residential subdivisions, businesses, or
commercial entrances. The “"MD 27 detour” of the MD 355 BRT is grossly
inefficient and departs from effective transit provision for the greatest
number of people, public and private institutions, and commercial
businesses.

To address this counterproductive diversion onto MD 27 that short-circuits
the full capabilities of a true Rapid Bus System in the northern portion of the
County, I urge you to make the following change to the MD 355 BRT route to
Clarksburg in the Master Plan of Highways and Transitways:

e Restore MD 355 as the key route for the MD 355 BRT from MD 27 to
Stringtown Road in Clarksburg, and avoid the unnecessary detour onto MD
27, Ridge Road.

e Once in Clarksburg, the MD 355 BRT route should proceed northwest on
Stringtown Road, servicing the Town Center area at MD 355/Stringtown
Road.

e The MD 355 BRT route should then proceed south on Snowden Farm
Parkway for service provision to the hundreds of residences in the vicinity
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and to the Clarksburg Village Center, turning around at Emerald Green
Drive.

e The MD 355 route then should head north on Snowden Farm Parkway to

Stringtown Road to the Clarksburg Outlet mall, followed by a return to
south-bound MD 355.

With a revised MD 355 BRT route, the following BRT Stations need to remain
in the MPOHT:

West Old Baltimore Road
Little Seneca Parkway
Foreman Boulevard

Shawnee Lane

I urge you to examine simple aerial maps of the Clarksburg area and you
will conclude that a MD 355 BRT route that deviates from population centers,
commercial areas, and institutional land uses by diverting onto MD 27 is
unsound, ineffective, unproductive transit planning that is not in the public
interest. Keep the MD 355 BRT on MD 355.

Tim Goodfellow
18520 Boysenberry Drive, #234

Gaithersburg, Maryland 20879
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Hearing date: November 14, 2024
Item: Master PLan of Highways and Transitways, 2024 update
Subject: Midcounty Highway Extended (M83)

Dear Planning Board Chair Artie Harris and members of the Planning Board:

A master plan is aspirational in nature. Not all master plan elements—
policies, visions, recommendations---can be or should be realized and
implemented.

Removal of Midcounty Highway Extended (M83) from the Master Plan of
Highways and Transitways is a moral, social, environmental, economic,
ecological, and climate imperative.

I urge you to vote to remove the entirety of Midcounty Highway Extended
(“*M83") from the Master Plan of Highways and Transitways, 20224 Technical
Update and send this recommendation to the Montgomery County Council.

M83 highway’s retention in master plans and its future certainty of
construction will:

e Destroy significant natural resources (forestlands, wetlands, floodplains,
stream systems, topographical gradients)

e Degrade and shrink public parkland (Blohm Park, Seneca Creek Stream
Valley Park, North Germantown Greenway Stream Valley Park, Seneca
Crossing Local Park, and Wildcat Branch Stream Valley Park, plus
Montgomery Village Community Open Space Parcels, and the County’s
Seneca Creek Greenway Trail.

e Harm public health (replacing forestlands adjacent to 500+ residences
along the M83 alignment will subject thousands of people to air and noise
pollution)

e Diminish biodiversity and reduce climate resilience

Sound, wise, and prudent planning for the 215t century requires the
enhancement of existing infrastructure and transportation systems to
improve mobility, increase capacity on roadways, while reducing travel
times. Viable and realistic alternatives to M83 highway include:
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Bus Rapid Transit on MD 355 to Clarksburg, without an inefficient diversion
onto MD 27, Ridge Road, plus the following upgrades and enhancements to
the existing roadway network:

e Brink Road/Wightman Road Corridor [Turning lanes]

The Brink/Wightman/Snouffer School Road corridor runs in a parallel
direction as the proposed M83 highway alignment. The reduction in the
number of planned through lanes on Wightman Road from 4 to 2,
approved in the 2016 Montgomery Village Master Plan, does not
foreclose opportunities to improve regional traffic flow and create more
efficient---unimpeded—movement on Wightman Road, as well as on
Brink Road. The addition of turn lanes or acceleration/deceleration
lanes at select entrances to residential subdivisions and other roadway
intersections along Wightman Road and Brink Road will improve the
operation, safety, and through-movement travel on these roads.

e Brink Road/Wightman Road intersection [Enhancement]
This notoriously inefficient 3-way intersection results in traffic
bottlenecks, excessive queuing, and travel delays. This area is a
popular trailhead and crossing for the Seneca Greenway and is in need
of improved pedestrian safety. The Brink Road Bridge project (CIP#
502104) over Great Seneca Creek includes planned improvements to
the Wightman Road intersection with Brink Road. As long as it is
located outside of the Great Seneca Creek riparian area — something
that must be verified with more details about this project- a
reconfigured intersection could improve traffic flow, reduce delays for
peak hour trips, and reduce off-peak travel demand in the Midcounty
Corridor..

e Snouffer School Road (MD 115) [Upgrade Northern Section]
This Boulevard (as shown in the February 7, 2023 Master Plan of
Highways and Transitways Functional Classification list) runs 2.5 miles
from Goshen Road to MD 124, Woodfield Road, and is part of the
parallel route to the M83 alignment, described above. The County
has, through CIP project 501109 (Snouffer School Road), increased
traffic capacity on a portion of this roadway, by adding 2 through lanes
in each direction with a continuous center turn lane from Centerway
Road to Sweet Autumn Drive (the MD State Highway Administration
continued this project from Sweet Autumn Drive to MD 124, Woodfield
Road). CIP project 501119 (Snouffer School Road North - Webb
Tract) added traffic lights, turn lanes, and select roadway widening
from Centerway Road to Alliston Hollow Way.
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The remaining 1.1 mile northern section of Snouffer School Road (from
approximately 450 feet north of Turkey Thicket Drive to Goshen Road)
is just 2 lanes, with significant traffic delays and back-ups at the
operationally-deficient intersection of Chesley Knoll Drive/ Lewisberry
Drive with Snouffer School Road and at the Wellbeck Way/Snouffer
School Road intersection. The 2016 Montgomery Village Master Plan
reclassified Lewisberry Drive to a Primary Residential Street (now a
‘Neighborhood Connector’ in the February 2023 Functional
Classification List) due to its function as “an important collector for the
residential communities between East Village Avenue and Snouffer
School Road.” Wellbeck Way also connects East Village Avenue to
Snouffer School Road. This remaining 1.1 miles of northern Snouffer
School Road could be widened to 4 lanes (2 through lanes in each
direction, with turning movement enhancements) to increase capacity
and accommodate higher volumes of traffic. The upgrade of the
existing northern section of Snouffer School Road would complete the
entire Snouffer School Road network improvement and provide greater
regional connectivity.

e Goshen Road [Accelerate CIP funding]

This roadway has a Boulevard classification and is another north/south
alternate route to the proposed M83 highway corridor. Currently, it
also fails to accommodate pedestrians or bicycles on the vast majority
of its route. Goshen Road is in the County’s CIP as project# 501107
for upgrade from its current 2-lane configuration to a 4-lane divided
highway for 3.5 miles from Girard Street to just north of Warfield
Road. The project will "address safety issues and reduce existing and
future congestion and address geometric deficiencies which contribute
to crashes, thereby improving vehicular and pedestrian safety.” Many
intersections along this road are already at or will reach failure (Level
of Service ‘F’) by 2040 per the CIP project description. The final design
and construction for this enhancement is currently beyond the 6-year
time frame.

The final design, land acquisition, and construction of the Goshen Road
project needs to be accelerated in the County CIP budget process to
realize the increased capacity, safety enhancements, intersection
operation improvements, pedestrian and bicycle options, and the
reduction in traffic congestion delays in the Midcounty Corridor.

e Frederick Road (MD 355) [Expand travel lanes]

MD 355 (dual classifications of Controlled Major Highway and
Boulevard in the Functional Classification Listing) is a significant
corridor in the County that connects the Upcounty (Clarksburg
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area) to Bethesda and Washington, DC and provides access to
residential, commercial and employment areas along its entire
length. MD 355 is a 4—9 lane road, but narrows to 2 lanes near the
northern exit from the Ridge Road Recreational Park at Milestone
Manor Road.

Even with recent intersection improvements and signalizations along
MD 355, including the West OIld Baltimore Road and Brink Road
intersections, MD 355 has just 2 through-travel lanes serving a
community in Clarksburg of approximately 27,000 residents. Delays
and queuing do occur at the signalized and unsignalized intersections
along MD 355 due to traffic volumes that clog insufficient turn lanes
and single through lanes.

Roadway capacity increases along this Major Highway should be a
priority of the County and State, with select roadway widening to
accommodate a higher volume of traffic and reduce congestion
delays. Another reason to expand travel lanes on MD 355 is to
accommodate Bus Rapid Transit on Route 355 itself, (avoiding
diversion of BRT buses off of 355 onto MD 27, Ridge Road), in order
to ensure that this new system is truly Rapid and serves
people, homes, institutions, and businesses on MD 355.

e Woodfield Road (MD 124) [Widen through lanes]

Woodfield Road, between Emory Grove Road and Warfield Road is
classified as a Boulevard. The section of Woodfield Road between
Snouffer School Road and Emory Grove Road (approximately 4,240
feet) is primarily a 2-lane roadway with select turning lanes and
acceleration/deceleration lanes at intersections. To increase

capacity and reduce travel delays on this existing link, the 2 existing
southbound travel lanes near the Snouffer School Road/Muncaster Mill
Road intersection should be extended to meet the 2 existing
southbound travel lanes approximately 350 feet north of the Emory
Grove Road/Woodfield Road intersection. The 2 existing northbound
through-travel lanes on Woodfield Road should be continued (with
added turn lanes) for an additional 1,740 feet to meet the 2 through
lanes at the Snouffer School Road/Muncaster Mill Road intersection. I
realize that this Woodfield Road project has been removed from the
State’s Development and Evaluation Program and identified as ‘in need
of reevaluation’ in MDOT’s Draft FY2024—2029 CTP but, in my
opinion, this improvement is regionally important as an alternative to
the M83 highway.
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Please fulfill your role as planning leaders and parkland stewards for
Montgomery County and remove the entirety of M83 highway from the
Master Plan of Highways and Transitways in 2024.

Tim Goodfellow

18520 Boysenberry Drive, #234

Gaithersburg, Maryland 20879



Attachment B: Written Testimony

Hello. I am submitting the following comments for the public record.

Subject: Master Plan of Highways and Transitways, Technical Update.
Public hearings: September 12, 2024, November 14, 2024, January 9,
2025.

Writer/Sender: Tim Goodfellow, 18520 Boysenberry Drive, Unit 234,
Gaithersburg, MD 20879

Dear Planning Board members:

I urge the Planning Board to vote to remove the entirety of the
proposed M83 highway from the Master Plan of Highways and
Transitways...and transmit this recommendation to the County
Council.

The proposed M83 highway alignment bisects 5 public parks, the
Seneca Creek Greenway Trail, sits directly on a Rustic Road
(Wildcat Road), and adjoins over 500 residential

dwellings. M83'’s alignment crosses and covers ecological
hotspots that have high Biodiversity, as documented by the
County Parks Department and others. M83’s construction will
result in profound destruction of forests, habitats, wetlands, and
floodplain. It will short-circuit ecological processes and degrade
environmental systems.

The harm to neighborhoods, people, public parkland, and natural
resources is severe and cannot be overstated.

The extensive forestlands, streams, slopes, wetlands, and
floodplain that are present today and constitute the M83
alignment will grow increasingly more valuable to buffer impacts
from our disrupted climate. Approximately 600 acres of
unbroken, contiguous woodlands and habitat in Germantown
would be fragmented, fractured, disrupted, and impoverished by
the proposed M83 highway. Future generations deserve to NOT
have a loss in public parkland acreage, diminished natural
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resource quality, and air, water and noise pollution that M83
highway would cause.

To label M83 as A planned path of destruction and ruin is not
an exaggeration, embellishment, or hyperbole.

M83’s alignment traverses 3 Equity Focus Areas, home to large,
ethnically-varied populations with greater economic and social
challenges. It's THESE diverse communities that will be harmed
by M83’s construction----subjecting them and thousands of
others who live adjacent to the alignment----to increased air and
noise pollution when forests are replaced with asphalt and cars.

M83’s presence in county master plans misleads people into
thinking that it’s the transportation savior for the midcounty and
upcounty. M83’s retention in master plans enables people to
exaggerate the likelihood and benefits of the highway...when, in
fact, County decisions and actions over the years have rendered
M83 outmoded, archaic, and defunct. For example, the County
Council consciously and deliberately designed and installed the
Watkins Mill Road bridge over Whetstone Run to NOT
accommodate a future M83 crossing of this creek. The County’s
2017 Resolution nullifies M83’s utility in master planning and
capacity analyses. The Transportation Planning Board of the
WMCOG removed M83 highway from its 2045 and 2050 long-term
transportation plans for the entire metropolitan area, due to air
pollution and air quality violations that M83 would cause.

M83’s functional utility is dubious---M83 will not be an
expressway or speedway to Montgomery Village in any shape or
form. If constructed, there would be 5 major intersections along
its 5-mile length--- at Brink Road, Rt. 118, Middlebrook Road,
Watkins Mill Road, and Montgomery Village Avenue.

the County’s 2017 MidCounty Corridor Study showed that M83
would provide minimal reduction in travel time---between 3 and
10 minutes between Rt. 27 and Montgomery Village and
Gaithersburg. M83 is not a relief valve for I-270 traffic, which
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we all know is crowded with people driving to jobs downcounty, in
Washington, DC and Northern Va.

Viable and realistic alternatives to M83 exist that will improve
mobility, increase capacity and reduce delays in the midcounty
corridor by utilizing and upgrading existing transportation
systems. These M83 alternatives include a fully functional BRT
system on Rt. 355 to Clarksburg—without an inefficient diversion
onto MD 27, increased Ride-On bus service to the upcounty,
expanded MARC train service, as well as enhancements to
existing transportation system infrastructure..

We must acknowledge that some past plans and aspirational
ideas become expired relics that must be discarded. To this end,
the County’s DOT recommended the removal of M83 highway
from the MPOHT in a letter dated September 12, 2024 to the
Planning Board.

Planning that is enlightened, honest, and factual must inform
rational, practical decision making. Please exercise your role as
super-planners, as trustees of public parkland, Protectors of
neighborhoods and natural resources by removing the entirety of
M83 highway from the MPOHT.
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ID: 151
Nadjwa Hassan
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Testimony to Montgomery County Planning Board
Master Plan of Highways and Transitways
September 12, 2024

My name is Nadjwa Hassan.

| live in Germantown next to the road called M83 Highway.
| will also be voting as a citizen for the first time in November 2024.

| don’t want the trees to be cut down, and the birds and animals to be killed for a big highway to be
built. We need more buses to take us to work and shop to buy food and clothes.

We need the trees and animals more than we need another road. If we have more buses, we don’t
have to damage the earth with pollutions. When one person rides in a car, that’s not good.

People have to wait for buses and sometimes the buses don’'t come, so we need more buses to
come more often.

I’'m not for building this M83, and it should be removed from ever being built.
Nadjwa Hassan

11441 Neelsville Church Rd
Germantown, MD 20876
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ID: 152
Seneca Creek Watershed Partners
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May 17, 2024

The Honorable Andrew Friedson, President
Montgomery County Council

100 Maryland Avenue

Rockville, MD 20815

Dear Council President Friedson and Councilmembers,

Seneca Creek Watershed Partners is an all-volunteer grass roots non-profit organization
dedicated to protecting and improving the ecological health of the Seneca Creek Watershed,
the largest watershed in Montgomery County. We urge you to take action now to
remove Mid-County Highway Extended (M83) from the Master Plan of Highways
and Transitways (MPOHT) technical update, and all master plans.

The high drainage density and extensive wetlands of the Seneca Creek watershed make it
an inappropriate location for new roads. The 5-mile M83 ROW goes through some of our
watershed’s best old forests, streams, wetlands, floodplains, public lands, and the visionary
Agricultural Reserve. These increasingly rare features help to manage stormwater,
modulate flooding, filter water and support native Maryland habitats. Park land, trails and
green space mitigate climate change, air, light and noise pollution and provide for our
enjoyment and well-being.

The Seneca Creek watershed is already stressed by dense development and roads including
1-270 widening, toll lanes, transit facilities, access roads, Watkins Mill interchange,
Clarksburg bypass, extensions of Little Seneca Parkway and Observation Drive, and
Dorsey Mill bridge. Interestingly, at the same time M83 (and other roads) are being
proposed in equity areas of Gaithersburg, Germantown, and Clarksburg, roads in the
Rockville area are now proposed to be reduced in width and replaced with bike and transit.
This appears to be an environmental inequity.

Proposed M83 would directly and significantly impact Great Seneca Creek and its
tributaries Little Seneca, Dayspring Creek, Wildcat Branch and Whetstone Run and
wetlands. It would virtually eliminate Blohm Park and fragment the FIDS habitat of North
Germantown Stream Valley Park. The 206-acre interfaith Dayspring Silent Retreat Center,
which currently welcomes visitors to experience meditation within a beautiful woodland
where sounds of birds punctuate the quiet, would suffer loss of its core service. It would
place a highway next to Watkins Mill Elementary School grounds and play fields. The ROW
parallels a popular section of the Seneca Greenway trail. Should M83 be built, the constant
road noise would severely impair wildlife behavior as well as public enjoyment of quiet.

A better use of the M83 ROW is to expand the Seneca Greenway and Stream Valley Park
into a trail network connecting Gaithersburg, Montgomery Village, Germantown
and Clarksburg.
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Council Resolution 18-957 (Transportation Solutions for Northwest Montgomery County)
set in motion the removal of M83 from County master plans. We ask you to take this
action to its logical conclusion and remove M83 from the MPOHT technical
update and all master plans.

Thank you for taking this critical, far-reaching action to protect our communities and the
Seneca Creek watershed.

Sincerely,

/S/ Kevin Misener

President

Seneca Creek Watershed Partners

Cc:
Marc Elrich, Montgomery County Executive
Montgomery County Planning Board
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ID: 154
Montgomery Village Foundation
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P MONTGOMERY VILLAGE FOUNDATION, INC.

* 10120 APPLE RIDGE ROAD
MONTGOMERY VILLAGE, MARYLAND 20886-1000

301-948-0110 | mvinfo@mvf.org | www.montgomeryvillage.com

Montgomery Village Foundation, Inc. Board of Directors
Resolution in Opposition to Building of M-83 Highway

Enacted: January 26, 2023
Effective: January 26, 2023

WHEREAS, the Montgomery Village Foundation (MVF), Inc. recognizes the importance of
taking positions on major projects/programs that impact Village residents and bringing
them forward to Montgomery County officials; and

WHEREAS, the MVF Board of Directors wants to make certain that all new members and
incumbent members of the Montgomery County Council know that MVF has a long-
standing position of opposing further planning and construction of the M-83 Highway which
would negatively impact the lives of so many who call Montgomery Village their home; and

WHEREAS, M-83 has been removed from The National Capital Region Transportation
Planning Board Visualize 2045 Long-Range Transportation Plan; and

WHEREAS, the County Council should recognize that the construction of this outdated
highway is counter to and in direct opposition of many standing policies to protect the
environment including the County’s Climate Action Plan, and the recently adopted County
General Plan - Thrive Montgomery 2050; and

WHEREAS, the County Executive and County Councils for many years have not included
funding in the County’s capital budget to further plan for the roadway, and have asked the
Planning Board not to assume that M-83 is constructed when doing transportation studies
for development projects; and

WHEREAS, MVF supports regional transportation projects that include diverse options, as
well as improvements and alternatives to options outlined in the 2016 Montgomery Village
Master Plan that provide increased service to Montgomery Village residents; and

WHEREAS, if built, this roadway would negatively impact and be in extremely close
proximity to existing residential dwellings, neighborhoods, recreational facilities and
Watkins Mill Elementary School, as well as disrupt significant area floodplains, wetlands,
streams and forested areas;

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED THAT the Montgomery Village Foundation, Inc.
Board of Directors reaffirms its opposition of the construction of M-83 and recommends
that the County Council consider its removal from the Functional Master Plan of Highways,
pending a County Council review of the ramifications of doing so; and
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IT IS FURTHER RESOLVED THAT Montgomery Village Foundation, Inc. supports: not
building M-83; intersection improvements on MD 355 and pedestrian safety improvements
on Midcounty Highway and Montgomery Village Avenue; intersection improvements and
addition of auxiliary lanes between select intersections on MD 355; increased Ride On
service; and Bus Rapid Transit (BRT).

J% /[/ly/”/ﬂ/ 1/26/2023

President, MVF Board of Directors Date

ATTEST:

M M/IA )Y G(?/ 1/26/2023

Secretary Date
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Good afternoon Planning Board Chair Harris:

Please see the attached written testimony on behalf of the Montgomery Village Foundation (MVF)
Board of Directors, requesting our opinion that M-83 be removed from the Master Plan of Highways and
Transitways be considered as part of the pending Technical Update of the plan. A hard copy will also be
sent via USPS.

This testimony is being submitted in advance of the November 14 Public Hearing, where one of our
Board members will be testifying in person with the same materials. It is MVF’s position that M-83 not
be built, and belief that given all other considerations to remove it as an option in numerous planning
documents and support for such by other agencies and councils, the Planning Board would be taking a
cohesive step to remove it from the MPOHT, assuring Montgomery Village residents that their homes
and quality of life remain secure.

Thank you for your consideration of MVF’s position in regard to the important recommendation the
Planning Board is undertaking.

Mike Conroy, CMCA, AMS, PCAM
Executive Vice President
Montgomery Village Foundation
10120 Apple Ridge Road
Montgomery Village, MD 20886
240-243-2322
www.montgomeryvillage.com
www.facebook.com/MontVillageMD
@MontVillageMD
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\: 10120 APPLE RIDGE ROAD
* MONTGOMERY VILLAGE, MARYLAND 20886-1000

o ® 301-948-0110 | mvinfo@mvf.org | www.montgomeryvillage.com

October 29, 2024

Mr. Artie Harris, Chair

Montgomery County Planning Board
2425 Reedie Drive, 14™ Floor
Wheaton, MD 20902

Re: MVF Support for Removal of M-83 from the Master Plan of Highways and Transitways

Dear Planning Board Chair Harris and members of the Montgomery County Planning
Board:

Montgomery Village Foundation, Inc. (MVF) has long been opposed to the construction
of MidCounty Highway Extended (M-83), noting the detrimental impacts it would have
on the planned community of Montgomery Village, home to nearly 40,000 county
residents.

This controversial road sits at the doorstep of our 60-year-old community. While
completing the unfinished portions may create a transportation solution on paper, this
outdated plan fails to take into consideration the current surroundings which have
fostered growth in the county over the last several decades. If ever built, M-83 would
split Montgomery Village neighborhoods; encroach on residential and school property
lines; destroy important wildlife habitats, wetlands, stream valleys, and vital ecosystems;
and complicate and exacerbate vehicular traffic and pedestrian safety issues, especially
at a vital entry point to Montgomery Village.

As the large-scale homeowners association that governs Montgomery Village, MVF
takes its fiduciary duty to protect and advocate for the community seriously. On behalf of
MVF and all residents of Montgomery Village, | would like to express our sincere
appreciation to the current and previous County Executives and County Councils for
their support in not adding funds to previous Capital Budgets to build M-83 and the
Resolution to not consider the road when evaluating future development. This
commitment signifies a respect for the community we have built.

In the same manner, M-83 has already been removed from the National Capital Region
Transportation Planning Board Visualize 2045 Long-Range Transportation Plan and
contradicts other county policies and initiatives aimed at maintaining the quality of life
for all county residents. | would urge the Planning Board to follow these examples and
remove M-83 from the Master Plan of Highways and Transitways as the next critical
step in working together to maintain the fabric of our community.
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MVF supports the removal of M-83 from the Master Plan of Highways and Transitways.
Additionally, MVF supports smart changes and growth that provide increased service to
Village residents and neighbors, including increased RideOn service and Bus Rapid
Transit. Attached is MVF’s Resolution in Opposition to Building of M-83 Highway, dated
January 26, 2023, which reiterates our long-standing position on this matter.

Thank you for your consideration of: MVF’s position; the removal of M-83 from the

Master Plan of Highways and Transitways; and the quality of life for 40,000 of your
neighbors who call Montgomery Village home.

