ALTERNATE 3H (Continued)

PHASE 4
Traffic Parterns:

1. The westbound entrance and exit ramps with temporary connector will serve as a westbound
lane; and will provide access to Georgetown University.

2. The eastbound entrance/exit ramp will serve as an eastbound through lane. .(No Georgetown
University access from eastbound ramp until four depressed lanes are opened to traffic).

3. The newly constructed proposed westbound lanes will provide one eastbound lane and one
westbound lane at all times.

Construction Sequenée:
1. Construct proposed eastbound lanes.

Anticipated Construction Time For PHASE 4: 2 Months.

TOTAL CONSTRUCTION TIME FOR ALTERNATE 3H: 18 MONTHS.

Board of Zoning Adjustment
District of Columbia
CASE NO.16566
EXHIBIT NO.7A8
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GEORGETOWN UNIVERSITY ENTRANCE
ALTERNATE 3H

Utility Relocation Cost

Electrical Line 1
Electrical Line 2
48" Water Line
36" Water Line
30" Water Line
84" RCP (Jacked)
72" RCP

(Assume Standard Conduit)
(Assume Standard Conduit)

1700 LF
1700 LF
1500 LF
950 LF
1700 LF
300 LF
275 LF

@ S$10/LF
@ S$10/LR
@ $850/LF
@ $450/LF
@ SSSOILI;‘
@3$1500/LF
@ $500/LF

Total

$17,000
17,000
1,275,000
427,500
595,000
450,000
137,500
$2,919,000
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GEORGETOWN UNIVERSITY ENTRANCE
CONSTRUCTION SEQUENCE AND TEMPORARY TRAFFIC PATTERN FOR
ALTERNATE 2A - MODIFIED

PHASE 1

Traffic Patterns:

1. Maintain existing traffic patterns with no lane closures.

Construction Sequence:

Phase 1-A

1. Construct proposed retaining wall east of the existing Georgetown University
access road.

2. Begin construction of proposed Georgetown University access road.

Phase 1-B

1. Construct proposed retaining wall at the Canal Road-Whitehurst intersection.

2 Complete construction of the proposed Georgetown University access road.

Anticipated Construction Time for PHASE 1: 2 Months.
PHASE 2

Traffic Patterns:

1. Utilizing the full width of the corridor, two lanes in each direction will be provided
on Canal Road during peak traffic conditions. The existing Georgetown
University access road, and its connection to Canal Road, will remain open until
such time as the left turn storage lane has been completed.

2 Construction which requires encroachment onto or use of Canal Road will be
scheduled during off peak hours (10 a.m.to 4 p.m.and 7 p.m. to 7 a.m.). The
Contractor will be allowed to reduce Canal Road to one lane in each direction, if
necessary, during this time only.

Construction Sequence:

Phase 2-A

1. The Contractor will widen Canal Road to five lanes to provide space for the left
turn storage lane at the proposed Georgetown access road. Temporary
pavement may be required in order to meet the requirement for maintaining two
lanes of traffic in each direction.
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2. At the intersection of Canal Road and the Whitehurst Freeway, removal of the
raised median will be accomplished during non-rush hours. Following removal of
the raised median, the existing pavement width will be restriped to accommodate
four lanes of traffic along the northernmost portions of the existing width.

Phase 2-B

1, The remaining portion of the pavement width to the south of the through lanes will be
closed and a temporary concrete traffic barrier wall installed to shield the construction
area at the Canal Road ~ Whitehurst intersection.

2. Portions of the existing wall will be removed and the area behind the new wall
constructed in Phase 1-B will be backfilled, compacted, and paved.
3 The temporary traffic barrier will be removed and final pavement surface will be placed

on the new width of Canal Road and restriped to a five lane configuration.
Anticipated Construction Time for PHASE 2: 8 Months

TOTAL CONSTRUCTION TIME FOR ALTERNATE 2A-MODIFIED: 10 MONTHS
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Georgetown University Canal Road Entrance
Federal Highway Administration Final Environmental Impact Statement

Appendix F-1
Agency Comments and Responses on the
Draft Environmental Impact Statement

INTRODUCTION

The Federal Highway Administration, Eastern Federal Lands Highway Division (FHWA-EFLHD)
has complied with the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) with respect to formal public
participation for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement and Draft Section 4(f) Statement
(DEIS) by making the subject DEIS available for public review and comment from July 21 through
September 30, 1995.

Comments received in writing from several agencies during the response period have been
reviewed and are addressed or summarized in Appendix F-1. Public comments are addressed in
Appendix F-2.

This Comment and Response Appendix is organized into four sections, as follows:

e The Introduction, which describes the process and approach taken in addressing
comments.

e A table of agencies that commented and the document identification number assigned
for reference.

e A table of consolidated comments and responses.
e Photocopies of the documents received.

Comments received that are similar in nature or address similar concerns have been grouped
together and consolidated to focus on the issue of concern. Similarly, a single response applies.
Some comments, although appreciated, do not require a specific response and are not called out
herein.

It should be emphasized that responses to DEIS comments have been addressed in this comment-
response appendix and in the text of the Final Environmental Impact Statement.

Each consolidated comment-response has been lettered sequentially. Each document received was
assigned a unique identification number. Within each document, each individual comment is
numbered sequentially.

Appendix F-1- Agency Comments November 30,1998



Georgetown University Canal Road Entrance
Federal Highway Administration Final Environmental Impact Statement

A reader who wishes to read the specific comment(s) received may turn to the photocopies of the
documents included in this appendix. Instructions for referencing the grouped comments-
responses and the specific comment documents are as follows:

¢« Match the document identification number to that of an actual document. This is
clearly marked in the upper right hand corner in bold print.

o Identify the comment number for which you are interested. The comments have been
numbered sequentially within each document. The comment number is located left of
the text in bold text.

e On each document, near each comment number is the letter of the group in which the
specific comment has been encompassed, such as A or U.

Appendix F-1- Agency Comments November 30,1998



Canal Road Entrance of Georgetown University

Agency Comment Letters

D |Date flepresenting Author Title City, State ZIP 'P'gT
1 9/12/95| The Commission of Fine Arts Atherson, Charles H. Secretary Washington, DC 20001 2
2 9/15/95|D.C. Department of Public Works King, Larry Director of Public Works Washington, DC 20009 3
3 11/2/95|D.C. Department of Public Works King, Larry Director of Public Works Washington, DC 20009 1
4 11/9/95|National Capitol Planning Commission Griffith, Reginald W. Executive Director Washington, DC 5
5 9/21/95|Potomac Electric Power Company Slayton, James R. Supervisor, Engineering Washington, DC 20068 3

Liaison
6 9/14/95|U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, Baltimore Harris, Keith A. Chief, Special Projects Permits |Baltimore, MD 21203-1715 1
District Section
7 8/2/95|U.S. Department of the Interior, National Park |Stanton, Robert Field Director, National Washington, DC 20242 2
Service Capitol Area
8| 9/27/95|U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, McDowell, Susan Acting Chief, Environ. Plng & |Philadelphia, PA 19107-4431 2
Region III Assessment
9 10/10/96]National Capitol Planning Commission Griffith, Reginald W. Executive Director Washington, DC 3
10 11/4/98|D.C. Department of Public Works Bermnardino, Cell Acting Director Washington, DC 20009 3
11 12(6%9.0 Department of Public Works Bernardino, Cell Acting Director Washington, DC 20009 1
12 2;’23!98iD,C, Department of Public Works Price, Deborah Director, DDOT Washington, DC 4
13 7/30/98|D.C. Department of Public Works Bemardino, Cell Acting Director Washington, DC 20002 1
14 11/16/98[U.S. Department of the Interior, National Park |Carleton, Terry P. Regional Director, National | Washington, DC 20242 I
Service Capitol Region
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Agency Comments on the DEIS and Responses