Sincerely,

\ -
L ){%M ¢ -/ ‘/’”'C‘//WJ

Doniele Ayres, President
Montgomery Village Foundation
Board of Directors

CC: MVF Board of Directors
Attachment: MVF Board of Directors Resolution in Opposition to Building M-83 Highway

DA/mc
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301-948-0110 | mvinfo@mvf.org | www.montgomeryvillage.com

Montgomery Village Foundation, Inc. Board of Directors
Resolution in Opposition to Building of M-83 Highway

Enacted: January 26, 2023
Effective: January 26, 2023

WHEREAS, the Montgomery Village Foundation (MVF), Inc. recognizes the importance of
taking positions on major projects/programs that impact Village residents and bringing
them forward to Montgomery County officials; and

WHEREAS, the MVF Board of Directors wants to make certain that all new members and
incumbent members of the Montgomery County Council know that MVF has a long-
standing position of opposing further planning and construction of the M-83 Highway which
would negatively impact the lives of so many who call Montgomery Village their home; and

WHEREAS, M-83 has been removed from The National Capital Region Transportation
Planning Board Visualize 2045 Long-Range Transportation Plan; and

WHEREAS, the County Council should recognize that the construction of this outdated
highway is counter to and in direct opposition of many standing policies to protect the
environment including the County’s Climate Action Plan, and the recently adopted County
General Plan - Thrive Montgomery 2050; and

WHEREAS, the County Executive and County Councils for many years have not included
funding in the County’s capital budget to further plan for the roadway, and have asked the
Planning Board not to assume that M-83 is constructed when doing transportation studies
for development projects; and

WHEREAS, MVF supports regional transportation projects that include diverse options, as
well as improvements and alternatives to options outlined in the 2016 Montgomery Village
Master Plan that provide increased service to Montgomery Village residents; and

WHEREAS, if built, this roadway would negatively impact and be in extremely close
proximity to existing residential dwellings, neighborhoods, recreational facilities and
Watkins Mill Elementary School, as well as disrupt significant area floodplains, wetlands,
streams and forested areas;

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED THAT the Montgomery Village Foundation, Inc.
Board of Directors reaffirms its opposition of the construction of M-83 and recommends
that the County Council consider its removal from the Functional Master Plan of Highways,
pending a County Council review of the ramifications of doing so; and
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IT IS FURTHER RESOLVED THAT Montgomery Village Foundation, Inc. supports: not
building M-83; intersection improvements on MD 355 and pedestrian safety improvements
on Midcounty Highway and Montgomery Village Avenue; intersection improvements and
addition of auxiliary lanes between select intersections on MD 355; increased Ride On
service; and Bus Rapid Transit (BRT).

J% /[/ly/”/ﬂ/ 1/26/2023

President, MVF Board of Directors Date

ATTEST:

M M/IA )Y G(?/ 1/26/2023

Secretary Date
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The Muddy Branch Alliance's vision is
for the surrounding streams, lakes,
M u d dy Bra nCI"l forests and parks to be teeming with
life, safe for families, pets and
A” ia nce wildlife to enjoy and to have a

community connected to preserving

ACTING TOGETHER LOCALLY the area's intrinsic beauty.

July 1, 2024

The Honorable Andrew Friedson, President
Montgomery County Council

100 Maryland Avenue

Rockville, MD 20815

Dear Council President Friedson and Councilmembers:

On behalf of the 1100 members of the Muddy Branch Alliance, | urge you to remove Mid-County Highway
Extended (M83) from the Master Plan of Highways and Transitways, and from all other master plans governing
our county.

The Muddy Branch Alliance is a 501(c)3 nonprofit organization founded in 2011 as an all-volunteer group of
clean water advocates who work to protect a tributary stream of the Potomac River. The Muddy Branch stream
enters the Potomac just upriver of the WSSC water intake. Our members, who live in Gaithersburg and the
surrounding communities, drink the water provided by WSSC. In other words, we are drinking our stream.

The M83 highway alignment is in our neighboring watershed of Seneca Creek. The Seneca Creek also joins the
Potomac upriver of the water intake; it impacts local drinking water quality in the same way that the Muddy
Branch does. Thus, the members of the Muddy Branch Alliance also have an interest in development proposals in
the Seneca Creek watershed.

The proposed M83 extension would create more impervious surface in our community. Water would run rapidly
off the roadway, picking up contaminants along the way and lowering the overall quality of our source water.
Worse yet, construction of M83 would destroy existing forests and wetlands, which serve to improve the health of
our water sources. The purity of water in our local streams bears a direct relation to the safety of our drinking
water, as treatment facilities like WSSC do not filter out dangerous pollutants — including salt, nitrate, PFAS, and
microplastic — that are common in our region. Functioning natural ecosystems stop these pollutants from reaching
our waterways. Impervious surfaces hasten their transport.

The M83 extension was written into our master plans more than 60 years ago. Much has changed over the past 60
years: new threats to water quality have emerged, the climate crisis has accelerated, and the rise of remote work
has shifted travel patterns. Ongoing development in our county has enabled us to welcome new neighbors to our
diverse and vibrant community; it has also inflicted “death by a thousand cuts” on our natural resources. The
construction of M83 would destroy a remarkably pristine greenway, disrupt thriving neighborhoods, and reinforce
dependency on single-occupancy vehicles at the expense of other modes of transit. This plan — which dates from
the era when only government researchers had access to the internet, when humans had not yet set foot on the
moon, and when basic civil rights for people of color were still up for debate — is no longer the right choice for
our communities.
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ACTING TOGETHER LOCALLY the area's intrinsic beauty.

The Council has already acknowledged this by adopting Resolution 18-957 (Transportation Solutions for
Northwest Montgomery County), which began the process of removing M83 from the County’s master plans. We
urge you to now finish the job by fully removing M83 from all master plans.

Montgomery County is proud to preserve its history, including remnants of its agricultural past, sites related to the
Civil War, and the fascinating scientific significance of the Latitude Observatory. The remaining traces of M83 in
the master plans are not a relic we want to keep. Let’s look to the future together and update our master plans with
ideas that help us move forward.

Thank you for taking this important action so that our communities can thrive for the next 60 years and beyond.

Sincerely,

Janette Rosenbaum
President
Muddy Branch Alliance
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A N - C v M E N | (& A L C H u R C H

The Church of\Th Oa's/aviour

PRESIDENT: Marjory Zoet Bankson 1640 Columbia Road NW,
TREASURER: Kate Lasso S Washington DC 20009
(202) 387-1617
Dear Council President Friedson, May 23, 2024

We are writing to urge you to direct the M-NCPPC Planning Board to remove the proposed Midcounty
Highway Extended/M83 from the current Master Plan of Highways and Transitways Technical Update,
and from all other master plans in which it appears.

The Church of the Saviour, which is made up of the seven churches listed below, owns the land at
Dayspring in Germantown, Maryland. Dayspring was purchased more than 70 years ago as an
ecumenical retreat center by The Church of the Saviour.

We have seen a sharp increase in guests and groups for both the silent retreat and conference center
facilities since COVID-19. Dayspring is sacred ground for people of all faiths and spiritual paths who come
to use Dayspring land as a place of meditation, contemplation, and renewal.

Building a highway through unbroken forest-land and wetlands would gravely destroy the purpose of our
200-acre property. New tree saplings could never replace these ancient, unblemished, mature wilderness
areas.

The Church of the Saviour invites all visitors to engage the environmental issues of sustainable
development with imagination, hope, and the courage to live a different way. Church members who live
and work on the Dayspring property are specifically committed to the highest quality of life possible for the
human community and all of creation surrounding us.

We ask the Montgomery County Council to act now to fully remove the proposed M83 Highway from the
Master Plan of Highways and Transitways.

Sincerely yours,
Mawjory Z. Banksov

Marjory Zoet Bankson
President The Church of the Saviour

cc: Bread of Life Church Jubilee Church
Dayspring Church New Community Church
Eighth Day Faith Community Festival Church Seekers Church

Festival Church
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@ ACTION COMMITTEE www.actfortransit.org

O @ TRA N SI T Silver Sprl:g?l\ggnggzg

June 10, 2024

The Action Committee for Transit is an advocacy group dedicated to better communities
through improved public transit in Montgomery County, Maryland. ACT believes that the
goal of transportation is to move people, not cars. That is why ACT supports the permanent
removal of Mid-County Highway Extended (M83) from the Master Plan of Highways and
Transitways, as well as all other aspects of current and future Montgomery County plans,
programs, and project development.

Even according to MCDOT’s own study in February 2017, M83 is the worst option for
mobility, the environment, and traffic in the M83 study area. M83 would increase driving
and vehicle miles traveled, reduce transit mode share, and increase car travel time. Only
transit expansion, such as BRT on 355 that runs in its own lane, and all-day, two-way,
seven-day, frequent MARC service, will allow Montgomery County to meet its housing and
land use goals with transit-oriented development.

Improving public transit is also highly important for equity and accessibility. Currently, too
many people in the upcounty do not have adequate access to frequent, reliable transit
connections. This gap places an added burden on people who cannot afford a vehicle or
cannot drive, including many young people, elderly people, and people with disabilities. It
limits their employment options, their access to medical specialists, and their quality of life.

In addition, highway construction would cut three diverse, low-income communities in half.
At a minimum, removing M83 from the master plan would prevent the county from
repeating a common historical injustice. Indeed, many communities these days are
discussing the removal of destructive old highways from the 1960s that split low-income
communities and continue to impose additional social, economic, environmental, and health
burdens on their residents.

M83 might have seemed like a good idea when it was first proposed over 60 years ago, but
now Montgomery County knows better. M83 would harm streams, wetlands, parklands,
public health, the global climate, and Montgomery County’s plans for land use, housing,
equity, and economic opportunity, all while failing to achieve even its own objective of
better mobility. Montgomery County needs more and better transit, including MARC and
RideOn; more affordable and accessible housing around transit hubs; and more sustainable,
compact, climate-resilient land use. Montgomery County does not need a new, obsolete,
costly highway.

The best time to remove Midcounty Highway Extended (M83) from the Master Plan of

Highways and Transitways was any time in the past 60 years, but the second best time is
now.

ACT is not eligible for 501[c](3) tax exempt status because of our advocacy work.
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Hello Chair Harris,

I am writing to formally ask for a correction for a roadway segment in the Hillandale area. 1
submitted the problem to Planning Staff during the early public input via the map comment
phase, and followed up with a plat sent to Mr Aldrich. It appears the issue has not been
addressed to date since the Appendix A continues with this error.

The road segment is Elton Road from Avenel Gardens Lane to the county line. During the
White Oak Science Gateway Master Plan, this segment was rightfully changed from
commercial to residential. But a big error was made in the residential classification!

This segment of Elton Road is basically a "neighborhood-yield street" in both Montgomery
and Prince George's County with a dedicated right-of-way in both counties of 50' built to 30'
without sidewalks. Prince George's Public Works has informed me that Elton is simply a
residential street, not a Primary Residential Roadway. As a residential street, it is not
formally classified or part of that county's transportation master plan. The r-o-w is
confirmed at 50' and the built street is under 30'. Having a 70' r-o-w would make the
Montgomery County homes non-confirming since the setback would be impacted, AND
compensation for the homeowners would be required.

Please update this segment of Elton Road in the 2024 Master Plan of Highways. The
correction should confirm the 50' r-o-w and use as a "neighborhood yield street’, or simply
removed from the list.

Regards,
Eileen Finnegan
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September 10, 2024

TO: Artie Harris
Board Chair Montgomery County Planning Board

FROM: Marc Elrich, County Executive %y W

RE: Remove proposed M83 Highway from the Master Plan of Highways and
Transitways.

Montgomery County is committed to improving transit, including in the Upcounty, reducing
carbon emissions, and expanding the stock of affordable housing. By canceling M83 through
removing it from the Master Plan of Highways and Transitways (MPOHT), we remove an
obsolete highway project that threatens Upcounty communities — and we clear away an obstacle
that blocks progress in our climate, transit, and housing programs.

Clarity in transit planning and investment requires removal of M83 from the MPOHT. The
Transportation Planning Board, at the request of Montgomery County, removed proposed M83
highway from Visualize 2045, the federal funding priorities list for transportation projects. And
M83 is also expected to be removed from Visualize 2050. Given that this project is not eligible
for federal funding, and no one is planning to build it, begs the question: Why is M83 in our
master plans? There is no good reason to keep it in our master plans, therefore we need to
remove it from all the plans including the Master Plan of Highways and Transitways.

Canceling the entirety of proposed M83 highway by removing it from MPOHT clears the way to
focus on Upcounty transit, including completing Bus Rapid Transit on Route 355. Removing
M83 highway also clears the way for supporting affordable housing projects in walkable, transit-
served communities adjacent to public parks and forests in Germantown, Gaithersburg, and
Montgomery Village.

Building affordable housing in existing transit-served communities is the essence of smart
growth that is also smart for the climate. We will meet our climate commitment in the
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transportation sector by reducing Vehicle Miles Traveled — through helping people live
affordably near transit and near where they work. Electric Vehicles are important too when
coupled with reducing Vehicle Miles Traveled.

Proposed M83 Highway would worsen summer heat emergencies. We need to reduce, not
expand, the blankets of pavement that form urban heat islands and heat corridors. Through
removing the entirety of M83 (or whatever name you’re calling it) from the master plans, we will
prevent the expansion of heat corridors in the Upcounty.

I was on the Council in October 2017 when we passed Resolution 18-957, Transportation
Solutions for Northwest Montgomery County, which prohibits inclusion of M83 in master plans
from that point forward. Yet, in 2018 proposed M83 highway was inserted into the Bicycle
Master Plan - which makes no sense. This confusion shows us M83 is an obstacle to sound
transportation planning. Let’s clear the air by removing M83 from the MPOHT.

Thank you.
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I am in full agreement with Sierra‘s testimony concerning deleting the proposal to ever initiate the use
of resolution 18-9 57, extending M 83. Signed Judith Schlecht 4510 Great Oak Rd. Rockville Maryland
email judy.schlecht@gmail.com

Sent from my iPhone



mailto:judy.schlecht@gmail.com
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October 3, 2024

Montgomery County Planning Board
2425 Reedie Dr, 14th Floor
Wheaton, MD 20902

Item 7 — Master Plan of Highways and Transitways (MPOHT) - 2024 Technical Update

Please accept these comments on behalf of the Coalition for Smarter Growth. CSG is the leading
organization advocating for walkable, inclusive, transit-oriented communities as the most
sustainable and equitable way for the D.C. region to grow and provide opportunities for all.

We are grateful to Planning staff for their attention to the public feedback they have received
concerning M-83. Organizations including CSG and Transit Alternatives to Mid-County Highway
Extended (TAME) and other community members have been raising serious concerns about the
community and environmental impact of M-83 for years. We have documented how M-83 is
unnecessary and that local street connections combined with bus rapid transit and walkable,
transit-accessible communities would meet future needs.

The County made clear its priorities when it did not include M-83 in the Visualize 2045
long-range regional transportation plan approved in 2022, and did not submit it for the current
update, Visualize 2050. Its inclusion in these plans would be necessary to move forward with
design and construction of unbuilt segments.

Further, critical stakeholders including the County Executive and MCDOT have expressed
support for removing unbuilt segments of M-83 from the Master Plan of Highways and
Transitways (MPOHT). It is clear that there is significant interest in the Planning Board taking up
this topic during this update to the MPOHT and in removing M-83.

CSG supports the Planning Board expeditiously removing M-83 from the MPOHT. In the
alternative and at a minimum, we strongly urge the Planning Board to expand the scope and
extend the timeline of MPOHT to formally evaluate removal of MPOHT.

Thank you for your consideration.

Sincerely,

Carrie Kisicki

Montgomery County Advocacy Manager

PO. Box 73282 - Washington, DC 20056 - smartergrowth.net


https://drive.google.com/file/d/10z9TS28W5M1ZLSwTJmz1uydh1BvlTE2q/view
https://drive.google.com/file/d/10z9TS28W5M1ZLSwTJmz1uydh1BvlTE2q/view
https://visualize2045.org/
https://visualize2045.org/plan-update/visualize-2050/
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November 27, 2024

Montgomery County Planning Board
2425 Reedie Dr, 14th Floor
Wheaton, MD 20902

Re: Item 7 — Master Plan of Highways and Transitways (MPOHT) - 2024 Technical Update
Dear Chair Harris and members of the Planning Board:

Please accept these comments on behalf of the Coalition for Smarter Growth (CSG). CSG is the
leading organization in the D.C. metro region advocating for walkable, inclusive, transit-oriented
communities as the most sustainable and equitable way for our region to grow and provide
opportunities for all.

We thank the Planning Board and Planning staff for taking note of the volume of public
feedback on M-83, and scheduling additional hearings to consider M-83’s removal from the
Master Plan of Highways and Transitways.

M-83 is not the right way forward to provide better transportation options Upcounty. It is an
outdated plan from a different era of planning and engineering, and it is fundamentally out of
step not only with what we know today about the vital connections between environmental and
human health—but also with what we know today about best practices to address
transportation needs. Fortunately, the county is well on its way to implementing a much more
effective mix of bus rapid transit and local street safety improvements that, per the County’s
2017 supplemental report, will reduce vehicle miles traveled, increase transit ridership, and
reduce rush hour delays on 1-270.

M83 is based on obsolete travel and land use assumptions

SHA traffic data shows that traffic volumes on most of the major north-south roads in the MD 83
corridor have declined and did so even before the pandemic. SHA had forecast 34-48% growth
in traffic volumes on MD 355 by 2030, but traffic volumes on 355 peaked in 2014 and 2017.
Other roads -- MD 27, MD 124, MD 108, Clarksburg Rd/Stumptown Rd, Snowden Farm
Parkway -- haven't seen increases in traffic volumes according to SHA data. Since the
pandemic the vast increase in telecommuting and the huge vacancies in office park buildings is
likely contributing to further declines in peak hour driving.

M83 would generate higher volumes of traffic in the Upcounty — while failing to provide
alternatives

Two things can be true at the same time — declining driving demand today because of

telecommuting and possibly online shopping, but also induced driving generated by the
presence of a new highway. What we now know from study after study—including examples in

PO. Box 73282 - Washington, DC 20056 - smartergrowth.net
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our own region—is that the temporary relief from traffic seemingly offered by new road
capacity is eaten up within years as more people decide to take more car trips because it has
become more convenient to drive. Expanded highways also drive development to more
auto-dependent areas, further increasing traffic volumes.

This is a phenomenon called induced demand, and it eventually leads you right back to the
traffic problem you started with—but with even more driving overall. See CSG’s summary of the
research here. We saw after the state of Maryland spent $200 million to expand 1-270 from 8 to
12 lanes, traffic gridlock returned in just 8 years (featured in a 1999 Washington Post article and
confirmed by a Transportation Planning Board analysis).

M83 would cause significant environmental damage — to the watershed, stream valleys, and
the climate

M-83 would not result in long-term, sustainable improvements to travel times and traffic
congestion. It is, however, highly likely that building M-83 would result in increased carbon
emissions from increased vehicle miles traveled, as the county’s own modeling predicts. And it
is a certainty that M-83 would cause damage to the sensitive ecosystems it cuts through,
including watersheds that feed into our regional drinking water supply.

As with the now well-documented phenomenon of induced demand, the connections between
human and environmental health were perhaps not fully appreciated by decisionmakers at the
time M-83 was originally planned. Now, we know better, and we need to act accordingly.

Our region is just exiting its longest-ever recorded period with no precipitation. We cannot take
the health of the ecosystems that feed into our drinking water supply for granted. Likewise, we
now know that the many byproducts of traveling by car, from auto emissions to microplastic
particles produced by our tires, do not have a neutral impact on our health or on our
environment. Rather, they cause negative health impacts like increased rates of asthma for
those living near roadways, and contribute to the already-disastrous and mounting effects of
climate change.

MD-355 Bus Rapid Transit is a better alternative for more Upcounty transportation options —
and already underway

There is a path forward to relieving transportation challenges in the Upcounty without
generating long-term negative environmental and health effects. The solution to Upcounty
transportation challenges lies in high-quality, high-capacity new transit connections, safer and
more comfortable options to get around by walking and biking, and targeted intersection and
street grid improvements to improve accessibility. These solutions provide a sustainable
long-term framework for relieving traffic by offering more and better choices for how people
get around.


https://smartergrowth.net/resources/induced-demand-an-overview-for-metro-dc/
https://smartergrowth.net/resources/induced-demand-an-overview-for-metro-dc/
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Planning Board progress on these transportation alternatives is well underway. Bus rapid transit,
or BRT, on MD-355 will provide a high-capacity, high-frequency bus line with service between
Bethesda and Clarksburg. The County Department of Transportation is planning to begin
construction on the central segment of MD-355 bus rapid transit next year—the first of three
segments—and is seeking to contract a progressive design-build firm not just for this segment
but to eventually build all segments of MD-355 BRT. This reflects our county’s commitment to
reduce delays and quickly and efficiently deliver long-promised BRT on this corridor.

The County’s own 2017 supplemental report on M-83 found that when it excluded the
proposed M-83 highway from its analysis, and focused instead on bus rapid transit on Route
355, along with improvements to existing intersections and roads, BRT-based scenarios excelled
in reducing driving, producing the lowest number of vehicle miles traveled in private vehicles,
highest percentage of people traveling by transit and shortest rush hour travel times on Route
355, among other key metrics.

CSG has been and will continue to be a strong advocate not only for this BRT project, but more
broadly for better bus service, transit-oriented development, safe streets for all users, and in
particular, safer and more comfortable options for walking and biking Upcounty.

We urge the Planning Board to move decisively forward in this direction, and no longer keep
alive in our county’s plans an unbuilt and environmentally damaging highway proposal that
distracts from better transportation options already underway. The time is now to remove M-83
from our county’s Master Plan of Highways and Transitways.

Thank you for your time.

Sincerely,

Carrie Kisicki

Montgomery County Advocacy Manager


https://www.montgomerycountymd.gov/corridor/Resources/Files/Feb%2010%202017%20Midcounty%20Corridor%20Study%20Supplement%20Report.PDF
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November 27, 2024

Montgomery County Planning Board
2425 Reedie Dr, 14th Floor
Wheaton, MD 20902

Re: Item 7 — Master Plan of Highways and Transitways (MPOHT) - 2024 Technical Update
Dear Chair Harris and members of the Planning Board:

Please accept these comments on behalf of the Coalition for Smarter Growth (CSG). CSG is the
leading organization in the D.C. metro region advocating for walkable, inclusive, transit-oriented
communities as the most sustainable and equitable way for our region to grow and provide
opportunities for all.

We thank the Planning Board and Planning staff for taking note of the volume of public
feedback on M-83, and scheduling additional hearings to consider M-83’s removal from the
Master Plan of Highways and Transitways.

M-83 is not the right way forward to provide better transportation options Upcounty. It is an
outdated plan from a different era of planning and engineering, and it is fundamentally out of
step not only with what we know today about the vital connections between environmental and
human health—but also with what we know today about best practices to address
transportation needs. Fortunately, the county is well on its way to implementing a much more
effective mix of bus rapid transit and local street safety improvements that, per the County’s
2017 supplemental report, will reduce vehicle miles traveled, increase transit ridership, and
reduce rush hour delays on 1-270.

M83 is based on obsolete travel and land use assumptions

SHA traffic data shows that traffic volumes on most of the major north-south roads in the MD 83
corridor have declined and did so even before the pandemic. SHA had forecast 34-48% growth
in traffic volumes on MD 355 by 2030, but traffic volumes on 355 peaked in 2014 and 2017.
Other roads -- MD 27, MD 124, MD 108, Clarksburg Rd/Stumptown Rd, Snowden Farm
Parkway -- haven't seen increases in traffic volumes according to SHA data. Since the
pandemic the vast increase in telecommuting and the huge vacancies in office park buildings is
likely contributing to further declines in peak hour driving.

M83 would generate higher volumes of traffic in the Upcounty — while failing to provide
alternatives

Two things can be true at the same time — declining driving demand today because of

telecommuting and possibly online shopping, but also induced driving generated by the
presence of a new highway. What we now know from study after study—including examples in

PO. Box 73282 - Washington, DC 20056 - smartergrowth.net
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our own region—is that the temporary relief from traffic seemingly offered by new road
capacity is eaten up within years as more people decide to take more car trips because it has
become more convenient to drive. Expanded highways also drive development to more
auto-dependent areas, further increasing traffic volumes.

This is a phenomenon called induced demand, and it eventually leads you right back to the
traffic problem you started with—but with even more driving overall. See CSG’s summary of the
research here. We saw after the state of Maryland spent $200 million to expand 1-270 from 8 to
12 lanes, traffic gridlock returned in just 8 years (featured in a 1999 Washington Post article and
confirmed by a Transportation Planning Board analysis).