Dgs:::‘s:ti- Group Comment Response
8-2 A The USEPA endorses Alternative 3B, a grade-separated interchange. | The preferred alternative is selected in this FEiS._ﬁ;prcfcrrcd
alternative, 2A - Modified, is the least expensive, has the least
impacts and satisfies the project's purpose and need.
7-1 B |NPS recommends that consideration be given to identifying the at- |The preferred alternative, 2A - Modified, is selected in the FEIS.
grade intersection as the preferred alternative in the DEIS. This alternative is an at-grade intersection.
1-5 C  |The Commission of Fine Arts will formally review Alternative 2A if | The preferred alternative is selected in the FEIS. This alternative is
the concerns of the National Park Service are satisfied. a modification of Alternative 2A. All of the concerns of NPS were
satisfied. If a build alternative is selected, it will be submitted to the
Commission of Fine Arts as a formal design review project.
4-5 D |NCPC recommends that the Supplemental DEIS examine three Many alternatives were examined in the period between the DEIS
additional alternatives; 1) move Alternative 2A 200 feet to the east, |and the FEIS. A discussion of some of these is included in Section
2) provide a traffic circle at the intersection of Canal and Foxhall ~ |2.4 of the FEIS, including those requested by the NCPC. Also, see
"|Roads, 3) Alternative 4 from DCDPW. FHWA response to NCPC dated July 26, 1996.
2-1,3-1 E DCDPW recommends that an Alternative 4 be considered as a This alternative was considered in the analysis following the DEIS.
concept for further study. Alternative 4 is a loop at the intersection |A discussion is included in Section 2.4 of the FEIS. A traffic circle
of Canal and Foxhall Roads for U turn movements and eastbound  {would require taking 7 acres of parkland and reconstruction of
left turn storage bay. Foxhall Road which results in a roadway grade of 18%. The
capacity of the traffic circle would not be able to accommodate
predicted year 2016 traffic volumes. Based on these impacts and a
construction cost of over $3 million in addition to the actual
construction of the entrance to GU, this alternative is not considered
cost effective or reasonable.
32 F Alternative 3H needs more detailed analysis regarding disturbance |Each alternative was adcquately analyzed in the FEIS to the same

from construction and the feasibility of mitigating the resulting

environmental consequences.

extent in order to determine social, economic and environmental
impacts.
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Agency Comments on the DEIS and Responses

Document # -

Comment
——— Group Response

5-1 G Each of the proposed alternatives would have an impact to the If a build alternative is selected, the final design will include

existing Potomac Electric Power Company underground facilities. |relocation or protection of existing utilities as required. Only
Alternative 3H has high utility impacts.

-1 H We are concerned by the considerable impact the various build The significant impacts of all build alternatives are discussed in the
alternatives would have on Georgetown and the park. FEIS.

8-3 I The Final EIS should include a map and a thorough description of  |No description of the proposed mitigation property has been
the proposed mitigation property for the National Park Service land |developed. The purpose of the EIS is to identify impacts associated
impacted. with each alternative. The exact location of the mitigation property

is not required to identify these impacts.

4-3 J The DEIS should include a map that clearly delineates all parcels | The FEIS includes such a map. See Figure 4 - 0. A history of
located between the University and Canal Road. The map should  |jurisdiction transfers and the reasons is not shown because it is not
identify the land title and jurisdiction of each parcel, including a required in order to present the impacts associated with each
history of jurisdiction transfers and the reasons. alternative.

8-1 K The Final EIS should include a summary matrix listing the impacts |The summary matrix is included as Table S-2 in the Executive
for all the candidate build alternatives. Summary.

4-4 L Additional traffic analyses would need to evaluate impacts on the  |A network analysis was performed and additional traffic counts were
surrounding area. taken to present detailed impacts of the preferred alternative.

4-7,9-2 M |Transportation issues that need to be assessed or more fully These issues are discussed in Chapter 4. More modeling of the

explained include possible queues, turning movements, construction
impacts, congestion and the project's conformity with Federal
legislation.

traffic impact area is included in the FEIS. The project does
conform with Federal legislation. These issues are discussed in
Chapter 4.
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Agency Comments on the DEIS and Responses

Document # -

Comment # Group Comment Response
4-8 N [More fully explain and pursue transportation systems management |The purpose and need for the project is to improve access for the
and transportation demand management methods. GU should state |existing entrance at Canal Road. TSM and TSD's were discussed in
whether it uses or has considered satellite parking areas. Efforts Section 2.1.1 and all reasonable alternatives that meet the purpose
should be made to enhance current GUTS shuttle bus service. and need were analyzed. TSM and TSD's were found not to meet
the full purpose and need of the proposed project. Additionally,
GUTS service and/or satelite parking not meet the Purpose and
Need. Further discussion appears in Chapter 2.
1-4 (o} GU may be able to resolve the current entrance problem within the | The purpose of the project is to improve access for the existing
campus itself. Canal Road entrance to allow for all turning movements. TSM and
TSD alternatives were analyzed in Chapter 2.
4-9 P Evaluate issues relating to blasting activities and noise quality There will no longer be any blasting activities with the preferred
analysis. alternative (Alternative 2A - Modified). Noise impacts have been
analyzed in the DEIS and the FEIS.
6-1, 8-4 Q  |Lost vegetation should be replaced with native plants as opposed to |Landscaping activities will be determined during the final design and
exotic ones. will be in accordance with the mitigation described in the FEIS. To
the extent feasible, native plants will be utilized.
1-2, 7-2, 9-1 R There is a lack of specificity in the DEIS regarding the potential The information on the Riders' Fund (WMATA) property has been

development of the Riders' Fund property that may take place as a
result of the proposed project. Include the latest information
regarding the Riders' Fund property.

updated. The preferred alternative (Alternative 2A - Modified) does
not impact this property.
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Agency Comments on the DEIS and Responses

Document # -

Commentit | STOUP Comment Response

7-3 S The DEIS should address the potential for irreparable harm if, as a This is no longer an issue with the preferred alternative (Alternative
result of the project, access is provided to adjacent private land 2A - Modified). No property or easements will be acquired from the
which would facilitate development and cause potentially severe Riders' Fund (WMATA) property. Impacts to 4(f) resources are
aesthetic impacts to 4(f) resources. The project must include asa  |discussed on the 4(f) Statement.

4(f) mitigation measure a discussion on the effects of a controlled
access facility to the university with no access to be provided to
private lands which could be by enforcement of full access control
or by acquisition of the private lands.

1-3 T The Government should either purchase or condemn the Riders' On May 31, 1996 the Riders' Fund property was transferred by order
Fund property in order to comply with the intent of the Park Service [of the US District Court to the Washington Metropolitan Area
Memorandum of Agreement. Transit Authority (WMATA). The intent of the MOA was not to

purchase this property.

4-1 u A Supplemental DEIS should be prepared which addresses concerns | The FEIS has addressed these issues. A Supplemental EIS was not1
pertaining to the effect of the alternatives on identified Federal prepared. See Reevaluation in Appendix H. See letter dated July
interests, other impacts of the alternatives, the status of land title and |26, 1996 to NCPC and NCPC response. The role of the NCPC is
jurisdiction in the corridor, the roles and responsibilities of the discussed in Section 1.2.2.

NCPC in the project, transportation, environmental, and historic
resources considerations, and the need for analyses of the
supplemental alternatives.

4-2 v The Supplemental DEIS should evaluate each alternative's A Supplemental EIS was not warranted. See Reevaluation in
conformance with NCPC policies regarding the Potomac Palisades, [Appendix H. However, the FEIS addresses these policies in
Canal Road, C&O Canal, Georgetown Historic District, and Sections 1.2.2, 3.1.6, and 4.1.7.

Prospect Street gate area.
4-6 w Discuss NCPC's roles and responsibilities if a build alternative is NCPC's role as a Cooperating Agency is to assist the lead agency in

selected and NCPC's role as a Cooperating Agency in the
environmental documentation process.

the EIS process. NCPC will also approve the design details of the
project in accordance with the MOA and will approve all federal
lands transfers in accordance with established laws. The role of the
NCPC is discussed in Section 1.2.2.
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Agency Comments on the DEIS and Responses

Document # -
Grou Comment Response
Comment # P esp

4-10 X Analyze impacts to the built cultural resources such as the C&0O Chapter 8 of the FEIS is a Section 4(f) Evaluation which discusses

Canal Historic District and the Georgetown Historic District. impacts to built cultural resources. The impacts and mitigation
measures have been coordinated with the District of Columbia
Historic Preservation Officer (SHPO) and the NPS.

2- Y DCDPW offered editorial comments on the DEIS. Comments have been noted and are reflected in this FEIS.

5- Z PEPCO expressed concerns about cost estimates associated with the |PEPCO's concerns are noted. However, the preferred alternative, 2A|
possible relocation of their facilities. They stated that the cost - Modified, involves only minor regrading of Canal Road.
estimates used in the DEIS were unrealistic.