M83 would cause significant environmental damage — to the watershed, stream valleys, and
the climate

M-83 would not result in long-term, sustainable improvements to travel times and traffic
congestion. It is, however, highly likely that building M-83 would result in increased carbon
emissions from increased vehicle miles traveled, as the county’s own modeling predicts. And it
is a certainty that M-83 would cause damage to the sensitive ecosystems it cuts through,
including watersheds that feed into our regional drinking water supply.

As with the now well-documented phenomenon of induced demand, the connections between
human and environmental health were perhaps not fully appreciated by decisionmakers at the
time M-83 was originally planned. Now, we know better, and we need to act accordingly.

Our region is just exiting its longest-ever recorded period with no precipitation. We cannot take
the health of the ecosystems that feed into our drinking water supply for granted. Likewise, we
now know that the many byproducts of traveling by car, from auto emissions to microplastic
particles produced by our tires, do not have a neutral impact on our health or on our
environment. Rather, they cause negative health impacts like increased rates of asthma for
those living near roadways, and contribute to the already-disastrous and mounting effects of
climate change.

MD-355 Bus Rapid Transit is a better alternative for more Upcounty transportation options —
and already underway

There is a path forward to relieving transportation challenges in the Upcounty without
generating long-term negative environmental and health effects. The solution to Upcounty
transportation challenges lies in high-quality, high-capacity new transit connections, safer and
more comfortable options to get around by walking and biking, and targeted intersection and
street grid improvements to improve accessibility. These solutions provide a sustainable
long-term framework for relieving traffic by offering more and better choices for how people
get around.


https://smartergrowth.net/resources/induced-demand-an-overview-for-metro-dc/
https://smartergrowth.net/resources/induced-demand-an-overview-for-metro-dc/

Attachment B: Written Testimony

Planning Board progress on these transportation alternatives is well underway. Bus rapid transit,
or BRT, on MD-355 will provide a high-capacity, high-frequency bus line with service between
Bethesda and Clarksburg. The County Department of Transportation is planning to begin
construction on the central segment of MD-355 bus rapid transit next year—the first of three
segments—and is seeking to contract a progressive design-build firm not just for this segment
but to eventually build all segments of MD-355 BRT. This reflects our county’s commitment to
reduce delays and quickly and efficiently deliver long-promised BRT on this corridor.

The County’s own 2017 supplemental report on M-83 found that when it excluded the
proposed M-83 highway from its analysis, and focused instead on bus rapid transit on Route
355, along with improvements to existing intersections and roads, BRT-based scenarios excelled
in reducing driving, producing the lowest number of vehicle miles traveled in private vehicles,
highest percentage of people traveling by transit and shortest rush hour travel times on Route
355, among other key metrics.

CSG has been and will continue to be a strong advocate not only for this BRT project, but more
broadly for better bus service, transit-oriented development, safe streets for all users, and in
particular, safer and more comfortable options for walking and biking Upcounty.

We urge the Planning Board to move decisively forward in this direction, and no longer keep
alive in our county’s plans an unbuilt and environmentally damaging highway proposal that
distracts from better transportation options already underway. The time is now to remove M-83
from our county’s Master Plan of Highways and Transitways.

Thank you for your time.

Sincerely,

Carrie Kisicki

Montgomery County Advocacy Manager


https://www.montgomerycountymd.gov/corridor/Resources/Files/Feb%2010%202017%20Midcounty%20Corridor%20Study%20Supplement%20Report.PDF
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Hi. My name is Deborah D’Attilio. | have lived in Montgomery County, Clarksburg Town Center, since
2005. | was very disappointed to hear that during the October 3™ meeting that the Planning Board
voted to consider not building mid-county highway extension. This portion of road is vital to upcountry
residents who have to fight unacceptable levels of traffic during commute times. As a resident of
Clarksburg Town Center my quality of life has already been impacted by the significant delays because of
the developer. We have not had finished infrastructure for nearly 20 years. It would be a significant
injustice if the M-83 is not completed too. | will not be able to attend the virtual Oct 21° meeting or in
person Oct 23™ meeting. But | would like this email submitted as testimony for the November 14™ public
hearing that up-county residents want the road built.

Thank you,

Deborah

23522 Sugar View Dr,
Clarksburg, MD 20871
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Dear Planning Board Members:

M-83 has been included in the Clarksburg Master Plan since 1960. It is an integral to
the development of Clarksburg. It provides a direct connection from Clarksburg to
Shady Grove Metro.

Clarksburg has grown from a community of 10,000 residents in 2010 to over 30,000
residents. It continues to grow at a rapid pace. The transportation infrastructure is
sorely lacking. Removing sections of M-83 will adversely impact the quality of life for
current and future residents of Clarksburg in particular and Upcounty in general.

It is time to build M-83.

Kind Regards

Madeleine C Engel
11915 Kigger Jack Ln
Clarksburg
301-926-5558
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Dear Planning Board Members:

M-83 was included in the Clarksburg Master Plan since 1960. It is an integral to the development of
Clarksburg. It provides a much direct connection from Clarksburg to Shady Grove Metro. Clarksburg has
grown from a community of 10,000 residents in 2010 to over 30,000 residents. It continues to grow at a
rapid pace. The transportation infrastructure is sorely lacking. Removing sections of M-83 will adversely
impact the quality of life for current and future Clarksburg residents. It is time to build M-83.

Kind Regards

Deepak Somarajan

11918 chestnut branch way,
Clarksburg, MD 20871
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Dear Planning Board Members:

M-83 was included in the Clarksburg Master Plan since 1960. It is integral to the development of
Clarksburg. It provides a much direct connection from Clarksburg to Shady Grove Metro.
Clarksburg has grown from a community of 10,000 residents in 2010 to over 30,000 residents. It
continues to grow at a rapid pace. The transportation infrastructure is sorely lacking. Removing
sections of M-83 will adversely impact the quality of life for current and future Clarksburg residents.
It is time to build M-83.

Kind Regards,
Praveen Patel
12626 Granite Rock Rd, Clarksburg, MD 20871
301-693-0096
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Dear Planning Board Members,

M-83 has been included in the Clarksburg Master Plan since 1960. It is integral to the development of
Clarksburg as it provides a more direct connection from Clarksburg to Shady Grove Metro.

Clarksburg's population has grown from 10,000 residents in 2010 to over 30,000 residents and continues
to grow rapidly. The transportation infrastructure needs to be more robust. Removing sections of M-83 will
adversely impact the quality of life for current and future Clarksburg residents.

It is time to build M-83.

Kind Regards

Anand lyer

11403 Heather Point PI,
Clarksburg, MD 20871
2035594428
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Dear Planning Board Members:

Clarksburg has grown from a community of 10,000 residents in 2010 to over 30,000 residents, and
continues to grow at a rapid pace. Lack of transportation options and continued congestion on 1-270 has
put hardship to both office commuters and students having to catch buses very early.

M-83 — Midcounty Highway would play a critical role in reducing these congestions and provide direct
access to Shady Grove, rather than clogging I-270. | request the Planning Board Members to kindly
reconsider the decision to remove building M-83, and rather prioritize building M-83. Removing sections
of M-83 will adversely impact the quality of life for current and future Clarksburg residents.

Kind Regards,

Prasad Tippa

23120 Timber Creek Lane, Clarksburg, MD 20871
(301) 972-6197
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To whom it may concern on the Planning Board,

M-83 has been included in the Clarksburg Master Plan since 1960. It is an integral part
to the development of Clarksburg. It provides a direct connection from Clarksburg to
Shady Grove Metro.

Clarksburg has grown from a community of 10,000 residents in 2010 to over 30,000
residents. It continues to grow at a rapid pace. The transportation infrastructure is
sorely lacking. Removing sections of M-83 will adversely impact the quality of life for
current and future residents of Clarksburg in particular and Upcounty in general. |
respectfully ask that you quickly build M-83.

Thanks,
Ann-Marie Young
Piedmont Road, Clarksburg MD
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Dear Planning Board Members:

M-83 was included in the Clarksburg Master Plan since 1960. It is an integral to the development of
Clarksburg. It provides a much direct connection from Clarksburg to Shady Grove Metro. Clarksburg has
grown from a community of 10,000 residents in 2010 to over 30,000 residents. It continues to grow at a
rapid pace. The transportation infrastructure is sorely lacking. Removing sections of M-83 will adversely
impact the quality of life for current and future Clarksburg residents. It is time to build M-83.

Kind Regards,

Manish Khare

12565 Foreman Blvd, Clarksburg, MD 20871
. 3014610049
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Dear Planning Board Members:

M-83 was included in the Clarksburg Master Plan since 1960. It is an integral to the development of
Clarksburg. It provides a much direct connection from Clarksburg to Shady Grove Metro.

Clarksburg has grown from a community of 10,000 residents in 2010 to over 30,000 residents. It
continues to grow at a rapid pace. The transportation infrastructure is sorely lacking. Removing
sections of M-83 will adversely impact the quality of life for current and future Clarksburg residents. It is
time to build M-83.

| have lived in Clarksburg community since past 14 years and waiting for construction of M-83 to have an
option other than already congested 270 to shady grove metro. | have also been frustrated with no
progress on 355 LRT option even though millions of dollars wasted on proposal studies! Enough of
treating us in upcountry as second class citizens and time to build M-83 is now J\

Kind Regards

Gurpreet Kaler

12619 Blue Sky Dr, Clarksburg, MD
240-778-3820
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Dear Planning Board Members:

M-83 was included in the Clarksburg Master Plan since 1960. It is an integral to the development of
Clarksburg. It provides a much direct connection from Clarksburg to Shady Grove Metro.
Clarksburg has grown from a community of 10,000 residents in 2010 to over 30,000 residents. It
continues to grow at a rapid pace. The transportation infrastructure is sorely lacking. Removing
sections of M-83 will adversely impact the quality of life for current and future Clarksburg residents.
It is time to build M-83.

Kind Regards

Thanks

Ujwal Nagu
Ujwalnag@yahoo.com
2407808348
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Dear Planning Board Members:

M-83 was included in the Clarksburg Master Plan since 1960. It is an integral to the development of
Clarksburg. It provides a much direct connection from Clarksburg to Shady Grove Metro.

Clarksburg has grown from a community of 10,000 residents in 2010 to over 30,000 residents. It
continues to grow at a rapid pace.

The transportation infrastructure is sorely lacking as we still don’t have the expected extension of the
metro to Clarksburg. Removing sections of M-83 will adversely impact the quality of life for current and
future Clarksburg residents.

It is time to build M-83.

Kind Regards

Thilak Thandapani

11891 Chestnut Branch Way, Clarksburg MD 20871
2405602505
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Dear Planning Board Members:

M-83 was included in the Clarksburg Master Plan since 1960. It is an integral to the development of
Clarksburg. It provides a much direct connection from Clarksburg to Shady Grove Metro.

Clarksburg has grown from a community of 10,000 residents in 2010 to over 30,000 residents. It
continues to grow at a rapid pace. The transportation infrastructure is sorely lacking. Removing sections
of M-83 will adversely impact the quality of life for current and future Clarksburg residents.

It is time to build M-83.

Kind Regards
Sasisekhar Bennuru
22492 Newcut Rd, Clarksburg MD 20871



Attachment B: Written Testimony

ID: 184
Ravi Rengaramanujam



Attachment B: Written Testimony

Dear Planning Board Members:

M-83 was included in the Clarksburg Master Plan since 1960. It is an integral to the development of
Clarksburg. It provides a much direct connection from Clarksburg to Shady Grove Metro.

Clarksburg has grown from a community of 10,000 residents in 2010 to over 30,000 residents. It
continues to grow at a rapid pace. The transportation infrastructure is sorely lacking. Removing
sections of M-83 will adversely impact the quality of life for current and future Clarksburg residents.

It is time to build M-83.

Kind Regards

Ravi Rengaramanujam
12637 Blue Sky Dr
Clarksburg MD 20871
(240) 876-6189
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Dear Planning Board Members:

M-83 has been included in the Clarksburg Master Plan since 1960. It is an integral to
the development of Clarksburg. It provides a direct connection from Clarksburg to
Shady Grove Metro.

Clarksburg has grown from a community of to over 30,000 residents. It continues to
grow at a rapid pace. The transportation infrastructure is sorely lacking. Removing
sections of M-83 will adversely impact the quality of life for current and future residents
of Clarksburg in particular and Upcounty in general.

It is time to build M-83.

Kind Regards
Nita Patel and Kirit Patel
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Dear Planning Board Members:

M-83 is an integral to the development of Clarksburg. It provides a much direct connection from
Clarksburg to Shady Grove Metro.

Clarksburg has grown from a community of 10,000 residents in 2010 to over 30,000 residents. It
continues to grow at a rapid pace. The transportation infrastructure is sorely lacking. Removing sections
of M-83 will adversely impact the quality of life for current and future Clarksburg residents.

It is time to build M-83.

Sincerely,

Preethi Sudha

12544 Horseshoe Bend Cir, Clarksburg MD 20871
2408212772
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Dear Planning Board Members,

M-83 was included in the Clarksburg Master Plan since 1960. It is an integral to the development of
Clarksburg. It provides a much direct connection from Clarksburg to Shady Grove Metro. Clarksburg has
grown from a community of 10,000 residents in 2010 to over 30,000 residents. It continues to grow at a
rapid pace.

The transportation infrastructure is sorely lacking. Removing sections of M-83 will adversely impact the
quality of life for current and future Clarksburg residents. It is time to build M-83.

Kind Regards

Harikumar Gadde

11882 Chestnut Branch Way
Clarksburg MD

Ph: 240-328-6669
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Dear Planning Board Members:

M-83 was included in the Clarksburg Master Plan since 1960. It is an integral to the development of
Clarksburg. It provides a much direct connection from Clarksburg to Shady Grove Metro.

Clarksburg has grown from a community of 10,000 residents in 2010 to over 30,000 residents. It
continues to grow at a rapid pace. The transportation infrastructure is sorely lacking. Removing
sections of M-83 will adversely impact the quality of life for current and future Clarksburg residents. It is
time to build M-83.

Kind Regards

Jeya dhanaraj Anandhan

22406 Hemlock hills Pl Clarksburg MD 20871
2023228711
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Dear Planning Board Members:

M-83 has been included in the Clarksburg Master Plan since 1960. It is an integral to
the development of Clarksburg. It provides a direct connection from Clarksburg to
Shady Grove Metro.

Clarksburg has grown from a community of 10,000 residents in 2010 to over 30,000
residents. It continues to grow at a rapid pace. The transportation infrastructure is
sorely lacking. Removing sections of M-83 will adversely impact the quality of life for
current and future residents of Clarksburg in particular and Upcounty in general.

It is time to build M-83.

Kind Regards

Chris Kelly

11918 Kigger Jack Lane
Clarksburg, MD 20871
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Dear Planning Board Members: M-83 was included in the Clarksburg Master Plan since 1960. It is an
integral to the development of Clarksburg. It provides a much direct connection from Clarksburg to
Shady Grove Metro. Clarksburg has grown from a community of 10,000 residents in 2010 to over 30,000
residents. It continues to grow at a rapid pace. The transportation infrastructure is sorely lacking.
Removing sections of M-83 will adversely impact the quality of life for current and future Clarksburg
residents. It is time to build M-83.

Kind Regards,

Divyesh Kukadiya

Clarksburg Ridge Community
Clarksburg, MD 20871
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Dear Planning Board Members,

| am writing to urge you to keep M-83 in the Clarksburg Master Plan. Since its inclusion in 1960, M-83
has been a critical component of Clarksburg’s development. Its removal would undermine the needs of
our rapidly growing community and exacerbate existing challenges.

Clarksburg’s population has grown from 10,000 residents in 2010 to over 40,000 today and continues to
expand. The current transportation infrastructure is inadequate to support this growth, leading to
significant traffic congestion and safety concerns. M-83 offers a multimodal solution, providing direct
connections for vehicles, buses, and bikes between Clarksburg, Shady Grove Metro, and the ICC (200).

Moreover, the M-83 right-of-way presents future opportunities for extending the Red Line or routing
the proposed monorail from Frederick through Clarksburg to key regional hubs like Bethesda and Tysons
Corner. These projects could alleviate traffic congestion and foster sustainable growth in Upcounty.

Safety experts have also noted that M-83 could serve as an essential route in emergency evacuation
plans. Removing it would not only impact residents' quality of life but also hinder the county’s future
economic development.

Please listen to the voices of Clarksburg residents and prioritize our community's needs. Keeping M-83 in
the Master Plan is vital for addressing current issues and planning for a prosperous future.

Thank you for your consideration.

Sincerely,

Divyesh Kukadiya

7 Webster Hill Ct, Clarksburg, MD 20871
Phone: 201-755-0506

Email: divyeshkukadiya@gmail.com
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Dear Planning Board Members:

M-83 was included in the Clarksburg Master Plan since 1960. It is an integral to the development of
Clarksburg. It provides a much direct connection from Clarksburg to Shady Grove Metro. Clarksburg has
grown from a community of 10,000 residents in 2010 to over 30,000 residents. It continues to grow at a
rapid pace. The transportation infrastructure is sorely lacking. Removing sections of M-83 will adversely
impact the quality of life for current and future Clarksburg residents. It is time to build M-83. Kind
Regards

surya
clarksburg village resident
clarksburg
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Dear Planning Board Members:

M-83 has been included in the Clarksburg Master Plan since 1960. It is an integral to
the development of Clarksburg. It provides a direct connection from Clarksburg to
Shady Grove Metro.

Clarksburg has grown from a community of 10,000 residents in 2010 to over 30,000
residents. It continues to grow at a rapid pace. The transportation infrastructure is
sorely lacking. Removing sections of M-83 will adversely impact the quality of life for
current and future residents of Clarksburg in particular and Upcounty in general.

It is time to build M-83.

Kind Regards

Irfanul Haq

23600 Tregoning Dr, Clarksburg, MD 20871
+15712949485
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Dear Montgomery County Council Members and Planning Board,

We, the residents of Germantown, Boyds, and Clarksburg, are writing to express our strong support for
the construction of the Midcounty Highway Extended (M-83) and urge you not to remove this critical
transportation project from the Master Plan of Highways and Transitways.

Many of us bought homes in these rapidly growing communities with the expectation that the county
would deliver on its transportation infrastructure commitments, which prominently included M-83. As
you know, M-83 has been part of the Clarksburg Master Plan since the 1960s and remains a vital
transportation link for our region. The highway is essential for providing direct access to economic
centers such as Rockville, Gaithersburg, the Intercounty Connector (ICC), and other key zones that
contribute to the economic vitality of Montgomery County.

The highway is also critical for accessing schools, healthcare facilities, and other necessary services.
Without it, the existing road network is overwhelmed, causing significant traffic congestion that impacts
the daily lives of thousands of residents.

The opposition to M-83, particularly from organizations such as the TAME Coalition, fails to reflect the
realities and needs of the residents of upcounty areas. TAME does not represent the voices of those
who live in high-traffic zones like Gaithersburg, nor the growing population of Germantown and
Clarksburg. Instead, it pushes a narrow agenda that overlooks the pressing transportation challenges
faced by our communities.

Clarksburg, in particular, has seen explosive growth, with its population tripling from 10,000 residents in
2010 to over 30,000 today, and it continues to expand rapidly. Despite this, transportation
infrastructure has lagged far behind, severely affecting the quality of life for current and future
residents. The completion of M-83 is an essential step toward fulfilling the promises made to our
communities and ensuring that we have the infrastructure to support this growth. Furthermore, the
environmental arguments put forward by TAME are misleading and selective. These concerns were not
applied to other county-funded projects such as the expansion along Exit 11 of I-270, raising questions
about the consistency of their stance.

M-83 should not be viewed as an exclusive alternative to other transportation solutions, such as Bus
Rapid Transit (BRT). Rather, it should be prioritized as part of the county’s broader master plan,
alongside other transportation improvements.

For years, the residents of upcounty communities have suffered from insufficient infrastructure while
witnessing the construction of new homes and the growth of new developments. This ongoing neglect
adds insult to injury, and it is time that the county finally addresses our needs by moving forward with
the construction of M-83.

We strongly urge you to respect the original master plan, recognize the critical role that M-83 plays in
the development of Clarksburg, Germantown, and surrounding areas, and ensure that this vital highway
is built without further delay.

Thank you for your consideration.
Sincerely,

Siva Reddy, Bindu Tupakula
Yogith Tupakula, Saahith Tupakula
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12136 Cypress Spring Rd
Clarksburg, MD 20871



Resident of
Gaithersburg,
Germantown &
Clarksburg
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not there in-
person ?

Please host a county hearing on M-83
in the community where it belongs !!

200 Mid county Highway is beautiful,
but we can’t get there !!
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Dear Montgomery County Council Members and Planning Board,

We, the residents of Germantown, Boyds, and Clarksburg, are writing to express our strong support for
the construction of the Midcounty Highway Extended (M-83) and urge you not to remove this critical
transportation project from the Master Plan of Highways and Transitways. Many of us bought homes in
these rapidly growing communities with the expectation that the county would deliver on its
transportation infrastructure commitments, which prominently included M-83.

As you know, M-83 has been part of the Clarksburg Master Plan since the 1960s and remains a vital
transportation link for our region. The highway is essential for providing direct access to economic
centers such as Rockville, Gaithersburg, the Intercounty Connector (ICC), and other key zones that
contribute to the economic vitality of Montgomery County. The highway is also critical for accessing
schools, healthcare facilities, and other necessary services. Without it, the existing road network is
overwhelmed, causing significant traffic congestion that impacts the daily lives of thousands of
residents.

The opposition to M-83, particularly from organizations such as the TAME Coalition, fails to reflect the
realities and needs of the residents of upcounty areas. TAME does not represent the voices of those
who live in high-traffic zones like Gaithersburg, nor the growing population of Germantown and
Clarksburg. Instead, it pushes a narrow agenda that overlooks the pressing transportation challenges
faced by our communities.

Clarksburg, in particular, has seen explosive growth, with its population tripling from 10,000 residents in
2010 to over 30,000 today, and it continues to expand rapidly. Despite this, transportation
infrastructure has lagged far behind, severely affecting the quality of life for current and future
residents. The completion of M-83 is an essential step toward fulfilling the promises made to our
communities and ensuring that we have the infrastructure to support this growth.

Furthermore, the environmental arguments put forward by TAME are misleading and selective. These
concerns were not applied to other county-funded projects such as the expansion along Exit 11 of I-270,
raising questions about the consistency of their stance. M-83 should not be viewed as an exclusive
alternative to other transportation solutions, such as Bus Rapid Transit (BRT). Rather, it should be
prioritized as part of the county’s broader master plan, alongside other transportation improvements.

For years, the residents of upcounty communities have suffered from insufficient infrastructure while

witnessing the construction of new homes and the growth of new developments. This ongoing neglect
adds insult to injury, and it is time that the county finally addresses our needs by moving forward with
the construction of M-83.

We strongly urge you to respect the original master plan, recognize the critical role that M-83 plays in
the development of Clarksburg, Germantown, and surrounding areas, and ensure that this vital highway
is built without further delay.

Thank you for your consideration.
Sincerely,

Krupal Chukka
Resident of Clarksburg, MD
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Dear Planning Board Members:

M-83 was included in the Clarksburg Master Plan since 1960. It is an integral to the development of
Clarksburg. It provides a much direct connection from Clarksburg to Shady Grove Metro.
Clarksburg has grown from a community of 10,000 residents in 2010 to over 30,000 residents. It
continues to grow at a rapid pace. The transportation infrastructure is sorely lacking. Removing
sections of M-83 will adversely impact the quality of life for current and future Clarksburg residents.
It is time to build M-83.

Kind Regards

Santhosh Shetty

12614 Granite Rock Road
Clarksburg MD 20871

Phone : 248-210-6402
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Dear Montgomery County Council Members and Planning Board,

We, the residents of Germantown, Boyds, and Clarksburg, are writing to express our strong support for
the construction of the Midcounty Highway Extended (M-83) and urge you not to remove this critical
transportation project from the Master Plan of Highways and Transitways. Many of us bought homes in
these rapidly growing communities with the expectation that the county would deliver on its
transportation infrastructure commitments, which prominently included M-83.

As you know, M-83 has been part of the Clarksburg Master Plan since the 1960s and remains a vital
transportation link for our region. The highway is essential for providing direct access to economic
centers such as Rockville, Gaithersburg, the Intercounty Connector (ICC), and other key zones that
contribute to the economic vitality of Montgomery County. The highway is also critical for accessing
schools, healthcare facilities, and other necessary services. Without it, the existing road network is
overwhelmed, causing significant traffic congestion that impacts the daily lives of thousands of residents.

The opposition to M-83, particularly from organizations such as the TAME Coalition, fails to reflect the
realities and needs of the residents of upcounty areas. TAME does not represent the voices of those who
live in high-traffic zones like Gaithersburg, nor the growing population of Germantown and Clarksburg.
Instead, it pushes a narrow agenda that overlooks the pressing transportation challenges faced by our
communities.

Clarksburg, in particular, has seen explosive growth, with its population tripling from 10,000 residents in
2010 to over 30,000 today, and it continues to expand rapidly. Despite this, transportation infrastructure
has lagged far behind, severely affecting the quality of life for current and future residents. The
completion of M-83 is an essential step toward fulfilling the promises made to our communities and
ensuring that we have the infrastructure to support this growth.

Furthermore, the environmental arguments put forward by TAME are misleading and selective. These
concerns were not applied to other county-funded projects such as the expansion along Exit 11 of 1-270,
raising questions about the consistency of their stance. M-83 should not be viewed as an exclusive
alternative to other transportation solutions, such as Bus Rapid Transit (BRT). Rather, it should be
prioritized as part of the county’s broader master plan, alongside other transportation improvements.

For years, the residents of upcounty communities have suffered from insufficient infrastructure while
witnessing the construction of new homes and the growth of new developments. This ongoing neglect
adds insult to injury, and it is time that the county finally addresses our needs by moving forward with
the construction of M-83.

We strongly urge you to respect the original master plan, recognize the critical role that M-83 plays in
the development of Clarksburg, Germantown, and surrounding areas, and ensure that this vital highway

is built without further delay.

Thank you for your consideration.
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Sincerely,

Stephanie Loving-Jones
23006 Birch Mead Road
Clarksburg, MD 20871
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Dear Planning Board Members:

M-83 has been included in the Clarksburg Master Plan since 1960. It is an integral to
the development of Clarksburg. It provides a direct connection from Clarksburg to
Shady Grove Metro.

Clarksburg has grown from a community of 10,000 residents in 2010 to over 30,000
residents. It continues to grow at a rapid pace. The transportation infrastructure is
sorely lacking. Removing sections of M-83 will adversely impact the quality of life for
current and future residents of Clarksburg in particular and Upcounty in general.

It is time to build M-83.

Kind Regards

Jaya Pandey

Kigger Jack Lane, Clarksburg, MD 20871
301 466 7922 (mobile)
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Greetings,

We, the residents of Germantown, Boyds, and Clarksburg, are writing to express our strong support for
the construction of the Midcounty Highway Extended (M-83) and urge you not to remove this critical
transportation project from the Master Plan of Highways and Transitways. Many of us bought homes in
these rapidly growing communities with the expectation that the county would deliver on its
transportation infrastructure commitments, which prominently included M-83. As you know, M-83 has
been part of the Clarksburg Master Plan since the 1960s and remains a vital transportation link for our
region. The highway is essential for providing direct access to economic centers such as Rockville,
Gaithersburg, the Intercounty Connector (ICC), and other key zones that contribute to the economic
vitality of Montgomery County. The highway is also critical for accessing schools, healthcare facilities,
and other necessary services. Without it, the existing road network is overwhelmed, causing significant
traffic congestion that impacts the daily lives of thousands of residents. The opposition to M-83,
particularly from organizations such as the TAME Coalition, fails to reflect the realities and needs of the
residents of upcounty areas. TAME does not represent the voices of those who live in high-traffic zones
like Gaithersburg, nor the growing population of Germantown and Clarksburg. Instead, it pushes a
narrow agenda that overlooks the pressing transportation challenges faced by our communities.
Clarksburg, in particular, has seen explosive growth, with its population tripling from 10,000 residents in
2010 to over 30,000 today, and it continues to expand rapidly. Despite this, transportation
infrastructure has lagged far behind, severely affecting the quality of life for current and future
residents. The completion of M-83 is an essential step toward fulfilling the promises made to our
communities and ensuring that we have the infrastructure to support this growth.

Furthermore, the environmental arguments put forward by TAME are misleading and selective. These
concerns were not applied to other county-funded projects such as the expansion along Exit 11 of I-270,
raising questions about the consistency of their stance. M-83 should not be viewed as an exclusive
alternative to other transportation solutions, such as Bus Rapid Transit (BRT). Rather, it should be
prioritized as part of the county’s broader master plan, alongside other transportation improvements.
For years, the residents of upcounty communities have suffered from insufficient infrastructure while
witnessing the construction of new homes and the growth of new developments. This ongoing neglect
adds insult to injury, and it is time that the county finally addresses our needs by moving forward with
the construction of M-83.

We strongly urge you to respect the original master plan, recognize the critical role that M-83 plays in
the development of Clarksburg, Germantown, and surrounding areas, and ensure that this vital highway
is built without further delay.

Thank you for your consideration. Sincerely,
Supriya Pandu

Resident of Arora Hills (HOA)

Clarksburg, MD 20871
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Dear Montgomery County Council Members and Planning Board,

We, the residents of Germantown, Boyds, and Clarksburg, are writing to express our strong support for
the construction of the Midcounty Highway Extended (M-83) and urge you not to remove this critical
transportation project from the Master Plan of Highways and Transitways. Many of us bought homes in
these rapidly growing communities with the expectation that the county would deliver on its
transportation infrastructure commitments, which prominently included M-83.

As you know, M-83 has been part of the Clarksburg Master Plan since the 1960s and remains a vital
transportation link for our region. The highway is essential for providing direct access to economic
centers such as Rockville, Gaithersburg, the Intercounty Connector (ICC), and other key zones that
contribute to the economic vitality of Montgomery County. The highway is also critical for accessing
schools, healthcare facilities, and other necessary services. Without it, the existing road network is
overwhelmed, causing significant traffic congestion that impacts the daily lives of thousands of
residents.

The opposition to M-83, particularly from organizations such as the TAME Coalition, fails to reflect the
realities and needs of the residents of upcounty areas. TAME does not represent the voices of those
who live in high-traffic zones like Gaithersburg, nor the growing population of Germantown and
Clarksburg. Instead, it pushes a narrow agenda that overlooks the pressing transportation challenges
faced by our communities.

Clarksburg, in particular, has seen explosive growth, with its population tripling from 10,000 residents in
2010 to over 30,000 today, and it continues to expand rapidly. Despite this, transportation
infrastructure has lagged far behind, severely affecting the quality of life for current and future
residents. The completion of M-83 is an essential step toward fulfilling the promises made to our
communities and ensuring that we have the infrastructure to support this growth.

Furthermore, the environmental arguments put forward by TAME are misleading and selective. These
concerns were not applied to other county-funded projects such as the expansion along Exit 11 of I-270,
raising questions about the consistency of their stance. M-83 should not be viewed as an exclusive
alternative to other transportation solutions, such as Bus Rapid Transit (BRT). Rather, it should be
prioritized as part of the county’s broader master plan, alongside other transportation improvements.

For years, the residents of upcounty communities have suffered from insufficient infrastructure while

witnessing the construction of new homes and the growth of new developments. This ongoing neglect
adds insult to injury, and it is time that the county finally addresses our needs by moving forward with
the construction of M-83.

We strongly urge you to respect the original master plan, recognize the critical role that M-83 plays in
the development of Clarksburg, Germantown, and surrounding areas, and ensure that this vital highway
is built without further delay.

Thank you for your consideration.
Sincerely,

Srinivasa Putta
23211 British Manor dr
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Dear Planning Board Members:

M-83 was included in the Clarksburg Master Plan since 1960. It is an integral to the development of
Clarksburg. It provides a much direct connection from Clarksburg to Shady Grove Metro.
Clarksburg has grown from a community of 10,000 residents in 2010 to over 30,000 residents. It
continues to grow at a rapid pace. The transportation infrastructure is sorely lacking. Removing
sections of M-83 will adversely impact the quality of life for current and future Clarksburg residents.
It is time to build M-83.

Kind Regards,

Paresh Patel

23161 Arora Hills Dr, Clarksburg, MD 20871
301-263-4005
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Dear Montgomery County Council Members and Planning Board,

We, the residents of Germantown, Boyds, and Clarksburg, are writing to express our strong support for
the construction of the Midcounty Highway Extended (M-83) and urge you not to remove this critical
transportation project from the Master Plan of Highways and Transitways.

Many of us bought homes in these rapidly growing communities with the expectation that the county
would deliver on its transportation infrastructure commitments, which prominently included M-83. As
you know, M-83 has been part of the Clarksburg Master Plan since the 1960s and remains a vital
transportation link for our region. The highway is essential for providing direct access to economic
centers such as Rockville, Gaithersburg, the Intercounty Connector (ICC), and other key zones that
contribute to the economic vitality of Montgomery County.

The highway is also critical for accessing schools, healthcare facilities, and other necessary services.
Without it, the existing road network is overwhelmed, causing significant traffic congestion that impacts
the daily lives of thousands of residents.

The opposition to M-83, particularly from organizations such as the TAME Coalition, fails to reflect the
realities and needs of the residents of upcounty areas. TAME does not represent the voices of those
who live in high-traffic zones like Gaithersburg, nor the growing population of Germantown and
Clarksburg. Instead, it pushes a narrow agenda that overlooks the pressing transportation challenges
faced by our communities.

Clarksburg, in particular, has seen explosive growth, with its population tripling from 10,000 residents in
2010 to over 30,000 today, and it continues to expand rapidly. Despite this, transportation
infrastructure has lagged far behind, severely affecting the quality of life for current and future
residents. The completion of M-83 is an essential step toward fulfilling the promises made to our
communities and ensuring that we have the infrastructure to support this growth. Furthermore, the
environmental arguments put forward by TAME are misleading and selective. These concerns were not
applied to other county-funded projects such as the expansion along Exit 11 of I-270, raising questions
about the consistency of their stance.

M-83 should not be viewed as an exclusive alternative to other transportation solutions, such as Bus
Rapid Transit (BRT). Rather, it should be prioritized as part of the county’s broader master plan,
alongside other transportation improvements.

For years, the residents of upcounty communities have suffered from insufficient infrastructure while
witnessing the construction of new homes and the growth of new developments. This ongoing neglect
adds insult to injury, and it is time that the county finally addresses our needs by moving forward with
the construction of M-83.

We strongly urge you to respect the original master plan, recognize the critical role that M-83 plays in
the development of Clarksburg, Germantown, and surrounding areas, and ensure that this vital highway
is built without further delay.

Thank you for your consideration.

Paresh Patel
23161 Arora Hills Dr.
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Dear Montgomery County Council Members and Planning Board,

We, the residents of Germantown, Boyds, and Clarksburg, are writing to express our strong support for
the construction of the Midcounty Highway Extended (M-83) and urge you not to remove this critical
transportation project from the Master Plan of Highways and Transitways. Many of us bought homes in
these rapidly growing communities with the expectation that the county would deliver on its
transportation infrastructure commitments, which prominently included M-83.

As you know, M-83 has been part of the Clarksburg Master Plan since the 1960s and remains a vital
transportation link for our region. The highway is essential for providing direct access to economic
centers such as Rockville, Gaithersburg, the Intercounty Connector (ICC), and other key zones that
contribute to the economic vitality of Montgomery County. The highway is also critical for accessing
schools, healthcare facilities, and other necessary services. Without it, the existing road network is
overwhelmed, causing significant traffic congestion that impacts the daily lives of thousands of residents.

The opposition to M-83, particularly from organizations such as the TAME Coalition, fails to reflect the
realities and needs of the residents of upcounty areas. TAME does not represent the voices of those who
live in high-traffic zones like Gaithersburg, nor the growing population of Germantown and Clarksburg.
Instead, it pushes a narrow agenda that overlooks the pressing transportation challenges faced by our
communities.

Clarksburg, in particular, has seen explosive growth, with its population tripling from 10,000 residents in
2010 to over 30,000 today, and it continues to expand rapidly. Despite this, transportation infrastructure
has lagged far behind, severely affecting the quality of life for current and future residents. The
completion of M-83 is an essential step toward fulfilling the promises made to our communities and
ensuring that we have the infrastructure to support this growth.

Furthermore, the environmental arguments put forward by TAME are misleading and selective. These
concerns were not applied to other county-funded projects such as the expansion along Exit 11 of 1-270,
raising questions about the consistency of their stance. M-83 should not be viewed as an exclusive
alternative to other transportation solutions, such as Bus Rapid Transit (BRT). Rather, it should be
prioritized as part of the county’s broader master plan, alongside other transportation improvements.

For years, the residents of upcounty communities have suffered from insufficient infrastructure while
witnessing the construction of new homes and the growth of new developments. This ongoing neglect
adds insult to injury, and it is time that the county finally addresses our needs by moving forward with
the construction of M-83.

We strongly urge you to respect the original master plan, recognize the critical role that M-83 plays in
the development of Clarksburg, Germantown, and surrounding areas, and ensure that this vital highway

is built without further delay.

Thank you for your consideration.
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Sincerely,

Murali K Devarsu

11701 Pilgrim Hill Ln
Germantown MD 20876
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Dear MC Council Members and Planning Board
I am resident of Clarksburg, MD since 2010. | am for the construction of the proposed M-83 as per
master plan. | request you to support the construction of M-83

Thanks
Bhaskara Bommareddy
Clarksburg, MD
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Dear Montgomery County Council Members and Planning Board,

We, the residents of Germantown, Boyds, and Clarksburg, are writing to express our strong support for
the construction of the Midcounty Highway Extended (M-83) and urge you not to remove this critical
transportation project from the Master Plan of Highways and Transitways. Many of us bought homes in
these rapidly growing communities with the expectation that the county would deliver on its
transportation infrastructure commitments, which prominently included M-83.

As you know, M-83 has been part of the Clarksburg Master Plan since the 1960s and remains a vital
transportation link for our region. The highway is essential for providing direct access to economic
centers such as Rockville, Gaithersburg, the Intercounty Connector (ICC), and other key zones that
contribute to the economic vitality of Montgomery County. The highway is also critical for accessing
schools, healthcare facilities, and other necessary services. Without it, the existing road network is
overwhelmed, causing significant traffic congestion that impacts the daily lives of thousands of
residents.

The opposition to M-83, particularly from organizations such as the TAME Coalition, fails to reflect the
realities and needs of the residents of upcounty areas. TAME does not represent the voices of those
who live in high-traffic zones like Gaithersburg, nor the growing population of Germantown and
Clarksburg. Instead, it pushes a narrow agenda that overlooks the pressing transportation challenges
faced by our communities.

Clarksburg, in particular, has seen explosive growth, with its population tripling from 10,000 residents in
2010 to over 30,000 today, and it continues to expand rapidly. Despite this, transportation
infrastructure has lagged far behind, severely affecting the quality of life for current and future
residents. The completion of M-83 is an essential step toward fulfilling the promises made to our
communities and ensuring that we have the infrastructure to support this growth.

Furthermore, the environmental arguments put forward by TAME are misleading and selective. These
concerns were not applied to other county-funded projects such as the expansion along Exit 11 of I-270,
raising questions about the consistency of their stance. M-83 should not be viewed as an exclusive
alternative to other transportation solutions, such as Bus Rapid Transit (BRT). Rather, it should be
prioritized as part of the county’s broader master plan, alongside other transportation improvements.

For years, the residents of upcounty communities have suffered from insufficient infrastructure while

witnessing the construction of new homes and the growth of new developments. This ongoing neglect
adds insult to injury, and it is time that the county finally addresses our needs by moving forward with
the construction of M-83.

We strongly urge you to respect the original master plan, recognize the critical role that M-83 plays in
the development of Clarksburg, Germantown, and surrounding areas, and ensure that this vital highway
is built without further delay.

Thank you for your consideration.
Sincerely,

Anu Agrawal
Residents of Clarksburg, MD
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Dear Planning Board Members,

M-83 has been included in the Clarksburg Master Plan since 1960. It is an integral to the
development of Clarksburg. It provides a direct connection from Clarksburg to Shady Grove
Metro.

Clarksburg has grown from a community of 10,000 residents in 2010 to over 30,000
residents. It continues to grow at a rapid pace. The transportation infrastructure is sorely
lacking. Removing sections of M-83 will adversely impact the quality of life for current and
future residents of Clarksburg in particular and Upcounty in general.

It is time to build M-83.

Kind Regards,
Kavita Vyas

11808 Kigger Jack In
Clarksburg, MD
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Dear Montgomery County Council Members and Planning Board,

We, the residents of Germantown, Boyds, and Clarksburg, are writing to express our strong support for
the construction of the Midcounty Highway Extended (M-83) and urge you not to remove this critical
transportation project from the Master Plan of Highways and Transitways. Many of us bought homes in
these rapidly growing communities with the expectation that the county would deliver on its
transportation infrastructure commitments, which prominently included M-83.

As you know, M-83 has been part of the Clarksburg Master Plan since the 1960s and remains a vital
transportation link for our region. The highway is essential for providing direct access to economic
centers such as Rockville, Gaithersburg, the Intercounty Connector (ICC), and other key zones that
contribute to the economic vitality of Montgomery County. The highway is also critical for accessing
schools, healthcare facilities, and other necessary services. Without it, the existing road network is
overwhelmed, causing significant traffic congestion that impacts the daily lives of thousands of
residents.

The opposition to M-83, particularly from organizations such as the TAME Coalition, fails to reflect the
realities and needs of the residents of upcounty areas. TAME does not represent the voices of those
who live in high-traffic zones like Gaithersburg, nor the growing population of Germantown and
Clarksburg. Instead, it pushes a narrow agenda that overlooks the pressing transportation challenges
faced by our communities.

Clarksburg, in particular, has seen explosive growth, with its population tripling from 10,000 residents in
2010 to over 30,000 today, and it continues to expand rapidly. Despite this, transportation
infrastructure has lagged far behind, severely affecting the quality of life for current and future
residents. The completion of M-83 is an essential step toward fulfilling the promises made to our
communities and ensuring that we have the infrastructure to support this growth.

Furthermore, the environmental arguments put forward by TAME are misleading and selective. These
concerns were not applied to other county-funded projects such as the expansion along Exit 11 of I-270,
raising questions about the consistency of their stance. M-83 should not be viewed as an exclusive
alternative to other transportation solutions, such as Bus Rapid Transit (BRT). Rather, it should be
prioritized as part of the county’s broader master plan, alongside other transportation improvements.

For years, the residents of upcounty communities have suffered from insufficient infrastructure while

witnessing the construction of new homes and the growth of new developments. This ongoing neglect
adds insult to injury, and it is time that the county finally addresses our needs by moving forward with
the construction of M-83.

We strongly urge you to respect the original master plan, recognize the critical role that M-83 plays in
the development of Clarksburg, Germantown, and surrounding areas, and ensure that this vital highway
is built without further delay.

Thank you for your consideration.
Sincerely,

Raghuram Gandluri
Residents of Clarksburg, MD
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Dear Planning Board Members,

M-83 has been a part of the Clarksburg Master Plan since 1960 and is crucial to the area’s development.
It offers a direct connection between Clarksburg and the Shady Grove Metro.

Since 2010, Clarksburg's population has grown from 10,000 to over 30,000 residents, and the
community continues to expand rapidly. However, the transportation infrastructure is severely lacking.
Removing sections of M-83 will negatively impact the quality of life for both current and future
residents.

It’s time to move forward with the construction of M-83.

Kind regards,
Prashanthi Reddy

Clarksburg MD
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Dear Planning Board Members,

Since its inclusion in the Clarksburg Master Plan in 1960, M-83 has been essential to the area’s
development, providing a critical connection between Clarksburg and the Shady Grove Metro.

Clarksburg's population has grown from 10,000 in 2010 to over 30,000 today, and it continues to expand
rapidly. Unfortunately, transportation infrastructure has not kept pace with this growth. Eliminating
sections of M-83 would significantly impact the quality of life for both current and future residents.

Now is the time to move forward with the construction of M-83.

Sincerely,
Kiran Reddy
Clarksburg MD
301-887-3426



Attachment B: Written Testimony

ID: 208
Nilesh Rawool



Attachment B: Written Testimony

Dear Montgomery County Council Members and Planning Board,

We, the residents of Germantown, Boyds, and Clarksburg, are writing to express our strong support for
the construction of the Midcounty Highway Extended (M-83) and urge you not to remove this critical
transportation project from the Master Plan of Highways and Transitways. Many of us bought homes in
these rapidly growing communities with the expectation that the county would deliver on its
transportation infrastructure commitments, which prominently included M-83.

As you know, M-83 has been part of the Clarksburg Master Plan since the 1960s and remains a vital
transportation link for our region. The highway is essential for providing direct access to economic
centers such as Rockville, Gaithersburg, the Intercounty Connector (ICC), and other key zones that
contribute to the economic vitality of Montgomery County. The highway is also critical for accessing
schools, healthcare facilities, and other necessary services. Without it, the existing road network is
overwhelmed, causing significant traffic congestion that impacts the daily lives of thousands of
residents.

The opposition to M-83, particularly from organizations such as the TAME Coalition, fails to reflect the
realities and needs of the residents of upcounty areas. TAME does not represent the voices of those
who live in high-traffic zones like Gaithersburg, nor the growing population of Germantown and
Clarksburg. Instead, it pushes a narrow agenda that overlooks the pressing transportation challenges
faced by our communities.

Clarksburg, in particular, has seen explosive growth, with its population tripling from 10,000 residents in
2010 to over 30,000 today, and it continues to expand rapidly. Despite this, transportation
infrastructure has lagged far behind, severely affecting the quality of life for current and future
residents. The completion of M-83 is an essential step toward fulfilling the promises made to our
communities and ensuring that we have the infrastructure to support this growth.

Furthermore, the environmental arguments put forward by TAME are misleading and selective. These
concerns were not applied to other county-funded projects such as the expansion along Exit 11 of I-270,
raising questions about the consistency of their stance. M-83 should not be viewed as an exclusive
alternative to other transportation solutions, such as Bus Rapid Transit (BRT). Rather, it should be
prioritized as part of the county’s broader master plan, alongside other transportation improvements.

For years, the residents of upcounty communities have suffered from insufficient infrastructure while

witnessing the construction of new homes and the growth of new developments. This ongoing neglect
adds insult to injury, and it is time that the county finally addresses our needs by moving forward with
the construction of M-83.

We strongly urge you to respect the original master plan, recognize the critical role that M-83 plays in
the development of Clarksburg, Germantown, and surrounding areas, and ensure that this vital highway
is built without further delay.

Thank you for your consideration.
Sincerely,

Nilesh Rawool
Residents of Clarksburg, MD
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Dear Montgomery County Council Members and Planning Board,

We, the residents of Germantown, Boyds, and Clarksburg, are writing to express our strong support for
the construction of the Midcounty Highway Extended (M-83) and urge you not to remove this critical
transportation project from the Master Plan of Highways and Transitways. Many of us bought homes in
these rapidly growing communities with the expectation that the county would deliver on its
transportation infrastructure commitments, which prominently included M-83.

As you know, M-83 has been part of the Clarksburg Master Plan since the 1960s and remains a vital
transportation link for our region. The highway is essential for providing direct access to economic
centers such as Rockville, Gaithersburg, the Intercounty Connector (ICC), and other key zones that
contribute to the economic vitality of Montgomery County. The highway is also critical for accessing
schools, healthcare facilities, and other necessary services. Without it, the existing road network is
overwhelmed, causing significant traffic congestion that impacts the daily lives of thousands of residents.

The opposition to M-83, particularly from organizations such as the TAME Coalition, fails to reflect the
realities and needs of the residents of upcounty areas. TAME does not represent the voices of those who
live in high-traffic zones like Gaithersburg, nor the growing population of Germantown and Clarksburg.
Instead, it pushes a narrow agenda that overlooks the pressing transportation challenges faced by our
communities.

Clarksburg, in particular, has seen explosive growth, with its population tripling from 10,000 residents in
2010 to over 30,000 today, and it continues to expand rapidly. Despite this, transportation infrastructure
has lagged far behind, severely affecting the quality of life for current and future residents. The
completion of M-83 is an essential step toward fulfilling the promises made to our communities and
ensuring that we have the infrastructure to support this growth.

Furthermore, the environmental arguments put forward by TAME are misleading and selective. These
concerns were not applied to other county-funded projects such as the expansion along Exit 11 of 1-270,
raising questions about the consistency of their stance. M-83 should not be viewed as an exclusive
alternative to other transportation solutions, such as Bus Rapid Transit (BRT). Rather, it should be
prioritized as part of the county’s broader master plan, alongside other transportation improvements.

For years, the residents of upcounty communities have suffered from insufficient infrastructure while
witnessing the construction of new homes and the growth of new developments. This ongoing neglect
adds insult to injury, and it is time that the county finally addresses our needs by moving forward with
the construction of M-83.

We strongly urge you to respect the original master plan, recognize the critical role that M-83 plays in
the development of Clarksburg, Germantown, and surrounding areas, and ensure that this vital highway

is built without further delay.