5-4 AA  |Should the proposed action become viable, PEPCO mentioned PEPCO's comments are noted and requests will be met during the
specific requirements that would need to be met during various various phases of the project.
phases of the proposed action.

9-3 AB  [NCPC requested that an additional alternative be studied. The FHWA has thoroughly evaluated this alternative. See Chapter 2.3 in
alternative would involve adding a median break and an AM traffic |the FEIS.
signal.

9-4 AC  |The evaluation of secondary impacts should be coordinated with Comment noted.
affected interested parties.

9-5 AD  |The NCPC opposes any alternative that could adversely affect the | There are no impacts to the Palisades scenic environment.
scenic environment and ecology of the Palisades by facilitating more
intense development.

9-6 AE  |NCPC requests that FHWA assist the District or other public These are not within the scope of this project.
agencies in developing Comprehensive Traffic Management Plans
and long term land use considerations.

10-1, 12-1 AF  |DCDPW requested that the FHWA perform a traffic study on See Appendix F-3 for response.

proposed entrance improvements and signalization on surrounding
communities and expand the project area and include proposed
expansion by the GU Master Plan.




Appendix F-1

Agency Comments on the DEIS and Responses

#-
D(;::::;:t " Group Comment Response
11-1 AG |DCDPW sent a follow up letter clarifying a mistake that had See Appendix F-3 for response.
previously made in their 11/4/96 letter.
13-1; 14-1 AH  |Agency supports the Preferred Alternative, Alternative 2A- No response necessary,

Modified.
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THE CO1L..MISSION OF FII.E ..o

ESTABLISHED BY COMNGRESS 17 MAY 1910

THE FENTION BTLDING 101,504 h00
o) FSTREET, MW, SUTTL 213 BIE MM 1A A
WASHINGTON, [T 3000

12 September 1995

Re.: Georgetown University Canal Road Entry Project

Dear Mr. Hill:

The staff is in receipt of and has considered the Draft
Environmental Impact Statement on the wvarious proposals for
improvements to the Canal Road entrance of Georgetown University.
I have also discussed the project with the 0l1d Georgetown Board, a
review body created by Act of Congress to advise the Commission on
matters pertaining to the Georgetown Historic District.

Everyone here is impressed with the exhaustive analysis
provided by the Federal Highway Administration. However, the
Commission must consider the project from the point of view of its
effect on the character of the historic district, the C and 0 Canal
and the adjacent parklands. In this regard, we are concerned by
the considerable impact the wvarious alternatives would have on
Georgetown and the park. I understand that, with reservation,
Alternative 2A appears to be the scheme preferred by the National
Park Service. While the Citizens Association of Georgetown and the
Advisory MNeighborhood Commission have not taken a vote, there
appears to be considerable disagreement between the "no-build" and
Alternative 2A factions. This particular plan calls for an at-
grade intersection on Canal Road that retains the Prospect Street
entrance but limits left hand turns from the University onto Canal
Road during AM peak hours. This seems to be the least destructive
of the alternatives. However, I must note that any improvement to
the canal Road entrance creates a collateral problem: the
disposition of Lot 822, the Riders Fund property.

In its Memorandum of Agreement, the Park Service would turn
over its portion of the site (Lot 813), required by the FHWA for
this project, on the basis that the new interchange would be used
solely for the University. However, the District of Columbia
Corporation Counsel has determined that it is obligated by law to
provide access to the 2.5 acre Riders Fund property as the result
of the construction of this new public interchange. wWhether or not
the Riders Fund property will be open to development is an issue of
considerable importance to the Commission of Fine Arts.

In consideration of the various documented exchanges, it would
appear that the only resolution to this problem is for the Federal

DOCUMENT 1

Canal Road, page 2.

Government to either purchase or condemn the Riders Fund property
in order to comply with the intent of the Park Service, though
purchase of the property could far exceed the cost of constructing
the interchange. 1In lieu of the full satisfaction of the Park

Service in this regard, it may be premature to accept any of the
build schemes.

Additionally, given the impetus, the University may be able to
resolve the current entrance problem within the campus itself. It
may be an oversimplification, but moving the existing security
gates at the Leavey Center southward to include a portion of the
surface parking area at the Main Campus might provide an incentive

for some of the University commuters to use the Reservoir Road
entrance.

In any event, should the concerns of the National Park Service
be satisfied, a concept design for Alternative 2A could be
developed. At that time, it should be submitted to the Commission
of Fine Arts as a formal design review project. If you have any
questions please feel free to call me or Jeff Carson on my staff.

Sincerely,

DA ey Ao
Charles H. Atherton
Secretary

Mr. Arthur Hill

Division Administrator
Federal Highway Administration
Union Center Plaza, Suite 750
820 First Street, N.E.
Washington, D.cC. 20002

©c. Outerbridge Horsey, CAG
Maurice Foushee, NCPC
Steve Raiche, HPRB
Jeff Knecedler, NPS



QEFICE OF TeE CIRECTOR

s DOCUMENT 2

GOVERNMENT OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA
DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC WORKS
2006 1av. STALET mw
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WASHINGTON DC  JOODE

12021 #3% 8000

SEP | 5 1895

Mr, Arthur J. Hill
Division Administrator
FHWA, D.C. Division
820 First Street, MN.E.
Suite 750

Washington, D.C. 20002

Re: Draft Environmental Impact Statement
Improvements to the Canal Road, H.W.
Entrance of Georgetown University

Dear Mr. Hill:

As requested in Mr. Gary Klinedinst's July 31, 1995 letter, we
have reviewed the referenced DEIS and offer the following comments:

1. We believe that each of the Alternatives 3A thru 3H are costly
and will result in unacceptable aesthetic and environmental impacts
on the historic C & O Canal. Therefore, these alternatives will
not be acceptable. The signalized intersection as proposed in
Alternatives 2 and 2R will also adversely affect the traffic
movements on Canal Road.

2. We are providing for consideration an Alternative 4, showm on
enclosed sketch. This alternative will provide & loop, similar to
those used in the Northeastern states, tying into the signalized
intersaction of Foxhall Road and Canal Road. A left turn storage
bay and access will be provided for permitting eastbound traffic to
enter the University. This alternative will eliminate the need for
an additional signalized intersection at the entrance as reguired
in Alternatives 2 and 2A.

3. We are also offering the following editorial comments:

(a) On page 4-15, section 4.3.1.b, first paragraph, second
line, the word "combustion® should be inserted between "internal”
and “engines*. In the same line, the word “area” should be
inserted between “populatea* and the cowma.

(b} Gn page 4-28, title line (huld caps}), the word “AN" should
be corrected to “AND".

DOCUMENT 2

o 1A

Wwe wish to thank FHWA for submitting the draft EIS for our
review. If you have any questions regarding our comments please
contact Mr. Harbhajan Sandhu or Mr. David Wakefield of my staff on
(202) 939-B073.

Sincerely,

/JLQ rog

Director of Publ.i.c Works

Enclosure
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GOVERMMENT OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA
DEFARTMENT OF PUBLIC WORKS
10E0 1aTe STRELT Hw
4= FLODR
WASHINGTON BC 20009

GFFICE OF THE DIRECTOR

#®Loop at Intersectlon of Canal Road
and Foxkall Road for U Turn Move-
ments snd Eastbound Left Turn
Sgorage Bay and Aceean o Cearge—
town University

] = ALTERNATIVE B

NV 2 jga5
Mr. Arthur J. Hill
pivision Administrator
FHWA, D.C. Divisien
820 First St., N.E.
Suite 750

Washington, D.C. 20002

e

Wi

RE: Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS)
Improvaments to the Canal Road, M.W.
5 Entrance to Georgetown University
E Dear Mr. Hill:

The purpose of this letter is to clarify the comments included in
= 1 our letter dated September 15, 1995. Please note that our comments
fe=1 E on providing a loop at Canal Road {Alternative 4) were presented as
= y a concept requiring further study. No evaluative traffic analysis
3 was performed prior to advancing this proposal.

o Alternatives 2 and 2A will require additional study by the
E Department. These alternatives were reviewed separately from
TR street design and traffic analysis perspectives, thus resulting in
& i somewhat different interpretations of the merits of the
o alternatives.
= Alternative 3H is the most costly of the alternatives selected for
o 2 analysis. However, we are more concerned with the level of
disturbance from construction and the feasibility of mitigating the
F resulting environmental consequences. As such, this reguires a

more detailed analysis than provided in the DEIS.