Thank you for your consideration.
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Sincerely,
Makesh Ramakrishnan
Residents of Clarksburg, MD
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Dear Planning Board Members,

M-83 has been included in the Clarksburg Master Plan since 1960. It is an integral to
the development of Clarksburg. It provides a direct connection from Clarksburg to
Shady Grove Metro.

Clarksburg has grown from a community of 10,000 residents in 2010 to over 30,000
residents. It continues to grow at a rapid pace. The transportation infrastructure is
sorely lacking. Removing sections of M-83 will adversely impact the quality of life for
current and future residents of Clarksburg in particular and Upcounty in general.

It is time to build M-83.
Sincerely,
Ming Zhu

11912 Kigger Jack Ln
Clarksburg, MD 20871
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Dear Planning Board Members:

M-83 has been included in the Clarksburg Master Plan since 1960. It is an integral to
the development of Clarksburg. It provides a direct connection from Clarksburg to
Shady Grove Metro.

Clarksburg has grown from a community of 10,000 residents in 2010 to over 30,000
residents. It continues to grow at a rapid pace. The transportation infrastructure is
sorely lacking. Removing sections of M-83 will adversely impact the quality of life for
current and future residents of Clarksburg in particular and Upcounty in general.

It is time to build M-83.

Lorraine Copeland Kearney
11930 Kigger Jack Ln
Clarksburg MD 20871



Attachment B: Written Testimony

ID: 212
Ajit S



Attachment B: Written Testimony

Dear Planning Board Members:

M-83 has been included in the Clarksburg Master Plan since 1960. It is an integral to the development
of Clarksburg. It provides a direct connection from Clarksburg to Shady Grove Metro.

Clarksburg has grown from a community of 10,000 residents in 2010 to over 30,000 residents. It
continues to grow at a rapid pace. The transportation infrastructure is sorely lacking. Removing
sections of M-83 will adversely impact the quality of life for current and future residents of Clarksburg in
particular and Upcounty in general.

It is time to build M-83.

Kind Regards
[Your name]
[Your address]
[Your phone]
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Dear Planning Board Members:

M-83 has been included in the Clarksburg Master Plan since 1960. It is an integral to the development of
Clarksburg. It provides a direct connection from Clarksburg to Shady Grove Metro.

Clarksburg has grown from a community of 10,000 residents in 2010 to over 30,000 residents. It
continues to grow at a rapid pace. The transportation infrastructure is sorely lacking. Removing sections
of M-83 will adversely impact the quality of life for current and future residents of Clarksburg in
particular and Upcounty in general.

It is time to build M-83.

Kind Regards

Xiuzhu Yang

12025 Tregoning Place
Clarksburg, MD 20871
301-523-5919
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Greetings,
Dear Planning Board Members:

M-83 has been included in the Clarksburg Master Plan since 1960. It is an integral to the development
of Clarksburg. It provides a direct connection from Clarksburg to Shady Grove Metro.

Clarksburg has grown from a community of 10,000 residents in 2010 to over 30,000 residents. It
continues to grow at a rapid pace. The transportation infrastructure is sorely lacking. Removing
sections of M-83 will adversely impact the quality of life for current and future residents of Clarksburg in
particular and Upcounty in general.

It is time to build M-83.

Kind Regards

Shrinand BAKSHI & Family of 5

22802 Broadway Ave, Clarksburg, MD 20871
240 715 7760
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Dear Planning Board Members:

M-83 has been included in the Clarksburg Master Plan since 1960. It is an integral to
the development of Clarksburg. It provides a direct connection from Clarksburg to
Shady Grove Metro.

Clarksburg has grown from a community of 10,000 residents in 2010 to over 30,000
residents. It continues to grow at a rapid pace. The transportation infrastructure is
sorely lacking. Removing sections of M-83 will adversely impact the quality of life for
current and future residents of Clarksburg in particular and Upcounty in general.

It is time to build M-83.

Ha Thu Au
12021 Tregoning PI
Clarksburg, MD 20872
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Dear Montgomery County Planning Board,

| ask you to eliminate proposed Midcounty Highway Extended/M83 from all Montgomery County Master
Plans; and continue to invest in Bus Rapid Transit on 355 into Clarksburg and to foster greater
stewardship of our forests and streams.

Stop enabling the destruction of our clean drinking water supplies and irreplaceable forests by allowing
M83 Highway to remain in the master plans.

Our future is not in more pavement for roads, but in using our existing road space to move more people
efficiently and sustainably. So | ask you to take action for our climate and communities and support the
people-centric transportation shift.

This issue is important to me, because it will improve my quality of life while also improving climate
justice and transit equity. Therefore, | urge you to support transit alternatives, and to eliminate
Midcounty Highway Extended/M83 from all Master Plans.

Sincerely,
Ann Dean

8624 Atwell Road
Potomac Md 20854
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Dear Montgomery County Planning Board,

| ask you to eliminate proposed Midcounty Highway Extended/M83 from all Montgomery County Master
Plans; and continue to invest in Bus Rapid Transit on 355 into Clarksburg and to foster greater
stewardship of our forests and streams.

Stop enabling the destruction of our clean drinking water supplies and irreplaceable forests by allowing
M83 Highway to remain in the master plans.

Our future is not in more pavement for roads, but in using our existing road space to move more people
efficiently and sustainably. So | ask you to take action for our climate and communities and support the
people-centric transportation shift.

This issue is important to me, because it will improve my quality of life while also improving climate
justice and transit equity. Therefore, | urge you to support transit alternatives, and to eliminate

Midcounty Highway Extended/M83 from all Master Plans.

Sincerely,

Molly Hauck 3900 Decatur Ave ., Kensington, MD 20895
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Dear Planning Chair Artie Harris,
| am writing to ask you to remove M-83 from the county’s Master Plan of Highways and Transitways.

If built, the outdated Mid-County Highway Extended (M-83) would destroy farmland, forests and
wetlands in its path through the Seneca Creek watershed. M-83 is the wrong choice for our county at a
time when we need to be investing in sustainable transportation—not more roads—to combat climate
change and protect delicate ecosystems.

Better street connections, safe bicycle and pedestrian infrastructure, and investments in great transit
like MD-355 BRT will help provide much needed transportation improvements upcounty without the
devastating environmental harms of building M-83.

As long as M-83 remains in the Master Plan of Highways and Transitways, it is at risk of being built by a
future county administration, and is a distraction from moving forward decisively with forward-thinking
investments in sustainable transit to address transportation needs upcounty.

It is time to remove this destructive and unnecessary proposed highway from the county’s official
master plans.

Sincerely,

Molly Hauck

3900 Decatur Ave Kensington, MD 20895-1531
mollyphauck@gmail.com
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Dear Planning Board Chair Artie Harris and members of the Planning Board:

| urge you to recommend the removal of the Midcounty Highway Extended (“M83”) from the
Master Plan of Highways and Transitways, 20224 Technical Update during your deliberations
and final vote and transmittal to the Montgomery County Council.

The proposed M83 highway is an outmoded relic that fails to address modern day mobility,
climate change, environmental protection, commuting, and transportation, social and fiscal
realities.

M83 highway’s retention in the Master Plan of Highways and Transitways invites its future
construction which will:

e Harm quality of life, worsen air pollution, and degrade the living environment for
thousands of people who live in the 500+ residences that directly abut the alignment of
proposed M83 highway.

e Destroy significant natural resources and habitats—woodlands, floodplains, wetlands,
stream systems, forested slopes---that are critical for climate resilience and quality of life for
County residents.

e Bisect, fragment, and diminish five (5) public parks: Blohm Park, Seneca Creek Stream
Valley Park, North Germantown Greenway Stream Valley Park, Seneca Crossing Local Park, and
Wildcat Branch Stream Valley Park, plus Montgomery Village Community Open Space Parcels,
and the County’s Seneca Creek Greenway Trail.

The Transportation Planning Board (TPB) of the Metropolitan Washington Council of
Governments removed M83 highway from its long-range transportation plan, Visualize 2045,
due to air quality violations and excessive pollution that M83 would cause. M83 is also omitted
from the TPB’s draft of Visualize 2050, the next version of the transportation plan for the
greater Washington, DC area. This makes M83 ineligible for any federal funding.

In September 2024, Montgomery County Executive Marc Elrich and the County Department of
Transportation both recommend that you remove M83 highway from the Master Plan of
Highways and Transitways.

The Montgomery County Council’s 2017 Resolution (No. 18-957, Transportation Solutions for
Northwest Montgomery County) prohibits the use of the proposed M83 highway in Master
Plans, land development projects, and for addressing future roadway capacity needs and
regional traffic movements. The 2017 Resolution nullifies and negates M83’s utility in land use
planning. The next logical step is to remove M83 from the Master Plan of Highways and
Transitways.

Viable and realistic alternatives to the proposed M83 highway do exist, such as Bus Rapid
Transit on MD 355 to Clarksburg (with no inefficient, substitute diversion onto MD 27), all-day,
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two-way MARC train service to and from Washington, DC, and select roadway enhancements,
including widenings and intersection improvements.

Instead of M83 highway, please focus on people-centric, community-building, landscape-
affirming, climate-aligned transportation policies that includes transit options as key
components.

Utilizing existing infrastructure and transportation systems is the essence of smart growth and
sound planning for our future. Please fulfill your role as planning leaders for Montgomery
County and remove M83 highway from the Master Plan of Highways and Transitways.

Molly Hauck

3900 Decatur Ave.

Kensington, MD 20895
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Honorable Artie Harris,

| ask you to eliminate the proposed Midcounty Highway Extended/M83 from the Montgomery County
Master Plan of Highways and Transitways. Instead, | ask that you accelerate investment in Bus
Rapid Transit on Rt. 355 into Clarksburg which would foster greater stewardship of our forests and

streams.

Please help stop enabling the destruction of our clean drinking water supplies

and irreplaceable forests by allowing M83 Highway to remain in the master plans.

Our future is not in more pavement for roads, but in using our existing road space to move more
people efficiently and sustainably. So | ask you to take action for our climate and communities and

support the people-centric transportation shift.

This issue is important to me, because it will improve my quality of life while also improving climate
justice and transit equity. Therefore, | urge you to support transit alternatives, and to eliminate

Midcounty Highway Extended/M83 from all Master Plans.

mollyphauck@gmail.com
3900 Decatur Ave.
Kensington, Maryland 20895
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Greetings!

We, the residents of Germantown, Boyds, and Clarksburg, are writing to express our strong support for
the construction of the Midcounty Highway Extended (M-83) and urge you not to remove this critical
transportation project from the Master Plan of Highways and Transitways. Many of us bought homes in
these rapidly growing communities with the expectation that the county would deliver on its
transportation infrastructure commitments, which prominently included M-83.

As you know, M-83 has been part of the Clarksburg Master Plan since the 1960s and remains a vital
transportation link for our region. The highway is essential for providing direct access to economic
centers such as Rockville, Gaithersburg, the Intercounty Connector (ICC), and other key zones that
contribute to the economic vitality of Montgomery County. The highway is also critical for accessing
schools, healthcare facilities, and other necessary services. Without it, the existing road network is
overwhelmed, causing significant traffic congestion that impacts the daily lives of thousands of
residents.

The opposition to M-83, particularly from organizations such as the TAME Coalition, fails to reflect the
realities and needs of the residents of upcounty areas. TAME does not represent the voices of those
who live in high-traffic zones like Gaithersburg, nor the growing population of Germantown and
Clarksburg. Instead, it pushes a narrow agenda that overlooks the pressing transportation challenges
faced by our communities.

Clarksburg, in particular, has seen explosive growth, with its population tripling from 10,000 residents in
2010 to over 30,000 today, and it continues to expand rapidly. Despite this, transportation
infrastructure has lagged far behind, severely affecting the quality of life for current and future
residents. The completion of M-83 is an essential step toward fulfilling the promises made to our
communities and ensuring that we have the infrastructure to support this growth.

Furthermore, the environmental arguments put forward by TAME are misleading and selective. These
concerns were not applied to other county-funded projects such as the expansion along Exit 11 of I-270,
raising questions about the consistency of their stance. M-83 should not be viewed as an exclusive
alternative to other transportation solutions, such as Bus Rapid Transit (BRT). Rather, it should be
prioritized as part of the county’s broader master plan, alongside other transportation improvements.

For years, the residents of upcounty communities have suffered from insufficient infrastructure while
witnessing the construction of new homes and the growth of new developments. This ongoing neglect
adds insult to injury, and it is time that the county finally addresses our needs by moving forward with
the construction of M-83.

We strongly urge you to respect the original master plan, recognize the critical role that M-83 plays in
the development of Clarksburg, Germantown, and surrounding areas, and ensure that this vital highway
is built without further delay.

Thank you for your consideration.

Sincerely,

Satyesh Kumar
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12512 Boulder Heights Ter, Clarksburg, MD
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Dear Planning Board Members,

M-83 was included in the Clarksburg Master Plan since 1960. It is an integral to the development of
Clarksburg. It provides a much direct connection from Clarksburg to Shady Grove Metro.

Clarksburg has grown from a community of 10,000 residents in 2010 to over 30,000 residents. It
continues to grow at a rapid pace. The transportation infrastructure is sorely lacking. Removing sections
of M-83 will adversely impact the quality of life for current and future Clarksburg residents.

It is time to build M-83.

Kind Regards

Sriraman VENKATARAMANY
11877 Country Squire way
Clarksburg MD 20871

240- 720-8947



Attachment B: Written Testimony

ID: 221
Meenakshisundaram and Gowri Ananthanarayanan



Attachment B: Written Testimony

Dear Montgomery County Planning Board,

| ask you to eliminate proposed Midcounty Highway Extended/M83 from all Montgomery County Master
Plans; and continue to invest in Bus Rapid Transit on 355 into Clarksburg and to foster greater
stewardship of our forests and streams.

Stop enabling the destruction of our clean drinking water supplies and irreplaceable forests by allowing
M83 Highway to remain in the master plans.

Our future is not in more pavement for roads, but in using our existing road space to move more people
efficiently and sustainably. So | ask you to take action for our climate and communities and support the
people-centric transportation shift.

This issue is important to me, because it will improve my quality of life while also improving climate
justice and transit equity. Therefore, | urge you to support transit alternatives, and to eliminate
Midcounty Highway Extended/M83 from all Master Plans.

Sincerely,

Meenakshisundaram and Gowri Ananthanarayanan
11011 Grassy Knoll Ter

Germantown, MD, 20876
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Dear Montgomery County Planning Board,

| ask you to eliminate proposed Midcounty Highway Extended/M83 from all
Montgomery County Master Plans; and continue to invest in Bus Rapid Transit on
355 into Clarksburg and to foster greater stewardship of our forests and streams.

Stop enabling the destruction of our clean drinking water supplies and irreplaceable
forests by allowing M83 Highway to remain in the master plans.

Our future is not in more pavement for roads, but in using our existing road space to
move more people efficiently and sustainably. So | ask you to take action for our
climate and communities and support the people-centric transportation shift.

This issue is important to me, because it will improve my quality of life while also
improving climate justice and transit equity. Therefore, | urge you to support transit
alternatives, and to eliminate Midcounty Highway Extended/M83 from all Master
Plans.

Sincerely,

Walter weiss 7941 deepwell drive bethesda
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Dear Montgomery County Planning Board,

| ask you to eliminate proposed Midcounty Highway Extended/M83 from all Montgomery County Master
Plans; and continue to invest in Bus Rapid Transit on 355 into Clarksburg and to foster greater
stewardship of our forests and streams.

Stop enabling the destruction of our clean drinking water supplies and irreplaceable forests by allowing
M83 Highway to remain in the master plans.

Our future is not in more pavement for roads, but in using our existing road space to move more people
efficiently and sustainably. So | ask you to take action for our climate and communities and support the
people-centric transportation shift.

This issue is important to me, because it will improve my quality of life while also improving climate
justice and transit equity. Therefore, | urge you to support transit alternatives, and to eliminate
Midcounty Highway Extended/M83 from all Master Plans.

Sincerely,
Bev Thoms

21700 Big Woods Rd
Dickerson, MD 20842
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Honorable Artie Harris,

| ask you to eliminate the proposed Midcounty Highway Extended/M83 from the Montgomery
County Master Plan of Highways and Transitways. Instead, | ask that you accelerate investmentin
Bus Rapid Transit on Rt. 355 into Clarksburg which would foster greater stewardship of our forests
and streams.

Please help stop enabling the destruction of our clean drinking water supplies
and irreplaceable forests by allowing M83 Highway to remain in the master plans.

Our future is not in more pavement for roads, but in using our existing road space to move more
people efficiently and sustainably. So | ask you to take action for our climate and communities and
support the people-centric transportation shift.

This issue is important to me, because it will improve my quality of life while also improving climate
justice and transit equity. Therefore, | urge you to support transit alternatives, and to eliminate
Midcounty Highway Extended/M83 from all Master Plans.

Bev Thoms
Thoms.bev@icloud.com
21700 Big Woods Rd
Dickerson, Maryland 20842
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Dear Planning Board Members:

M-83 has been included in the Clarksburg Master Plan since 1960. It is an integral to
the development of Clarksburg. It provides a direct connection from Clarksburg to
Shady Grove Metro.

Clarksburg has grown from a community of 10,000 residents in 2010 to over 30,000
residents. It continues to grow at a rapid pace. The transportation infrastructure is
sorely lacking. Removing sections of M-83 will adversely impact the quality of life for
current and future residents of Clarksburg in particular and Upcounty in general.

It is time to build M-83.

Kind Regards

Niti Sayal

12004 Tregoning place
Clarksburg , MD 20871
301-947-3191
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Dear Montgomery County Planning Board,

| ask you to eliminate proposed Midcounty Highway Extended/M83 from all Montgomery County
Master Plans; and continue to invest in Bus Rapid Transit on 355 into Clarksburg and to foster greater
stewardship of our forests and streams.

Stop enabling the destruction of our clean drinking water supplies and irreplaceable forests by allowing
M83 Highway to remain in the master plans.

Our future is not in more pavement for roads, but in using our existing road space to move more people
efficiently and sustainably. So | ask you to take action for our climate and communities and support the
people-centric transportation shift.

This issue is important to me, because it will improve my quality of life while also improving climate
justice and transit equity. Therefore, | urge you to support transit alternatives, and to eliminate
Midcounty Highway Extended/M83 from all Master Plans.

Sincerely,
The Rev. Ann Moczydlowski

2816 Vixen Lane
Silver Spring, MD 20906
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Dear Montgomery County Planning Board,

| ask you to eliminate proposed Midcounty Highway Extended/M83 from all Montgomery County
Master Plans; and continue to invest in Bus Rapid Transit on 355 into Clarksburg and to foster greater
stewardship of our forests and streams.

Stop enabling the destruction of our clean drinking water supplies and irreplaceable forests by allowing
M83 Highway to remain in the master plans.

Our future is not in more pavement for roads, but in using our existing road space to move more people
efficiently and sustainably. So | ask you to take action for our climate and communities and support the
people-centric transportation shift.

This issue is important to me, because it will improve my quality of life while also improving climate
justice and transit equity. Therefore, | urge you to support transit alternatives, and to eliminate
Midcounty Highway Extended/M83 from all Master Plans.

Sincerely,
Kevin Scudder

11243 Minstrel Tune Drive
Germantown, Md. 20876
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Dear Montgomery County Planning Board,

I ask you to eliminate proposed the Midcounty Highway Extended/M83 from all
Montgomery County Master Plans, continue to invest in Bus Rapid Transit on 355
into Clarksburg, consider additional transit alternatives, and to foster greater
stewardship of our forests and streams.

Stop enabling the possible future destruction of our clean drinking water supplies
and irreplaceable forests by allowing the M83 Highway to remain in the master
plans.

Our future is not in more pavement for roads, but in using our existing road space
to move more people efficiently and sustainably while improving transit
alternatives. So I ask you to take action for our climate and communities and
support the people-centric transportation shift.

This issue is important to me, because it will improve my quality of life while also
improving climate justice and transit equity. I am particularly affected because I
live at Dayspring on its 208 acres of woodlands, meadows, and bodies of water. I
am also on the mission group for the Dayspring Silent Retreat Center, which would
be greatly impacted if M-83 was built. The proposed route of M-83 would destroy
much valuable forest and streams and break up the large expanse of forested area
in this part of the County. It would impact human welfare, the welfare of the many
creatures who live in this area, and the health and variety of plant life.

I'm a retired career EPA employee. During my entire working career, I never
commuted solely by auto to work. I enjoyed the freedom from driving on congested
highways and allowing others to carry me on transit. Many more people should be
enjoying this freedom, and we need to provide better for those of our citizens who
cannot afford the cost of owning a personal automobile.

Therefore, I urge you to support transit alternatives, and to eliminate Midcounty
Highway Extended/M83 from all Master Plans.

Sincerely,

Bill Samuel (William S. Samuel 111)

11445 Neelsville Church Road

Germantown, MD 20876-4145
billsamuel3@gmail.com

Phone 301-943-6406 (cell), 413-485-2881 (Fax)
240-801-6245 (Google Voice)
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Dear Planning Board Chair Artie Harris and members of the Planning Board:

I thank you for expanding the scope of the current review of the Master Plan
of Highways and Transitways, 2024 Technical Update to include
consideration of the removal of the Midcounty Highway Extended (*M83")
from the Master Plan of Highways and Transitways, 2024 Technical Update
during your deliberations and final vote and transmittal to the Montgomery
County Council. I strongly urge you to recommend such removal to the
County Council. I have already registered to give oral testimony at the
November 14 hearing.

The proposed M83 highway is an outmoded relic that fails to address today's
mobility, climate change, environmental protection, commuting, and
transportation, social, and fiscal realities.

M83 highway’s retention in the Master Plan of Highways and Transitways
would invite its future construction which would:

Harm the quality of life, worsen air pollution, and degrade the living
environment for thousands of people who live in the 500+ residences
that directly abut the alignment of the proposed M83 highway.

« Destroy significant natural resources and habitats—woodlands,
floodplains, wetlands, stream systems, forested slopes---that are
critical for climate resilience and quality of life for County residents.

« Bisect, fragment, and diminish five (5) public parks: Blohm Park,
Seneca Creek Stream Valley Park, North Germantown Greenway
Stream Valley Park, Seneca Crossing Local Park, and Wildcat Branch
Stream Valley Park, plus Montgomery Village Community Open Space
Parcels, and the County’s Seneca Creek Greenway Trail.

« Have a significant negative impact on the 208 acres of woodlands,

meadows, and bodies of water at Dayspring, including noise and other

pollution impacting the Dayspring Silent Retreat Center. I live at

Dayspring and am on the Mission Group which oversees the Retreat

Center.

The Transportation Planning Board (TPB) of the Metropolitan Washington
Council of Governments removed the M83 highway from its long-range
transportation plan, Visualize 2045, due to air quality violations and
excessive pollution that M83 would cause. M83 is also omitted from the
TPB’s draft of Visualize 2050, the next version of the transportation plan for
the greater Washington, DC area. This makes M83 ineligible for any federal
funding.
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In September 2024, Montgomery County Executive Marc Elrich and the
County Department of Transportation both recommended that the M83
highway be removed from the Master Plan of Highways and Transitways.
Their recommendations were carefully considered and well-advised.

The Montgomery County Council’s 2017 Resolution (No. 18-957,
Transportation Solutions for Northwest Montgomery County) prohibits the
use of the proposed M83 highway in Master Plans, land development
projects, and for addressing future roadway capacity needs and regional
traffic movements. The 2017 Resolution nullifies and negates M83’s utility in
land use planning. The next logical step is to remove M83 from the Master
Plan of Highways and Transitways. Now is the time to take that step.

Viable and realistic alternatives to the proposed M83 highway do exist, such
as Bus Rapid Transit on MD 355 to Clarksburg (with no inefficient, substitute
diversion onto MD 27), all-day, two-way MARC train service to and from
Washington, DC, and select roadway enhancements, including widenings and
intersection improvements. I applaud the County's Bus Rapid Transit plans
and other measures taken to facilitate convenient public transit, including
the Germantown Transit Center and Park and Ride facilities. We are well on
our way to providing the needed transit alternatives to the M83

highway. Having never used my vehicle to regularly commute to work
during my entire working career before my retirement, I know firsthand the
benefits of being transported by public transit and not needing to spend long
hours commuting on congested highways in my own automobile. I am also
aware that many workers do not have and cannot afford their own personal
vehicle, and therefore rely on adequate public transit.