We look forward to meeting with you after all comments have been
considered, to select a preferred alternative.

RCo

!
Larry King,
Director

Sincerely,
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MNATIONAL CAPITAL PLANNING COMMISSION

N REPLY REFER TO:
MNCPC File No. 5517

Nov 0® g0

Mr, Arthur HIll

Division Administrator

Federal Highway Adminisration
Union Center Plaza - Suite 750
20 First Street, N.E.
Washingtan, D.C. 20002

Drear Mr. 11ill:

Thank you for the opportunity to review the Drak Envi ! Impact §
(DEIS) for lmpravements to the Canal Road E of G Unf
mCmththNmberll%Smmm;nM
2 large mumber of citizens and chvic groups provided dy, the
Commission approved the i for your cons derati

Tn view of the extensive public interest in this preject and the new alternatives which
have been suggested by this Commission and others during the comment periad, we
respectfully request that the Federal Hiphway Administration (FHWA) prepare 2
Supplemental DEIS for the Cansl Road Entrince. The Supplomental DEIS should
address concerns expressed by this Commission and others who have recommended
substanfial changes in the DEIS, These consems pertain to the effect of the
alternatives on demtifled Federal interests, other impacts of the alternatives, the Hatus
of land title and jurisdiction mhum&ar lh&m!uand responaibilities of this
Commission in the project, J, and historic
considerations, and the need for m:lyuuhh: supplemental alternatives,

icular, we note that the build ﬂlmmmsmld: affect several Pederal interests

et W G 2

Inp
within the Ce iasion's arcs of and we urge the FHWA, to address
these marters in the EIS. The Comprehans thforum.‘" l Capital i
policies rolated to several Federal imerests in the projest artz. Several pollcles, as
ined in the Comprehensive Plan section of the attached staff repor, seak to
m.mmmﬂu&khmmmmmmcmmﬂ
and others call for preserving the historic character of the C&O Canal and the
Georgetown Historic Distrier. Additional policics relate to the spesial protections

O AT LA TN W, LT D0 ——rr, 0.8 O ) T
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Mr. Hill

afforded the Gi Universily campus, \g the Prospect Street pats area,
as a Special Place, Canal Road nlSpemI SMmdaﬁumy.mdmC&O
Capal 1s a Histerie Park.  The Comprehensive Plan also designates the Potomic
Palisades a¢ & Natursl Festure, [n addition to idemtifiing wplr-ble Cm:prdmnvo
Plan paficies, the Supplemental DETS should evahrate each al

with these policies.

National Park Service (NPS) jurisdiction over the C£0 Canal and the Potomac
Palissdes constitutes another Federal interest. The Commission, through
Comprehensive Plan palicies and projoct reviews, has committed itself to helping NPS
pratest nuural and himoric fearures that convey spectal meaning to visitors and
Tesidents.

Although the DEIS notes that NPS manages land in the study area, the revised DEIS
should inchide & map that deardy defincates all parcels located berween the Unlversity
and Canal Road. mm should identify the land title and jurisdiction of aach parcel,
including & history of jurisdi fery and the ressons for the ansfers, An
additiona] map showing other nearby Federal patkland should be included to help
identify surrcunding Federal interests that could be affocted by the improvements
project.

Based on the information in the DEIS, the No Build Alternative would least likely
adversely affect the scenic quallties of the Potamac Palisades, Canal Road, and the
C&0 Camal. The No Build Altemative retains the existing scenic environment for
drivers who travel on Canal Road and for people who recreate along the C&O Canal,
This aliemative also preserves panoramic views of the Canal Road arva fom the
Gearge Washington Mamorial Parowiy in Virginia, We recognize, however, that the
No Build Alrernactlve does not resolve the issus of providing all directional vehicle
movements for traffic entering and leaving the campus ot the Canal Road entrance,