Instead of the M83 highway, please focus on people-centric, community-
building, landscape-affirming, climate-aligned transportation policies that
include transit options as key components. Using existing infrastructure and
transportation systems is the essence of smart growth and sound planning
for our future. Please fulfill your role as planning leaders for Montgomery
County and recommend to the County Council the removal of the M83
highway from the Master Plan of Highways and Transitways.

Bill Samuel (william S. Samuel 111)

11445 Neelsville Church Road

Germantown, MD 20876-4145
billsamuel3@gmail.com

Phone 301-943-6406 (cell), 413-485-2881 (Fax)
240-801-6245 (Google Voice)



mailto:billsamuel3@gmail.com

Attachment B: Written Testimony

Re: MPOHT Hearing on November 14
Dear Montgomery County Planning Board Chair:

I signed up to testify at the MPOHT hearing on November 14 as a concerned
individual.

I want a silent 272 minute video to play during my testimony and will say when I
want it played. The video is at https://vimeo.com/1028447733/b236e4231a, where your
staff can download it.

Attached is the text of my testimony for the hearing to be placed in the public
record.

Sincerely yours,

Bill Samuel (William S. Samuel 111)

11445 Neelsville Church Road

Germantown, MD 20876-4145
billsamuel3@gmail.com

Phone 301-943-6406 (cell), 413-485-2881 (Fax)
240-801-6245 (Google Voice)
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Attachment B: Written Testimony

Testimony of William Samuel Before the Montgomery County Planning Board
Master Plan of Highways and Transitways, 2024 Update
November 14, 2024

Good evening, | am Bill Samuel, testifying as a concerned individual about the proposed
removal of the Midcounty Highway Extended (M-83) from the Master Plan of Highways and
Transitways. | thank you for expanding the scope of the current review of the Master Plan to
include this consideration. Could you please start the video | provided now?

During the next 22 minutes, a silent drone video of the route of the planned Bus Rapid
Transit along Highway 355 from Milestone in Germantown to Clarksburg will be showing
while | speak. It shows the extensive housing and other development very close to that
route, much of which has been built since M-83 was originally put into the Master Plan.

I never used my vehicle to regularly commute all the way to work during my entire working
career before my retirement. | know firsthand the benefits of using public transit, both bus
and train, and not needing to spend long hours commuting on congested highways in my
own car. | believe many residents of Clarksburg and the surrounding area will find Bus
Rapid Transit and its connections to Metrorail a pleasant alternative to their current
vehicular commuting patterns if they give it a chance. | also know many workers do not
have and cannot afford their own personal vehicle or two different vehicles for working
members of their family, and therefore rely on adequate public transit.

I live at Dayspring in Germantown, an oasis of 208 acres of forest, meadows, and bodies of
water adjoined by county parkland making an even larger natural area allowing natural flora
and fauna to thrive. | serve on the mission group of the Dayspring Silent Retreat Center. The
Retreat Center and the larger Dayspring property would be negatively influenced if M-83
was built.

Please focus on people-centric, community-building, landscape-affirming, climate-aligned
transportation policies that include transit options as key components. If built, the
outdated Mid-County Highway Extended (M-83) would destroy farmland, forests, and
wetlands in its path through the Seneca Creek watershed. M-83 is the wrong choice for our
county at a time when we need to be investing in sustainable transportation—not more
roads—to combat climate change and protect delicate ecosystems. Instead, we need to
invest in better street connections, safe bicycle and pedestrian infrastructure, and transit
like the Maryland 355 BRT.

Thank you for the opportunity to testify on this importantissue.
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Honorable Artie Harris,

| ask you to eliminate the proposed Midcounty Highway Extended/M83 from the Montgomery
County Master Plan of Highways and Transitways. Instead, | ask that you accelerate investmentin
Bus Rapid Transit on Rt. 355 into Clarksburg which would foster greater stewardship of our forests
and streams.

Please help prevent the destruction of our clean drinking water supplies

and irreplaceable forests by allowing the M83 Highway to remain in the master plans. A better
future does not lie in more pavement for roads in eco sensitive areas, but in using our existing road
space to move more people efficiently and sustainably. | ask you to take action for our climate and
communities and support the people-centric transportation shift.

| also need to say that the people of the Clarksburg area have been treated shamefully over the
years because they were promised a number of things they never got. In the case of their
transportation needs, the better alternative of Bus Rapid Transit (BRT) has been left with no date set
for implementation for the northern part of 355. It is unconscionable that BRT for the lower part of
355, which already has a lot of transit options, has been prioritized ahead of the northern part,
which has such limited transit options. | ask the Planning Board to state clearly that this priority
must be changed to one where the next part of BRT built is between Clarksburg and the Shady
Grove Metro. The discriminatory treatment against Upcounty needs to stop now.

The issue of the use of transit rather than more roads is important to me, because it will improve the
quality of life for residents of the area impacted while also improving climate justice and transit
equity. Therefore, | urge you to support transit alternatives including a new priority for BRT serving
Clarksburg, and to eliminate Midcounty Highway Extended/M83 from all Master Plans.

William Samuel
billsamuel3@gmail.com

11445 Neelsville Church Road
Germantown, Maryland 20876-4145
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Dear Montgomery County Planning Board,

| ask you to eliminate proposed Midcounty Highway Extended/M83 from all Montgomery
County Master Plans; and continue to invest in Bus Rapid Transit on 355 into
Clarksburg and to foster greater stewardship of our forests and streams.

Stop enabling the destruction of our clean drinking water supplies and irreplaceable
forests by allowing M83 Highway to remain in the master plans.

Our future is not in more pavement for roads, but in using our existing road space to
move more people efficiently and sustainably. So | ask you to take action for our
climate and communities and support the people-centric transportation shift.

This issue is important to me, because it will improve my quality of life while also
improving climate justice and transit equity. Therefore, | urge you to support transit
alternatives, and to eliminate Midcounty Highway Extended/M83 from all Master Plans.

Sincerely,
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Dear Ms. Sofia Aldrich,
| am writing to ask you to remove M-83 from the county’s Master Plan of Highways and Transitways.

If built, the outdated Mid-County Highway Extended (M-83) would destroy farmland, forests and
wetlands in its path through the Seneca Creek watershed. M-83 is the wrong choice for our county at a
time when we need to be investing in sustainable transportation—not more roads—to combat climate
change and protect delicate ecosystems.

Better street connections, safe bicycle and pedestrian infrastructure, and investments in great transit like
MD-355 BRT will help provide much needed transportation improvements upcounty without the
devastating environmental harms of building M-83.

As long as M-83 remains in the Master Plan of Highways and Transitways, it is at risk of being built by a
future county administration, and is a distraction from moving forward decisively with forward-thinking
investments in sustainable transit to address transportation needs upcounty.

It is a relic of past thinking for up-county's transportation needs.

It is time to remove this destructive and unnecessary proposed highway from the county’s official master
plans.

Sincerely,
Antoinette Hudson
214 Tulip Dr Gaithersburg, MD 20877-2027 johudson@erols.com
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Dear Planning Chair Artie Harris,
| am writing to ask you to remove M-83 from the county’s Master Plan of Highways and Transitways.

If built, the outdated Mid-County Highway Extended (M-83) would destroy farmland, forests and
wetlands in its path through the Seneca Creek watershed. M-83 is the wrong choice for our county
at atime when we need to be investing in sustainable transportation—not more roads—to combat
climate change and protect delicate ecosystems.

Better street connections, safe bicycle and pedestrian infrastructure, and investments in great
transit like MD-355 BRT will help provide much needed transportation improvements upcounty
without the devastating environmental harms of building M-83.

As long as M-83 remains in the Master Plan of Highways and Transitways, it is at risk of being built
by a future county administration, and is a distraction from moving forward decisively with forward-
thinking investments in sustainable transit to address transportation needs upcounty.

Itis a relic of past thinking for up-county's transportation needs.

It is time to remove this destructive and unnecessary proposed highway from the county’s official
master plans.

Sincerely,

Antoinette Hudson

214 Tulip Dr Gaithersburg, MD 20877-2027
johudson@erols.com
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Dear Montgomery County Planning Board, | ask you to eliminate proposed Midcounty Highway
Extended/M83 from all Montgomery County Master Plans; and continue to invest in Bus Rapid Transit
on 355 into Clarksburg and to foster greater stewardship of our forests and streams. Stop enabling the
destruction of our clean drinking water supplies and irreplaceable forests by allowing M83 Highway to
remain in the master plans. Our future is not in more pavement for roads, but in using our existing road
space to move more people efficiently and sustainably. So | ask you to take action for our climate and
communities and support the people-centric transportation shift. This issue is important to me, because
it will improve my quality of life while also improving climate justice and transit equity. Therefore, | urge
you to support transit alternatives, and to eliminate Midcounty Highway Extended/M83 from all Master
Plans. Sincerely, NNanci Wilkinson

5502 Glenwood Rd Bethesda MD 20817 (your name and address)




Attachment B: Written Testimony

Dear Planning Board Chairman and Members,

| support the removal of unbuilt sections of Midcounty Highway
Extended (M-83) including the northern extension between
Montgomery Village Avenue and Ridge Road as well as the
southern extension between MD 200 and Shady Grove Road
from the master plan.

The central issue facing Montgomery County as well as the
nation is how to protect nature from human interference that
has placed us in the possible extermination of the planet as we
know it.

Montgomery County has a chance to show its moral and
environmental leadership in the fight against climate change on
the local level. Refusing to build more highway infrastructure
supports the goals of The Climate Action Plan to “cut
greenhouse gas (GHG) emissions by 80% by 2027 and 100% by
2035”. Further, refusing to allow M-83 to remain in the Master
Plan supports the Maryland Climate Solutions Now Act of 2022,
which establishes the most ambitious GHG reduction goals of
any state in the United States.

This opportunity for success in the long hard fight to restore the
planet’s natural ecosystems including, parkland, forests,
habitats and pollinator and native plant areas will pass by this

ONE TIME for this ONE HIGHWAY. It will have a cascading
effect on other attempts to destroy natural
systems locally and statewide.
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Please support the removal of M-83 from the
master plan.

Thank you.

Nanci Wilkinson
5502 Glenwood Rd
Bethesda MD 20817

nanciwilkinson@gmail.com
703 850 7750
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Honorable Artie Harris,

| ask you to eliminate the proposed Midcounty Highway Extended/M83 from the Montgomery County
Master Plan of Highways and Transitways. Instead, | ask that you accelerate investment in Bus
Rapid Transit on Rt. 355 into Clarksburg which would foster greater stewardship of our forests and

streams.

Please help stop enabling the destruction of our clean drinking water supplies

and irreplaceable forests by allowing M83 Highway to remain in the master plans.

Our future is not in more pavement for roads, but in using our existing road space to move more
people efficiently and sustainably. So | ask you to take action for our climate and communities and

support the people-centric transportation shift.

This issue is important to me, because it will improve my quality of life while also improving climate
justice and transit equity. Therefore, | urge you to support transit alternatives, and to eliminate

Midcounty Highway Extended/M83 from all Master Plans.

nanciwilkinson@gmail.com
5502 Glenwood Rd
Bethesda, Maryland 20817
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Dear Montgomery County Planning Board,

| ask you to eliminate proposed Midcounty Highway Extended/M83 from all Montgomery County
Master Plans; and continue to invest in Bus Rapid Transit on 355 into Clarksburg and to foster greater
stewardship of our forests and streams.

Stop enabling the destruction of our clean drinking water supplies and irreplaceable forests by allowing
M83 Highway to remain in the master plans.

Our future is not in more pavement for roads, but in using our existing road space to move more people
efficiently and sustainably. So | ask you to take action for our climate and communities and support the
people-centric transportation shift.

This issue is important to me, because it will improve my quality of life while also improving climate
justice and transit equity. Therefore, | urge you to support transit alternatives, and to eliminate
Midcounty Highway Extended/M83 from all Master Plans.

Sincerely,

Stu Simon
4833 Chevy Chase Dr, Bethesda, MD 20815
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Dear Montgomery County Planning Board,

| ask you to eliminate proposed Midcounty Highway Extended/M83 from all Montgomery County
Master Plans, and continue to invest in Bus Rapid Transit on 355 into Clarksburg and to foster greater
stewardship of our forests and streams.

Stop enabling the destruction of our clean drinking water supplies and irreplaceable forests by allowing
M83 Highway to remain in the master plans.

Our future is not in more pavement for roads, but in using our existing road space to move more people
efficiently and sustainably. So | ask you to take action for our climate and communities and support the
people-centric transportation shift.

This issue is important to me, because it will preserve the green spaces which make Montgomery
County such a great place to live, while also taking local steps to combat global warming and help transit
equity. Therefore, | urge you to support transit alternatives, and to eliminate Midcounty Highway
Extended/M83 from all Master Plans.

Sincerely,
Nat Reid, Montgomery County Resident since 2004

11301 Neelsville Church Rd.
Germantown, MD 20876
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Dear Montgomery County Planning Board,

| ask you to eliminate proposed Midcounty Highway Extended/M83 from all Montgomery County
Master Plans; and continue to invest in Bus Rapid Transit on 355 into Clarksburg and to foster greater
stewardship of our forests and streams.

Stop enabling the destruction of our clean drinking water supplies and irreplaceable forests by allowing
M83 Highway to remain in the master plans.

Our future is not in more pavement for roads, but in using our existing road space to move more people
efficiently and sustainably. So | ask you to take action for our climate and communities and support the
people-centric transportation shift.

This issue is important to me, because it will improve my quality of life while also improving climate
justice and transit equity. Therefore, | urge you to support transit alternatives, and to eliminate
Midcounty Highway Extended/M83 from all Master Plans.

Sincerely,
Charlene Hoagland

10720 Wayfarer Rd
Germantown, MD 20876
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Dear Montgomery County Planning Board,

| ask you to eliminate proposed Midcounty Highway Extended/M83 from all Montgomery
County Master Plans; and continue to invest in Bus Rapid Transit on 355 into Clarksburg and to
foster greater stewardship of our forests and streams. Stop enabling the destruction of our clean
drinking water supplies and irreplaceable forests by allowing M83 Highway to remain in the
master plans. Our future is not in more pavement for roads, but in using our existing road space
to move more people efficiently and sustainably. So | ask you to take action for our climate and
communities and support the people-centric transportation shift. This issue is important to me,
because it will improve my quality of life while also improving climate justice and transit equity.
Therefore, | urge you to support transit alternatives, and to eliminate Midcounty Highway
Extended/M83 from all Master Plans.

Sincerely,
Rev. James P Marsh, Jr.

1829 California St. NW #PH3
Washington, DC 20009
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Dear Planning Chair Artie Harris,
| am writing to ask you to remove M-83 from the county’s Master Plan of Highways and Transitways.

If built, the outdated Mid-County Highway Extended (M-83) would destroy farmland, forests and
wetlands in its path through the Seneca Creek watershed. M-83 is the wrong choice for our county at a
time when we need to be investing in sustainable transportation—not more roads—to combat climate
change and protect delicate ecosystems.

Better street connections, safe bicycle and pedestrian infrastructure, and investments in great transit
like MD-355 BRT will help provide much needed transportation improvements upcounty without the
devastating environmental harms of building M-83.

As long as M-83 remains in the Master Plan of Highways and Transitways, it is at risk of being built by a
future county administration, and is a distraction from moving forward decisively with forward-thinking
investments in sustainable transit to address transportation needs upcounty.

It is time to remove this destructive and unnecessary proposed highway from the county’s official
master plans.

Sincerely,

Erica Lloyd

1015 Ripley St Apt 406 Silver Spring, MD 20910-7479
charlottesvilledreamers@gmail.com
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Dear Planning Chair Artie Harris,
| am writing to ask you to remove M-83 from the county’s Master Plan of Highways and Transitways.

If built, the outdated Mid-County Highway Extended (M-83) would destroy farmland, forests and
wetlands in its path through the Seneca Creek watershed. M-83 is the wrong choice for our county at a
time when we need to be investing in sustainable transportation—not more roads—to combat climate
change and protect delicate ecosystems.

Better street connections, safe bicycle and pedestrian infrastructure, and investments in great transit
like MD-355 BRT will help provide much needed transportation improvements upcounty without the
devastating environmental harms of building M-83.

As long as M-83 remains in the Master Plan of Highways and Transitways, it is at risk of being built by a
future county administration, and is a distraction from moving forward decisively with forward-thinking
investments in sustainable transit to address transportation needs upcounty.

It is time to remove this destructive and unnecessary proposed highway from the county’s official
master plans.

Sincerely,

Erica Lloyd

1015 Ripley St Apt 406 Silver Spring, MD 20910-7479
charlottesvilledreamers@gmail.com
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Dear Planning Board Members:

M-83 was included in the Clarksburg Master Plan since 1960. It is an integral to the development of
Clarksburg. It provides a much direct connection from Clarksburg to Shady Grove Metro.

Clarksburg has grown from a community of 10,000 residents in 2010 to over 30,000 residents. It
continues to grow at a rapid pace. The transportation infrastructure is sorely lacking. Removing sections
of M-83 will adversely impact the quality of life for current and future Clarksburg residents.

It is time to build M-83.

Kind Regards

Jigar Bhatt

12612 Horseshoe Bend Circle,
Clarksburg MD
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Dear Montgomery County Council Members and Planning Board,

We, the residents of Germantown, Boyds, and Clarksburg, are writing to express our strong support
for the construction of the Midcounty Highway Extended (M-83) and urge you not to remove this
critical transportation project from the Master Plan of Highways and Transitways. Many of us
bought homes in these rapidly growing communities with the expectation that the county would
deliver on its transportation infrastructure commitments, which prominently included M-83.

As you know, M-83 has been part of the Clarksburg Master Plan since the 1960s and remains a vital
transportation link for our region. The highway is essential for providing direct access to economic
centers such as Rockville, Gaithersburg, the Intercounty Connector (ICC), and other key zones that
contribute to the economic vitality of Montgomery County. The highway is also critical for accessing
schools, healthcare facilities, and other necessary services. Without it, the existing road network is
overwhelmed, causing significant traffic congestion that impacts the daily lives of thousands of
residents.

The opposition to M-83, particularly from organizations such as the TAME Coalition, fails to reflect
the realities and needs of the residents of upcounty areas. TAME does not represent the voices of
those who live in high-traffic zones like Gaithersburg, nor the growing population of Germantown
and Clarksburg. Instead, it pushes a narrow agenda that overlooks the pressing transportation
challenges faced by our communities.

Clarksburg, in particular, has seen explosive growth, with its population tripling from 10,000
residents in 2010 to over 30,000 today, and it continues to expand rapidly. Despite this,
transportation infrastructure has lagged far behind, severely affecting the quality of life for current
and future residents. The completion of M-83 is an essential step toward fulfilling the promises
made to our communities and ensuring that we have the infrastructure to support this growth.

Furthermore, the environmental arguments put forward by TAME are misleading and selective.
These concerns were not applied to other county-funded projects such as the expansion along Exit
11 of I-270, raising questions about the consistency of their stance. M-83 should not be viewed as
an exclusive alternative to other transportation solutions, such as Bus Rapid Transit (BRT). Rather,
it should be prioritized as part of the county’s broader master plan, alongside other transportation
improvements.

For years, the residents of upcounty communities have suffered from insufficient infrastructure
while witnessing the construction of new homes and the growth of new developments. This
ongoing neglect adds insult to injury, and it is time that the county finally addresses our needs by
moving forward with the construction of M-83.

We strongly urge you to respect the original master plan, recognize the critical role that M-83 plays
in the development of Clarksburg, Germantown, and surrounding areas, and ensure that this vital
highway is built without further delay.

Thank you for your consideration.

Sincerely,

Siva Ravuri

22781 Newcut road
Clarksburg, MD 20871



Attachment B: Written Testimony

ID: 237
Brian Higgins



Attachment B: Written Testimony

Dear Montgomery County Planning Board,

| ask you to eliminate proposed Midcounty Highway Extended/M83 from all Montgomery County
Master Plans; and continue to invest in Bus Rapid Transit on 355 into Clarksburg and to foster greater
stewardship of our forests and streams.

Stop enabling the destruction of our clean drinking water supplies and irreplaceable forests by allowing
M83 Highway to remain in the master plans.

Our future is not in more pavement for roads, but in using our existing road space to move more people
efficiently and sustainably. So | ask you to take action for our climate and communities and support the
people-centric transportation shift.

This issue is important to me, because it will improve my quality of life while also improving climate
justice and transit equity. Therefore, | urge you to support transit alternatives, and to eliminate

Midcounty Highway Extended/M83 from all Master Plans.

Sincerely,

Brian Higgins

11201 Neelsville Church Rd
Germantown, MD 20876
Montgomery County , MD

Sent from my iPhone
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Dear Montgomery County Planning Board,

| urge you to remove Midcounty Highway Extended/M83 from all master plans and continue to
expand Bus Rapid Transit on 355 North into Clarksburg.

Sincerely,
Kenneth Bawer

8 Cleveland Ct
Rockville, MD 20850
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Hello,

Would you please play this video when | am called to testify:
“Montgomery Village & Gaithersburg - Neighborhoods Threatened...”
The video is available for your viewing at https://vimeo.com/1028504614

Kindly confirm your receipt of this request.
Thanks,

Kenneth Bawer
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Dear Montgomery County Planning Board, I ask you to eliminate proposed Midcounty
Highway Extended/M83 from all Montgomery County Master Plans; and continue to invest in
Bus Rapid Transit on 355 into Clarksburg and to foster greater stewardship of our forests
and streams. Stop enabling the destruction of our clean drinking water supplies and
irreplaceable forests by allowing M83 Highway to remain in the master plans. Our future is
not in more pavement for roads, but in using our existing road space to move more people
efficiently and sustainably. So I ask you to take action for our climate and communities and
support the people-centric transportation shift. This issue is important to me, because it will
improve my quality of life while also improving climate justice and transit equity. Therefore,
I urge you to support transit alternatives, and to eliminate Midcounty Highway
Extended/M83 from all Master Plans. Sincerely,

Nancy Wallace,

Candidate for US House of Representatives CD-8, Green Party of Maryland
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Dear Montgomery County Planning Board, | ask you to
eliminate proposed Midcounty Highway Extended/M83
from all Montgomery County Master Plans; and continue
to invest in Bus Rapid Transit on 355 into Clarksburg and
to foster greater stewardship of our forests and streams.
Stop enabling the destruction of our clean drinking water
supplies and irreplaceable forests by allowing M83
Highway to remain in the master plans. Our future is not in
more pavement for roads, but in using our existing road
space to move more people efficiently and sustainably. So
| ask you to take action for our climate and communities
and support the people-centric transportation shift. This
Issue is important to me, because it will improve my quality
of life while also improving climate justice and transit
equity. Therefore, | urge you to support transit alternatives,
and to eliminate M

83

Thank you for your time and consideration,

Anne Sturm
P.O.Box 341
Barnesville, Md.
20838
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Dear Montgomery County Planning Board,

| ask you to eliminate proposed Midcounty Highway Extended/M83 from all Montgomery County
Master Plans; and continue to invest in Bus Rapid Transit on 355 into Clarksburg and to foster greater
stewardship of our forests and streams.

Stop enabling the destruction of our clean drinking water supplies and irreplaceable forests by allowing
M83 Highway to remain in the master plans.

Our future is not in more pavement for roads, but in using our existing road space to move more people
efficiently and sustainably. So | ask you to take action for our climate and communities and support the
people-centric transportation shift.

This issue is important to me, because it will improve my quality of life while also improving climate
justice and transit equity. Therefore, | urge you to support transit alternatives, and to eliminate
Midcounty Highway Extended/M83 from all Master Plans.

THIS Planned extension has consumed time, money and energy for years. CALL IT QUITS !!!
Sincerely,

Elle Elizabeth Grooms

3050 Military Road NW Apt 624
washington, DC 20015
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Dear Montgomery County Planning Board,

| ask you to eliminate proposed Midcounty Highway Extended/M83 from all Montgomery County
Master Plans; and continue to invest in Bus Rapid Transit on 355 into Clarksburg and to foster greater
stewardship of our forests and streams.

Stop enabling the destruction of our clean drinking water supplies and irreplaceable forests by allowing
M83 Highway to remain in the master plans.

Our future is not in more pavement for roads, but in using our existing road space to move more people
efficiently and sustainably. So | ask you to take action for our climate and communities and support the
people-centric transportation shift.

This issue is important to me, because it will improve my quality of life while also improving climate
justice and transit equity. Therefore, | urge you to support transit alternatives, and to eliminate
Midcounty Highway Extended/M83 from all Master Plans.

Sincerely,

Jean Brown
114445 Neelsville Church Road
Germantown, MD 20876



Attachment B: Written Testimony

Dear Montgomery County Planning Board,

| ask you to eliminate proposed Midcounty Highway Extended/M83 from all Montgomery County
Master Plans; and continue to invest in Bus Rapid Transit on 355 into Clarksburg and to foster greater
stewardship of our forests and streams.

Stop enabling the destruction of our clean drinking water supplies and irreplaceable forests by allowing
M83 Highway to remain in the master plans.

Our future is not in more pavement for roads, but in using our existing road space to move more people
efficiently and sustainably. So | ask you to take action for our climate and communities and support the
people-centric transportation shift.

This issue is important to me, because it will improve my quality of life while also improving climate
justice and transit equity. Therefore, | urge you to support transit alternatives, and to eliminate
Midcounty Highway Extended/M83 from all Master Plans.

Sincerely,

Jean Brown
114445 Neelsville Church Road
Germantown, MD 20876
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Dear Montgomery County Planning Board,

| ask you to eliminate proposed Midcounty Highway Extended/M83 from all Montgomery County Master
Plans; and continue to invest in Bus Rapid Transit on 355 into Clarksburg and to foster greater
stewardship of our forests and streams.

Stop enabling the destruction of our clean drinking water supplies and irreplaceable forests by allowing
M83 Highway to remain in the master plans.

Our future is not in more pavement for roads, but in using our existing road space to move more people
efficiently and sustainably. So | ask you to take action for our climate and communities and support the
people-centric transportation shift.

This issue is important to me, because it will improve my quality of life while also improving climate
justice and transit equity. Therefore, | urge you to support transit alternatives, and to eliminate

Midcounty Highway Extended/M83 from all Master Plans.

Sincerely,

James Edmonds; 3050 Military Rd., NW, Washington,
DC 20015
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Dear Montgomery County Planning Board, I ask you to eliminate proposed Midcounty Highway
Extended/M83 from all Montgomery County Master Plans; and continue to invest in Bus Rapid Transit on
355 into Clarksburg and to foster greater stewardship of our forests and streams. Stop enabling the
destruction of our clean drinking water supplies and irreplaceable forests by allowing M83 Highway to
remain in the master plans. Our future is not in more

pavement for roads, but in using our existing road space to move more people efficiently and sustainably. So
[ ask you to take action for our climate and communities and support the people-centric transportation shift.
This issue is important to me, because

it will improve my quality of life while also improving climate justice and transit equity. Therefore, I urge you
to support transit alternatives, and to eliminate Midcounty Highway Extended/M83 from all Master Plans.
Sincerely, Denise Kearns

20004 Yellow Leaf Terrace Germantown, MD 20876



Attachment B: Written Testimony

Honorable Artie Harris,

| ask you to eliminate the proposed Midcounty Highway Extended/M83 from the Montgomery
County Master Plan of Highways and Transitways. Instead, | ask that you accelerate investmentin
Bus Rapid Transit on Rt. 355 into Clarksburg which would foster greater stewardship of our forests
and streams.

Please help stop enabling the destruction of our clean drinking water supplies
and irreplaceable forests by allowing M83 Highway to remain in the master plans.

Our future is not in more pavement for roads, but in using our existing road space to move more
people efficiently and sustainably. So | ask you to take action for our climate and communities and
support the people-centric transportation shift.

This issue is important to me, because it will improve my quality of life while also improving climate
justice and transit equity. Therefore, | urge you to support transit alternatives, and to eliminate
Midcounty Highway Extended/M83 from all Master Plans.

Denise Kearns
kearns67@verizon.net

20004 Yellow Leaf Terrace
Germantown, Maryland 20876
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Dear Montgomery County Planning Board,

| ask you to eliminate proposed Midcounty Highway Extended/M83 from all Montgomery County
Master Plans; and continue to invest in Bus Rapid Transit on 355 into Clarksburg and to foster greater
stewardship of our forests and streams.

Stop enabling the destruction of our clean drinking water supplies and irreplaceable forests by allowing
M83 Highway to remain in the master plans.

Our future is not in more pavement for roads, but in using our existing road space to move more people
efficiently and sustainably. So | ask you to take action for our climate and communities and support the
people-centric transportation shift.

This issue is important to me, because it will improve my quality of life while also improving climate
justice and transit equity. Therefore, | urge you to support transit alternatives, and to eliminate
Midcounty Highway Extended/M83 from all Master Plans.

Sincerely,

Lee McNair

4707 Chevy Chase Drive
Chevy Chase,

Maryland 20815

Lee McNair (she, her)
Cedar Lane Unitarian Universalist Environmental Justice Ministry
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Dear Montgomery County Planning Board,

| ask you to eliminate proposed Midcounty Highway Extended/M83 from all Montgomery County
Master Plans; and continue to invest in Bus Rapid Transit on 355 into Clarksburg and to foster greater
stewardship of our forests and streams.

Stop enabling the destruction of our clean drinking water supplies and irreplaceable forests by allowing
M83 Highway to remain in the master plans.

Our future is not in more pavement for roads, but in using our existing road space to move more people
efficiently and sustainably. So | ask you to take action for our climate and communities and support the
people-centric transportation shift.

This issue is important to me, because it will improve my quality of life while also improving climate
justice and transit equity. Therefore, | urge you to support transit alternatives, and to eliminate
Midcounty Highway Extended/M83 from all Master Plans.

Sincerely,
Kolya Braun-Greiner, MDiv
7603 Central Ave, Takoma Park, MD 20912

Kolya Braun-Greiner, MDiv
7603 Central Ave., Takoma Park, MD 20912



Attachment B: Written Testimony

Honorable Artie Harris,

I am a member of the Church of the Savior, a network of 7 churches in the metro DC region, which
owns the beautiful ecological and spiritual sanctuary of Dayspring Retreat Center on the edge of
Germantown. The proposed M83 would eliminate those gifts of sanctuary for wildlife (coyote, fox,
eagle, owl, hawk, and many songbirds), and people's souls who find refuge there. | ask you to
eliminate the proposed Midcounty Highway Extended/M83 from the Montgomery County Master
Plan of Highways and Transitways. Instead, | ask that you accelerate investment in Bus Rapid
Transit on Rt. 355 into Clarksburg which would foster greater stewardship of our forests and

streams.

Please help stop enabling the destruction of our clean drinking water supplies

and irreplaceable forests by allowing M83 Highway to remain in the master plans.

Our future is not in more pavement for roads, but in using our existing road space to move more
people efficiently and sustainably. So | ask you to take action for our climate and communities and

support the people-centric transportation shift.

This issue is important to me, because it will improve my quality of life while also improving climate
justice and transit equity. Therefore, | urge you to support transit alternatives, and to eliminate
Midcounty Highway Extended/M83 from all Master Plans.

Kolya Braun-Greiner
kolyabg@gmail.com

7603 Central Ave.

Takoma Park, Maryland 20912
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Dear Montgomery County Planning Board, | ask you to eliminate proposed Midcounty Highway
Extended/M83 from all Montgomery County Master Plans; and continue to invest in Bus Rapid Transit
on 355 into Clarksburg and to foster greater stewardship of our forests and streams. Stop enabling the
destruction of our clean drinking water supplies and irreplaceable forests by allowing M83 Highway to
remain in the master plans. Our future is not in more pavement for roads, but in using our existing road
space to move more people efficiently and sustainably. So | ask you to take action for our climate and
communities and support the people-centric transportation shift. This issue is important to me, because
it will improve my quality of life while also improving climate justice and transit equity. Therefore, | urge
you to support transit alternatives, and to eliminate Midcounty Highway Extended/M83 from all Master
Plans. Sincerely, (your name
and address)
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Dear Montgomery County Planning Board, | ask you to eliminate proposed Midcounty Highway
Extended/M83 from all Montgomery County Master Plans; and continue to invest in Bus Rapid Transit
on 355 into Clarksburg and to foster greater stewardship of our forests and streams. Stop enabling the
destruction of our clean drinking water supplies and irreplaceable forests by allowing M83 Highway to
remain in the master plans. Our future is not in more pavement for roads, but in using our existing road
space to move more people efficiently and sustainably. So | ask you to take action for our climate and
communities and support the people-centric transportation shift. This issue is important to me, because
it will improve my quality of life while also improving climate justice and transit equity. Therefore, | urge
you to support transit alternatives, and to eliminate Midcounty Highway Extended/M83 from all Master
Plans.

Sincerely,
Nona Cresswell

11301 Neelsville Church Rd.,
Germantown, MD 20876



Attachment B: Written Testimony

Honorable Artie Harris,

| ask you to eliminate the proposed Midcounty Highway Extended/M83 from the Montgomery
County Master Plan of Highways and Transitways. Instead, | ask that you accelerate investmentin
Bus Rapid Transit on Rt. 355 into Clarksburg which would foster greater stewardship of our forests
and streams.

Please help stop enabling the destruction of our clean drinking water supplies
and irreplaceable forests by allowing M83 Highway to remain in the master plans.

Our future is not in more pavement for roads, but in using our existing road space to move more
people efficiently and sustainably. So | ask you to take action for our climate and communities and
support the people-centric transportation shift.

This issue is important to me, because it will improve my quality of life while also improving climate
justice and transit equity. Therefore, | urge you to support transit alternatives, and to eliminate
Midcounty Highway Extended/M83 from all Master Plans.

Nona Cresswell
nonabeth27@gmail.com
11301 Neelsville Church Road
Germantown, Maryland 20876
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Dear Montgomery County Planning Board,

| ask you to eliminate proposed Midcounty Highway Extended/M83 from all Montgomery County Master
Plans; and continue to invest in Bus Rapid Transit on 355 into Clarksburg and to foster greater
stewardship of our forests and streams. Stop enabling the destruction of our clean drinking water supplies
and irreplaceable forests by allowing M83 Highway to remain in the master plans. Our future is not in
more pavement for roads, but in using our existing road space to move more people efficiently and
sustainably. So | ask you to take action for our climate and communities and support the people-centric
transportation shift. This issue is important to me, because it will improve my quality of life while also
improving climate justice and transit equity. Therefore, | urge you to support transit alternatives, and to
eliminate Midcounty Highway Extended/M83 from all Master Plans.

Sincerely,

John Goode,

1208 Fallsmead Way, Rockville MD,

Member of Dayspring Church, 11301 Neelsville Church Road, Germantown, MD 20876
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Dear Montgomery County Planning Board,:

We received words that the county is planning to remove the Midcounty Highway of only 5.6 miles from
the Clarksburg Master Plan. This would be a huge mistake if you do so. 1. The Clarksburg and
Germnatown community continue to build up and now we are 40,000 residents, instead of 3000 from
20 years ago. All those people need transportation options. 2. This Highway would be critical for
disaster evacuation with all the natural disasters happening. 3. If not building this short distance is for
environmental reason, then please think about just 5.6 miles road will jave any impact for the county.
Anyone using environmental issues as reasons are basically discriminating all their fellow residents living
upcounty. Putting a little envriobemtn over hundreds of thousands people's critical traffic needs are
totally inhumane. 4. This Highway will greatly alleviate the pain for 270 and 355. After the COVID, going
back to offices are returning and we all already stuck in the traffic for long enough. Please keep this on
the map and look for funding for it.

Thank you.

Sincerely

Bo Sun

Stringtown Road, Clarksburg MD 20871
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Remove M83 highway from the Master Plan of Highways and Transitways

Mary Kimball
registered Montgomery County Voter
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Dear Montgomery County Planning Board,

We received words that the county is planning to remove the Midcounty Highway of only 5.6 miles
from the Clarksburg Master Plan. This would be a huge mistake if you do so.

1. The Clarksburg and Germnatown community continue to build up and now we are 40,000 residents,
instead of 3000 from 20 years ago. All those people need transportation options.

2. This Highway would be critical for disaster evacuation with all the natural disasters happening.

3. If not building this short distance is for environmental reason, then please think about just 5.6 miles
road will jave any impact for the county. Anyone using environmental issues as reasons are basically
discriminating all their fellow residents living upcounty. Putting a little environment over hundreds of
thousands people's critical traffic needs are totally inhumane.

4. This Highway will greatly alleviate the pain for 270 and 355. After the COVID, going back to offices are
returning and we all already stuck in the traffic for long enough. Please keep this on the map and look
for funding for it.

Thank you.

Sincerely

Linda Li

11833 Tulip stem Dr.
Clarksburg MD 20871
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Attachment B: Written Testimony

Dear Montgomery County Planning Board,

| ask you to eliminate proposed Midcounty Highway Extended/M83 from all Montgomery County
Master Plans; and continue to invest in Bus Rapid Transit on 355 into Clarksburg and to foster greater
stewardship of our forests and streams.

We must be more selective and up to date when we lay down more pavement for roads, and we must
use our existing road space to move more people efficiently and sustainably. This issue is important to
me, because it will maintain Montgomery County’s excellent quality of life, and it will save funda that

can be put to better use. Therefore, | urge you to support transit alternatives, and to eliminate
Midcounty Highway Extended/M83 from all Master Plans.

Sincerely,
Wallace E. Garthright, Jr.
419 Russell Ave., Apt 214

Gaithersburg, MD 20877



Attachment B: Written Testimony

M-NCPPC Planning Board, Montgomery County, MD
Public Hearing for Master Plan of Highways and Transitways

Testimony by: Wallace Garthright, Ph.D., Gaithersburg, MD
January 9, 2025

Subject: Midcounty Highway Extended/M83 Highway Removal from Master
Plan of Highways and Transitways

Members of the Planning Board, | think | know why M83 Highway has
remained in the Master Plan of Highways and Transitways even though for
more than 30 years it has been clear that the Montgomery County Council
correctly refuses to build it. When | began my career building mathematical
models, experienced colleagues advised me: don'’t fall in love with your
models. They said that models cannot give the final answers. Modelling
prepares for engineering studies, and studies often show a different best
alternative. | think M-83 has stayed in the Master Plan because some
former staff fell in love with their transportation model. The Council will not
build M-83 because of impacts, benefits, alternatives, and cost. But, is
there any harm in just leaving M83 in the plan? Yes, and the harm is
serious.

| think the greatest harm of having M-83 in the plan might be why you are
considering removing it. Having M-83 in the plan is misleading home
buyers. Resident testimony reveals that sales people have painted
unrealistic pictures of easy commutes.

Home buyers don’t know that County Council decisions for the past 32
years show that M-83 will not be built. The bridge where Watkins Mill Rd
crosses the M-83 right-of-way could have been built to fit into M-83, but the
Council rejected that design and chose an incompatible design in 1992.
The Council never promised the road, and in 2017, the Council passed a
Resolution saying that County plans could not rely on M-83 being built.
Both the current County Executive and the previous one have opposed that
highway. Thus, keeping M-83 in the Master Plan misleads our home

buyers.

In conclusion, thank you for considering removal of M83 Highway. If you
remove it, you will correct an over-reliance on a model and you will protect
our future home buyers.
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Dear Montgomery County Planning Board,

We received words that the county is planning to remove the Midcounty Highway of only 5.6 miles from
the Clarksburg Master Plan.

This would be a huge mistake if you do so.

1. The Clarksburg and Germnatown community continue to build up and now we are 40,000 residents,
instead of 3000 from 20 years ago. All those people need transportation options.

2. This Highway would be critical for disaster evacuation with all the natural disasters happening.

3. If not building this short distance is for environmental reason, then please think about just 5.6 miles
road will jave any impact for the county. Anyone using environmental issues as reasons are basically
discriminating all their fellow residents living upcounty. Putting a little envriobemtn over hundreds of
thousands people's critical traffic needs are totally inhumane.

4. This Highway will greatly alleviate the pain for 270 and 355. After the COVID, going back to offices are

returning and we all already stuck in the traffic for long enough. Please keep this on the map and look
for funding for it.

Thank you.

Sincerely

Shuang Tang
13000 Ethel Rose Way
Boyds, MD 20841
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Dear Planning Board Members:

M-83 was included in the Clarksburg Master Plan since 1960. It is an integral to the
development of Clarksburg. It provides a much direct connection from Clarksburg to Shady
Grove Metro.

Clarksburg has grown from a community of 10,000 residents in 2010 to over 30,000
residents. It continues to grow at a rapid pace. The transportation infrastructure is sorely
lacking. Removing sections of M—83 will adversely impact the quality of life for current and
future Clarksburg residents.

It is time to build M—-83.

Kind Regards !
Yibing Chen

12424 ForemanBlvd.
Clarksburg, MD 20871

240-481-4019



Attachment B: Written Testimony

ID: 256
Jim Long
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Dear Planning Board Members,

| am writing to urgently request the immediate advancement of the M-83 project, as outlined in the
Clarksburg Master Plan since 1960. M-83 is crucial to the continued growth and development of
Clarksburg, providing a direct and essential connection to the Shady Grove Metro.

Since 2010, Clarksburg has expanded from a community of 10,000 residents to over 30,000 today, with
growth continuing at a rapid pace. Our current transportation infrastructure is insufficient to meet the
demands of this expanding population. Removing sections of M-83 would significantly diminish the
quality of life for both current and future residents of Clarksburg.

Building M-83 is imperative to support sustainable development and ensure efficient transportation for
our community. | strongly urge the Planning Board to prioritize and take swift action on the construction
of M-83 at the earliest convenience.

Thank you for your prompt attention to this critical matter.

Kind regards,

Jiye Long

23959 Burdette Forest Rd,
Clarksburg, MD 20871
301-760-9889
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Dear Planning Board Members:

M-83 was included in the Clarksburg Master Plan since 1960. It is an integral to the development of
Clarksburg. It provides a much direct connection from Clarksburg to Shady Grove Metro.
Clarksburg has grown from a community of 10,000 residents in 2010 to over 30,000 residents. It
continues to grow at a rapid pace. The transportation infrastructure is sorely lacking. Removing
sections of M-83 will adversely impact the quality of life for current and future Clarksburg residents.
It is time to build M-83.

Kind Regards

Qinghua zhao/Rui Xu

12704 Fernberry LN, Boyds MD 20841
3014619892
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Dear Planning Board Members:

M-83 was included in the Clarksburg Master Plan since 1960. It is an integral to the development of
Clarksburg. It provides a much direct connection from Clarksburg to Shady Grove Metro.
Clarksburg has grown from a community of 10,000 residents in 2010 to over 30,000 residents. It
continues to grow at a rapid pace. The transportation infrastructure is sorely lacking. Removing
sections of M-83 will adversely impact the quality of life for current and future Clarksburg residents.
It is time to build M-83.

Kind Regards

Xiaguang Wang

12646 Granite Rock Road, Clarksburg, MD 20871
301-538-9069
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Dear Planning Board Members:

M-83 was included in the Clarksburg Master Plan since 1960. It is an integral to the development of
Clarksburg. It provides a much direct connection from Clarksburg to Shady Grove Metro. Clarksburg has
grown from a community of 10,000 residents in 2010 to over 30,000 residents. It continues to grow at a
rapid pace.The transportation infrastructure is sorely lacking. Removing sections of M-83 will adversely
impact the quality of life for current and future Clarksburg residents.

It is time to build M-83.
Kind Regards
Min Li

23124 Turtle Rock Ter
240-743-6206
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Dear Montgomery County Planning Board,

We received words that the county is planning to remove the Midcounty Highway of only 5.6 miles from
the Clarksburg Master Plan.

This would be a huge mistake if you do so.

1. The Clarksburg and Germnatown community continue to build up and now we are 40,000 residents,
instead of 3000 from 20 years ago. All those people need transportation options.

2. This Highway would be critical for disaster evacuation with all the natural disasters happening.

3. If not building this short distance is for environmental reason, then please think about just 5.6 miles
road will jave any impact for the county. Anyone using environmental issues as reasons are basically
discriminating all their fellow residents living upcounty. Putting a little envriobemtn over hundreds of
thousands people's critical traffic needs are totally inhumane.

4. This Highway will greatly alleviate the pain for 270 and 355. After the COVID, going back to offices are

returning and we all already stuck in the traffic for long enough. Please keep this on the map and look
for funding for it.

Thank you.

Sincerely

Yun Bai

23140 Timber Creek Lane
Clarksburg MD 20871

Clarksburg MD 20871
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> Dear Planning Board Members:

>

> M-83 was included in the Clarksburg Master Plan since 1960. It is an integral to the development of
Clarksburg. It provides a much direct connection from Clarksburg to Shady Grove Metro.

>

> Clarksburg has grown from a community of 10,000 residents in 2010 to over 30,000 residents. It
continues to grow at a rapid pace. The transportation infrastructure is sorely lacking. Removing
sections of M-83 will adversely impact the quality of life for current and future Clarksburg residents.
>

> It is time to build M-83.

>

> Sincerely,

>

> Ting Song

> 23040 Winged Elm Dr

> Clarksburg 20871
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Dear Planning Board Members:

>

> M-83 was included in the Clarksburg Master Plan since 1960. It is an integral to the development of
Clarksburg. It provides a much direct connection from Clarksburg to Shady Grove Metro. Clarksburg has
grown from a community of 10,000 residents in 2010 to over 30,000 residents. It continues to grow at a
rapid pace. The transportation infrastructure is sorely lacking. Removing sections of M-83 will adversely
impact the quality of life for current and future Clarksburg residents.

>

> It is time to build M-83.

>

> Kind Regards

>

> Ningping Feng

> 22431 Heron Neck Terrace

> Clarksburg, MD 20871

> Tel. 301-661-8866
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Dear Planning Board Members:

M-83 was included in the Clarksburg Master Plan since 1960. It is an integral to the development of
Clarksburg. It provides a much direct connection from Clarksburg to Shady Grove Metro.

Clarksburg has grown from a community of 10,000 residents in 2010 to over 30,000 residents. It
continues to grow at a rapid pace. The transportation infrastructure is sorely lacking. Removing sections
of M-83 will adversely impact the quality of life for current and future Clarksburg residents.

It is time to build M-83.

Kind Regards
Ying Qiao

18438 crownsgate cir. Germantown
2404028757
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Dear Planning Board Members:

M-83 was included in the Clarksburg Master Plan since 1960. It is an integral to the development of
Clarksburg. It provides a much direct connection from Clarksburg to Shady Grove Metro.
Clarksburg has grown from a community of 10,000 residents in 2010 to over 30,000 residents. It
continues to grow at a rapid pace. The transportation infrastructure is sorely lacking. Removing
sections of M-83 will adversely impact the quality of life for current and future Clarksburg residents.

It is time to build M-83.

Kind Regards

Tianning Li

22604 Shining harness st
Clarksburg MD 20871
2405059861



Attachment B: Written Testimony

ID: 265
Andy Ramisch



Attachment B: Written Testimony

This road has been on the master plan since the 1960s. The fact that it hasn’t been built yet is a
disgrace! | believe most, if not all, of the right of way has been reserved. Traffic between Gaithersburg
and Germantown continues to increase every week and no plans for improvement in mass transit are
going to change that. Be realistic. People are not going to give up their cars. Provide the infrastructure
that is necessary to support our lifestyles and preferences. Build the roadways that have been promised
and help relieve the congestion that will only get worse if the long-awaited proper solutions are
abandoned. Please do the right thing.

FYI, | have a Masters degree in transportation engineering and over 55 years of experience working to
improve capacity and safety. M 83 will improve travel conditions for the citizens of Montgomery County
just as the ICC, Great Senaca Highway and Mid-County Highway have.

My address is 6 Fullview Court, Gaithersburg, MD 20878 and my phone number is +13018074704.
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To the Montgomery County Planning Board,

We have learned that the Midcounty Highway, which is only 5.6 miles long, will no longer be included in
the Clarksburg Master Plan.

If you do this, you will be making a serious mistake.

1. The population of Germantown and Clarksburg has continued to grow; twenty years ago, only 3,000
people were living here. Today, there are 40,000, and there continues to be a population influx every
year. These county residents and taxpayers all require access to transportation.

2. This highway would be essential for disaster evacuation.

3. If the decision not to develop this short distance is due to environmental concerns, please reconsider.
Anyone who uses ecological concerns as an excuse is effectively discriminating against all of their fellow
up-county neighbors. It is utterly inhumane to deny the vital transportation needs of hundreds of
thousands of people.

4. Traffic jams currently on both Interstate 270 and Route 355 in the Germantown and Clarksburg area
will be much alleviated by this highway. Following the COVID, people are returning to their offices, and
we have all been trapped in traffic for far too long. Please continue this on the map and build it.

Thank you very much.
Sincerely
Jin Qian

13023 Ethel Rose Way
Boyds, MD 20841
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Dear Planning Board Members:

M-83 was included in the Clarksburg Master Plan since 1960. It is an integral to the
development of Clarksburg. It provides a much direct connection from Clarksburg to
Shady Grove Metro.

Clarksburg has grown from a community of 10,000 residents in 2010 to over 30,000
residents. It continues to grow at a rapid pace. The transportation infrastructure is sorely
lacking. Removing sections of M-83 will adversely impact the quality of life for current
and future Clarksburg residents.

It is time to build M-83.

Kind Regards
Art Lian

12804 ethel rose way
Boyds, MD 20841

301-318 7753
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Dear Montgomery County Planning Board,

| ask you to eliminate proposed Midcounty Highway Extended/M83 from all Montgomery County
Master Plans; and continue to invest in Bus Rapid Transit on 355 into Clarksburg and to foster greater
stewardship of our forests and streams.

Stop enabling the destruction of our clean drinking water supplies and irreplaceable forests by allowing
M83 Highway to remain in the master plans.

Our future is not in more pavement for roads, but in using our existing road space to move more people
efficiently and sustainably. So | ask you to take action for our climate and communities and support the
people-centric transportation shift.

This issue is important to me, because it will improve my quality of life while also improving climate
justice and transit equity. Therefore, | urge you to support transit alternatives, and to eliminate
Midcounty Highway Extended/M83 from all Master Plans.

Sincerely,
Bonnie Chojnacki

303 Churchill Road
Pittsburgh, PA 15235
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To the Montgomery County Planning Board,

We have learned that the Midcounty Highway, which is only 5.6 miles long, will no longer be included in
the Clarksburg Master Plan.

If you do this, you will be making a serious mistake.

1. The population of Germantown and Clarksburg has continued to grow; twenty years ago, only 3,000
people were living here. Today, there are 40,000, and there continues to be a population influx every
year. These county residents and taxpayers all require access to transportation.

2. This highway would be essential for disaster evacuation.

3. If the decision not to develop this short distance is due to environmental concerns, please reconsider.
Anyone who uses ecological concerns as an excuse is effectively discriminating against all of their fellow
up-county neighbors. It is utterly inhumane to deny the vital transportation needs of hundreds of
thousands of people.

4. Traffic jams currently on both Interstate 270 and Route 355 in the Germantown and Clarksburg area

will be much alleviated by this highway. Following the COVID, people are returning to their offices, and
we have all been trapped in traffic for far too long. Please continue this on the map and build it.

Thank you very much.

Sincerely

Bin
12713 Fernberry In, Boyds , MD 20841



Attachment B: Written Testimony

ID: 270
Dorsey and Susan Shubert



Attachment B: Written Testimony

Good morning Mr. Harris,

| would like to express my desire to have the M83 extension removed from the Master Plan for
Germantown. We recently moved here when | retired from Rochester NY to be near our grandchildren.
Our home backs up the Seneca Creek Greenway Trail. The grandkids love the scenery and nature path
through the trail.

It would be a shame to have this beautiful area ruined by traffic congestion, pollution and noise. We
already experience very loud noise from cars accelerating beyond normal speeds on Germantown Road
and Middlebrook Road. Adding a third major artery would only contribute to the noise levels we now
experience.

Your time and consideration in removing this outdated proposal from the Master Plan is greatly
appreciated.

Thank you,

Dorsey & Susan Shubert
11020 Cross Laurel Drive
Germantown MD 20876
585-406-5705



Attachment B: Written Testimony

ID: 271
Gary A. Baker



Attachment B: Written Testimony

Dear Montgomery County Planning Board,

| ask you to eliminate proposed Midcounty Highway Extended/M83 from all Montgomery County
Master Plans; and continue to invest in Bus Rapid Transit on 355 into Clarksburg and to foster greater
stewardship of our forests and streams.

Stop enabling the destruction of our clean drinking water supplies and irreplaceable forests by allowing
M83 Highway to remain in the master plans.

Our future is not in more pavement for roads, but in using our existing road space to move more people
efficiently and sustainably. So | ask you to take action for our climate and communities and support the
people-centric transportation shift.

This issue is important to me, because it will improve my quality of life while also improving climate
justice and transit equity. Therefore, | urge you to support transit alternatives, and to eliminate
Midcounty Highway Extended/M83 from all Master Plans.

Sincerely,

Gary A. Baker
11101 Sceptre Ridge Terrace, Germantown, MD 20876
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Dear Planning Chair Artie Harris,
| am writing to ask you to remove M-83 from the county’s Master Plan of Highways and Transitways.

If built, the outdated Mid-County Highway Extended (M-83) would destroy farmland, forests and
wetlands in its path through the Seneca Creek watershed. M-83 is the wrong choice for our county at a
time when we need to be investing in sustainable transportation—not more roads—to combat climate
change and protect delicate ecosystems.

Better street connections, safe bicycle and pedestrian infrastructure, and investments in great transit
like MD-355 BRT will help provide much needed transportation improvements upcounty without the
devastating environmental harms of building M-83.

As long as M-83 remains in the Master Plan of Highways and Transitways, it is at risk of being built by a
future county administration, and is a distraction from moving forward decisively with forward-thinking
investments in sustainable transit to address transportation needs upcounty.

It is time to remove this destructive and unnecessary proposed highway from the county’s official
master plans.

Sincerely,

Charlotte Cook

10906 Bucknell Dr Silver Spring, MD 20902-4392
charlottecook2003@yahoo.com
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Attachment B: Written Testimony

Dear Planning Chair Artie Harris,
| am writing to ask you to remove M-83 from the county’s Master Plan of Highways and Transitways.

If built, the outdated Mid-County Highway Extended (M-83) would destroy farmland, forests and
wetlands in its path through the Seneca Creek watershed. M-83 is the wrong choice for our county at a
time when we need to be investing in sustainable transportation—not more roads—to combat climate
change and protect delicate ecosystems.

Better street connections, safe bicycle and pedestrian infrastructure, and investments in great transit
like MD-355 BRT will help provide much needed transportation improvements upcounty without the
devastating environmental harms of building M-83.

As long as M-83 remains in the Master Plan of Highways and Transitways, it is at risk of being built by a
future county administration, and is a distraction from moving forward decisively with forward-thinking
investments in sustainable transit to address transportation needs upcounty.

It is time to remove this destructive and unnecessary proposed highway from the county’s official
master plans.

Sincerely,

Charlotte Cook

10906 Bucknell Dr Silver Spring, MD 20902-4392
charlottecook2003@yahoo.com
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Attachment B: Written Testimony

Dear Planning Chair Artie Harris,
| am writing to ask you to remove M-83 from the county’s Master Plan of Highways and Transitways.

If built, the outdated Mid-County Highway Extended (M-83) would destroy farmland, forests and
wetlands in its path through the Seneca Creek watershed. M-83 is the wrong choice for our county at a
time when we need to be investing in sustainable transportation—not more roads—to combat climate
change and protect delicate ecosystems.

Better street connections, safe bicycle and pedestrian infrastructure, and investments in great transit
like MD-355 BRT will help provide much needed transportation improvements upcounty without the
devastating environmental harms of building M-83.

As long as M-83 remains in the Master Plan of Highways and Transitways, it is at risk of being built by a
future county administration, and is a distraction from moving forward decisively with forward-thinking
investments in sustainable transit to address transportation needs upcounty.

It is time to remove this destructive and unnecessary proposed highway from the county’s official
master plans.

Sincerely,

Charlotte Cook

10906 Bucknell Dr Silver Spring, MD 20902-4392
scribes.02.decafs@icloud.com
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Dear Ms. Sofia Aldrich,
| am writing to ask you to remove M-83 from the county’s Master Plan of Highways and Transitways.

If built, the outdated Mid-County Highway Extended (M-83) would destroy farmland, forests and
wetlands in its path through the Seneca Creek watershed. M-83 is the wrong choice for our county
at atime when we need to be investing in sustainable transportation—not more roads—to combat
climate change and protect delicate ecosystems.

Better street connections, safe bicycle and pedestrian infrastructure, and investments in great
transit like MD-355 BRT will help provide much needed transportation improvements upcounty
without the devastating environmental harms of building M-83.

As long as M-83 remains in the Master Plan of Highways and Transitways, it is at risk of being built
by a future county administration, and is a distraction from moving forward decisively with forward-
thinking investments in sustainable transit to address transportation needs upcounty.

It is time to remove this destructive and unnecessary proposed highway from the county’s official
master plans.

Sincerely,
Charlotte Cook

10906 Bucknell Dr Silver Spring, MD 20902-4392 scribes.02.decafs@icloud.com
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Dear Planning Chair Artie Harris,
| am writing to ask you to remove M-83 from the county’s Master Plan of Highways and Transitways.

If built, the outdated Mid-County Highway Extended (M-83) would destroy farmland, forests and
wetlands in its path through the Seneca Creek watershed. M-83 is the wrong choice for our county at a
time when we need to be investing in sustainable transportation—not more roads—to combat climate
change and protect delicate ecosystems.

Better street connections, safe bicycle and pedestrian infrastructure, and investments in great transit
like MD-355 BRT will help provide much needed transportation improvements upcounty without the
devastating environmental harms of building M-83.

As long as M-83 remains in the Master Plan of Highways and Transitways, it is at risk of being built by a
future county administration, and is a distraction from moving forward decisively with forward-thinking
investments in sustainable transit to address transportation needs upcounty.

It is time to remove this destructive and unnecessary proposed highway from the county’s official
master plans.

Sincerely,

Jane Lyons-Raeder

1400 E West Hwy Apt 1426 Silver Spring, MD 20910-3264
janeplyons@gmail.com
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Dear Planning Chair Artie Harris,
| am writing to ask you to remove M-83 from the county’s Master Plan of Highways and Transitways.

If built, the outdated Mid-County Highway Extended (M-83) would destroy farmland, forests and
wetlands in its path through the Seneca Creek watershed. M-83 is the wrong choice for our county at a
time when we need to be investing in sustainable transportation—not more roads—to combat climate
change and protect delicate ecosystems.

Better street connections, safe bicycle and pedestrian infrastructure, and investments in great transit
like MD-355 BRT will help provide much needed transportation improvements upcounty without the
devastating environmental harms of building M-83.

As long as M-83 remains in the Master Plan of Highways and Transitways, it is at risk of being built by a
future county administration, and is a distraction from moving forward decisively with forward-thinking
investments in sustainable transit to address transportation needs upcounty.

It is time to remove this destructive and unnecessary proposed highway from the county’s official
master plans.

Sincerely,

Evan Krichevsky

9205 Copenhaver Dr Potomac, MD 20854-3016
evank2@aol.com
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Dear Planning Chair Artie Harris,
| am writing to ask you to remove M-83 from the county’s Master Plan of Highways and Transitways.

If built, the outdated Mid-County Highway Extended (M-83) would destroy farmland, forests and
wetlands in its path through the Seneca Creek watershed. M-83 is the wrong choice for our county at a
time when we need to be investing in sustainable transportation—not more roads—to combat climate
change and protect delicate ecosystems.

Better street connections, safe bicycle and pedestrian infrastructure, and investments in great transit
like MD-355 BRT will help provide much needed transportation improvements upcounty without the
devastating environmental harms of building M-83.

As long as M-83 remains in the Master Plan of Highways and Transitways, it is at risk of being built by a
future county administration, and is a distraction from moving forward decisively with forward-thinking
investments in sustainable transit to address transportation needs upcounty.

It is time to remove this destructive and unnecessary proposed highway from the county’s official
master plans.

Sincerely,

Anna Holland

204 E Hamilton Ave Silver Spring, MD 20901-3507
annacarlyleholland@gmail.com
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Dear Planning Board Members:

M-83 has been included in the Clarksburg Master Plan since 1960. It is an integral to the development of
Clarksburg. It provides a much direct connection from Clarksburg to Shady Grove Metro.

Clarksburg has grown from a community of 10,000 residents in 2010 to over 30,000 residents. It
continues to grow at a rapid pace. The transportation infrastructure is sorely lacking. Removing sections
of M-83 will adversely impact the quality of life for current and future Clarksburg residents.

It is time to build M-83.

Kind Regards
Jane Wang
23116 Arora Hills, Dr., Clarksburg, MD 20871
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Dear Planning Chair Artie Harris,
| am writing to ask you to remove M-83 from the county’s Master Plan of Highways and Transitways.

If built, the outdated Mid-County Highway Extended (M-83) would destroy farmland, forests and
wetlands in its path through the Seneca Creek watershed. M-83 is the wrong choice for our county at a
time when we need to be investing in sustainable transportation—not more roads—to combat climate
change and protect delicate ecosystems.

Better street connections, safe bicycle and pedestrian infrastructure, and investments in great transit
like MD-355 BRT will help provide much needed transportation improvements upcounty without the
devastating environmental harms of building M-83.

As long as M-83 remains in the Master Plan of Highways and Transitways, it is at risk of being built by a
future county administration, and is a distraction from moving forward decisively with forward-thinking
investments in sustainable transit to address transportation needs upcounty.

It is time to remove this destructive and unnecessary proposed highway from the county’s official
master plans.

Sincerely,

Donald Cuming

7814 Stratford Rd Bethesda, MD 20814-1340
cumingd@aol.com
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Dear Planning Chair Artie Harris,
| am writing to ask you to remove M-83 from the county’s Master Plan of Highways and Transitways.

If built, the outdated Mid-County Highway Extended (M-83) would destroy farmland, forests and
wetlands in its path through the Seneca Creek watershed. M-83 is the wrong choice for our county at a
time when we need to be investing in sustainable transportation—not more roads—to combat climate
change and protect delicate ecosystems.

Better street connections, safe bicycle and pedestrian infrastructure, and investments in great transit
like MD-355 BRT will help provide much needed transportation improvements upcounty without the
devastating environmental harms of building M-83.

As long as M-83 remains in the Master Plan of Highways and Transitways, it is at risk of being built by a
future county administration, and is a distraction from moving forward decisively with forward-thinking
investments in sustainable transit to address transportation needs upcounty.

It is time to remove this destructive and unnecessary proposed highway from the county’s official
master plans.

Sincerely,

Margaret Schoap

11425 Neelsville Church Rd Germantown, MD 20876-4145
schoapm@aol.com
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Attachment B: Written Testimony

Planning Board Public Hearing
Master Plan of Highways and Transitways
Margaret Schoap - testimony
January 9, 2025

Good evening, I’'m Margaret Schoap from Germantown.

At the end of 2017, the County Council passed a Resolution (#18-974) titled:
Emergency Climate Mobilization. This report was prepared by staff from Montgomery
County Government, the Maryland National Capital Park and Planning Commission
(M-NCPPC) and Montgomery County Public Schools (MCPS).

I’m going to read a part of that report here, as it is very relevant to the topic of why
M83 Highway should be removed from the MPOHT.

In the report, is written:
“The group was formed to identify specific methods for achieving 100% GHG
reduction by 2035. It will require a massive cultural shift by aligning all levels of
government, residents and businesses, at a scale not comparable to anything
previously undertaken by the County.”

The group writes:
“Forging such a dramatically different future will require difficult policy decisions,
and a willingness to consider and discuss measures currently regarded as
politically charged.”

(Like removing M83 Highway from the Master Plan of Highways and Transitways.
(What topic have you discerned that has been more politically charged than this one?)

| urge the Planning Board and its staff to return to the County Council’s Resolution
#18-974: Emergency Climate Mobilization use it as your guiding light for removing
M83 Highway from the Master Plan, and to focus on prioritizing people-centric
transportation by putting more buses on existing major roadways.

Thank you for receiving my testimony.
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Dear Planning Chair Artie Harris,
| am writing to ask you to remove M-83 from the county’s Master Plan of Highways and Transitways.

If built, the outdated Mid-County Highway Extended (M-83) would destroy farmland, forests and
wetlands in its path through the Seneca Creek watershed. M-83 is the wrong choice for our county at a
time when we need to be investing in sustainable transportation—not more roads—to combat climate
change and protect delicate ecosystems.

Better street connections, safe bicycle and pedestrian infrastructure, and investments in great transit
like MD-355 BRT will help provide much needed transportation improvements upcounty without the
devastating environmental harms of building M-83.

As long as M-83 remains in the Master Plan of Highways and Transitways, it is at risk of being built by a
future county administration, and is a distraction from moving forward decisively with forward-thinking
investments in sustainable transit to address transportation needs upcounty.

It is time to remove this destructive and unnecessary proposed highway from the county’s official
master plans.

Sincerely,

Mary | Campbell

522 Dartmouth Ave Silver Spring, MD 20910-4263
mcampscomp@aol.com
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Dear Planning Chair Artie Harris,
| am writing to ask you to remove M-83 from the county’s Master Plan of Highways and Transitways.

If built, the outdated Mid-County Highway Extended (M-83) would destroy farmland, forests and
wetlands in its path through the Seneca Creek watershed. M-83 is the wrong choice for our county at a
time when we need to be investing in sustainable transportation—not more roads—to combat climate
change and protect delicate ecosystems.

Better street connections, safe bicycle and pedestrian infrastructure, and investments in great transit
like MD-355 BRT will help provide much needed transportation improvements upcounty without the
devastating environmental harms of building M-83.

As long as M-83 remains in the Master Plan of Highways and Transitways, it is at risk of being built by a
future county administration, and is a distraction from moving forward decisively with forward-thinking
investments in sustainable transit to address transportation needs upcounty.

It is time to remove this destructive and unnecessary proposed highway from the county’s official
master plans.

Sincerely,

Patricia Burton

334 W Deer Park Rd Gaithersburg, MD 20877-1687
pdjburton@yahoo.com
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Attachment B: Written Testimony

Dear Planning Chair Artie Harris,
| am writing to ask you to remove M-83 from the county’s Master Plan of Highways and Transitways.

If built, the outdated Mid-County Highway Extended (M-83) would destroy farmland, forests and
wetlands in its path through the Seneca Creek watershed. M-83 is the wrong choice for our county at a
time when we need to be investing in sustainable transportation—not more roads—to combat climate
change and protect delicate ecosystems.

Better street connections, safe bicycle and pedestrian infrastructure, and investments in great transit
like MD-355 BRT will help provide much needed transportation improvements upcounty without the
devastating environmental harms of building M-83.

As long as M-83 remains in the Master Plan of Highways and Transitways, it is at risk of being built by a
future county administration, and is a distraction from moving forward decisively with forward-thinking
investments in sustainable transit to address transportation needs upcounty.

It is time to remove this destructive and unnecessary proposed highway from the county’s official
master plans.

Sincerely,

Patricia Burton

334 W Deer Park Rd Gaithersburg, MD 20877-1687
pdjburton@yahoo.com
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Attachment B: Written Testimony

Dear Ms. Sofia Aldrich,
| am writing to ask you to remove M-83 from the county’s Master Plan of Highways and Transitways.

If built, the outdated Mid-County Highway Extended (M-83) would destroy farmland, forests and
wetlands in its path through the Seneca Creek watershed. M-83 is the wrong choice for our county at a
time when we need to be investing in sustainable transportation—not more roads—to combat climate
change and protect delicate ecosystems.

Better street connections, safe bicycle and pedestrian infrastructure, and investments in great transit like
MD-355 BRT will help provide much needed transportation improvements upcounty without the
devastating environmental harms of building M-83.

As long as M-83 remains in the Master Plan of Highways and Transitways, it is at risk of being built by a
future county administration, and is a distraction from moving forward decisively with forward-thinking
investments in sustainable transit to address transportation needs upcounty.

It is time to remove this destructive and unnecessary proposed highway from the county’s official master
plans.

Sincerely,
Patricia Burton
334 W Deer Park Rd Gaithersburg, MD 20877-1687 pdjburton@yahoo.com
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Dear Planning Chair Artie Harris,
| am writing to ask you to remove M-83 from the county’s Master Plan of Highways and Transitways.

If built, the outdated Mid-County Highway Extended (M-83) would destroy farmland, forests and
wetlands in its path through the Seneca Creek watershed. M-83 is the wrong choice for our county at a
time when we need to be investing in sustainable transportation—not more roads—to combat climate
change and protect delicate ecosystems.

Better street connections, safe bicycle and pedestrian infrastructure, and investments in great transit
like MD-355 BRT will help provide much needed transportation improvements upcounty without the
devastating environmental harms of building M-83.

As long as M-83 remains in the Master Plan of Highways and Transitways, it is at risk of being built by a
future county administration, and is a distraction from moving forward decisively with forward-thinking
investments in sustainable transit to address transportation needs upcounty.

It is time to remove this destructive and unnecessary proposed highway from the county’s official
master plans.

Sincerely,

Susan Levine

15100 Interlachen Dr Silver Spring, MD 20906-5611
llevinel01l@aol.com
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Dear Planning Chair Artie Harris,
| am writing to ask you to remove M-83 from the county’s Master Plan of Highways and Transitways.

If built, the outdated Mid-County Highway Extended (M-83) would destroy farmland, forests and
wetlands in its path through the Seneca Creek watershed. M-83 is the wrong choice for our county at a
time when we need to be investing in sustainable transportation—not more roads—to combat climate
change and protect delicate ecosystems.

Better street connections, safe bicycle and pedestrian infrastructure, and investments in great transit
like MD-355 BRT will help provide much needed transportation improvements upcounty without the
devastating environmental harms of building M-83.

As long as M-83 remains in the Master Plan of Highways and Transitways, it is at risk of being built by a
future county administration, and is a distraction from moving forward decisively with forward-thinking
investments in sustainable transit to address transportation needs upcounty.

It is time to remove this destructive and unnecessary proposed highway from the county’s official
master plans.

Sincerely,

Janet Chernela

10516 Sweetbriar Pkwy Silver Spring, MD 20903-1237
chernela@gmail.com
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Dear Planning Chair Artie Harris,
| am writing to ask you to remove M-83 from the county’s Master Plan of Highways and Transitways.

If built, the outdated Mid-County Highway Extended (M-83) would destroy farmland, forests and
wetlands in its path through the Seneca Creek watershed. M-83 is the wrong choice for our county at a
time when we need to be investing in sustainable transportation—not more roads—to combat climate
change and protect delicate ecosystems.

Better street connections, safe bicycle and pedestrian infrastructure, and investments in great transit
like MD-355 BRT will help provide much needed transportation improvements upcounty without the
devastating environmental harms of building M-83.

As long as M-83 remains in the Master Plan of Highways and Transitways, it is at risk of being built by a
future county administration, and is a distraction from moving forward decisively with forward-thinking
investments in sustainable transit to address transportation needs upcounty.

It is time to remove this destructive and unnecessary proposed highway from the county’s official
master plans.

Sincerely,

Marla Hollander

4110 Warner St Kensington, MD 20895-4056
marlakayhollander@gmail.com
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Dear Planning Chair Artie Harris,
| am writing to ask you to remove M-83 from the county’s Master Plan of Highways and Transitways.

If built, the outdated Mid-County Highway Extended (M-83) would destroy farmland, forests and
wetlands in its path through the Seneca Creek watershed. M-83 is the wrong choice for our county at a
time when we need to be investing in sustainable transportation—not more roads—to combat climate
change and protect delicate ecosystems.

Better street connections, safe bicycle and pedestrian infrastructure, and investments in great transit
like MD-355 BRT will help provide much needed transportation improvements upcounty without the
devastating environmental harms of building M-83.

As long as M-83 remains in the Master Plan of Highways and Transitways, it is at risk of being built by a
future county administration, and is a distraction from moving forward decisively with forward-thinking
investments in sustainable transit to address transportation needs upcounty.

It is time to remove this destructive and unnecessary proposed highway from the county’s official
master plans.

Sincerely,

Jeff Sutton

1210 Noyes Dr Silver Spring, MD 20910-2717
adder.phonicOg@icloud.com
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Dear Planning Chair Artie Harris,
| am writing to ask you to remove M-83 from the county’s Master Plan of Highways and Transitways.

If built, the outdated Mid-County Highway Extended (M-83) would destroy farmland, forests and
wetlands in its path through the Seneca Creek watershed. M-83 is the wrong choice for our county at a
time when we need to be investing in sustainable transportation—not more roads—to combat climate
change and protect delicate ecosystems.

Better street connections, safe bicycle and pedestrian infrastructure, and investments in great transit
like MD-355 BRT will help provide much needed transportation improvements upcounty without the
devastating environmental harms of building M-83.

As long as M-83 remains in the Master Plan of Highways and Transitways, it is at risk of being built by a
future county administration, and is a distraction from moving forward decisively with forward-thinking
investments in sustainable transit to address transportation needs upcounty.

It is time to remove this destructive and unnecessary proposed highway from the county’s official
master plans.

Sincerely,

Marc Petrequin

507 Plaza Ct Apt 2A Aberdeen, MD 21001-2826
mcpetreg@gmail.com
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Dear Planning Chair Artie Harris,
| am writing to ask you to remove M-83 from the county’s Master Plan of Highways and Transitways.

If built, the outdated Mid-County Highway Extended (M-83) would destroy farmland, forests and
wetlands 