Alternative 2A, presents a solulion 1o the problem of improving ascess at the
University entrance, It also offers the opportunity for NPS 10 receive parkland it
could use tn preserve or enhanca the viss! quality of the corridor. As praposed with
this altermative, keeping the Prospeer Strest pate open in order to restrict easthound
Caml Road from the University during the g peakt pariod may

Iqmmpmonuppar&m!!lwdzmiduamanP.vkw reduce the need
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for large structures on the Pafissdes and along C£0 Canal, and diminish irafie
mmmwmmn.m d with existing condi

The Commission could net su Alternstive 24 if it could potentially adversely
munmummuummarmmmummmmmmﬂ
about future develop include possible

of thai radically change the Palisades’ natural
:Iqum“wmsmwmhumnuwwmmeuwm
character, and major rafie gencrators which would further overwheim an alreasy
srressed roud system.  Additiona! traffic analysic would need to evalusis impacts on
umm;mmmuhwmmmwummmcmm
any variations of that 20

The C s that the Suppl. | DEIS three additional
sheratives. One is 2 modification to Alternative 2A that moves the futurs enlrance
road approsamately 200 feet to the east of the axisting entranca to provide direct,
fully-controlied access. Providing 2 maffie cirele ar the interssction of Canal and
Fehall Roads eonstifirtes  second ahtemative. This option calls for reconfiguring the
Canal and Foxhall Roads intersection to permit vehlcles leaving the University and
wanting t go easthound on Canal Road ta first tum westbound onto Canal Road,
drive around a new circle, then wm oo eastbound Canal Road and procesd to Key
Bridge or the Whitehurst Freeway. Finally, we request that the Supplemental DEIS
evaluate the District of Columbia Department of Public Works' Altemative 4 s a
thind These three al ives thould be d €ar impacts on tralic,
topography, historic resources, and the scenic quality of the Palisades. And, each

should be evaluated for its potentis! effacts beyond the fairly limited area
dwmmnmagmgamw the sumrounding residential and
neartry business community).

We do not support Altemative 3B, which invalves 3 prade-separated facility mll
elevated wettbound Canal Road lanes, or Al ive JH with its grade-sey

interchange and depressed Canal Road lanes, These aliermatives would greate
significant adverse vieual impacts on the Potomac Palisades, Cenal Road, and the

mare P
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C&O Canal, We believe that the potential negstive visuel impacts associated with
these alternatives outweigh any potential traffic benefits.

The Commission offers severnl dations 10 gth
docum:mm&snus the Ci ! mls:ud

the EIS, The
Thilltieg il 2 build
scected. The (MOA),
byl“l-l\\f.\. NPS mmmsmuafahmhmwmmmuoaamm
chall geek “revisw and approval of the m;n of the Demonstration Projest by the
National Capital Planning Camunn. In :dd:m Commission spproval would
be required for any fers of jt iared with the project. Also, the
document slmnld expitin our role a3 3 Cooperating Agency in the envirommental
documaentarion process,

Transportstion isnues that need 10 be assessed or more fully ceplained include possible
queues, wiming movementy, construction impacts, and the project’s conformiry with
Ferderal leglclanon. The enalysis nesde to eamine the potential for quemies on nearby
roads such as upper Canal Road, Foxhall Road, Whitehurst Freeway, Key Bridpe. and
Reservoir Road This amalysis would help staff batter evaluate the potential traffic
flow and safety effects of cach alternative. A discussion of wming movements
.ihOllil:i ev:hma traffic weaving a5 eastbound Canal Road vekicles leaving the
| h the Whi Freeway. The EIS also needs to agsess the
pommal lﬂ.ﬂi: delays and detours that could oceur during construction if FHWA
sefects a build altemadive. FHWA should consider ouardinﬂmg with the Digtrict,
INPS, and surrounding neighborhoods o develep & ve traffic manag
plan for the srea to address mmmcﬂon-rtlm.d Issues, long-term lJend use
aswell 22 mrpam Al alternativag should be evalusted
for their complience with the Clean Alr Act Amend: and the In Surface
Transportation Efficiency Act,

We suggest that future environmental documentation mare fully explain and purcue

ion systems manag: and transportazion demand g hod,
Georgetown Univensity should state whether it uses or has considered satallite
parking sreas, particularly if the university owns any nearby land. The University
should explore arrangements with businesses that could accommodate satellite
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parking and, consequently, minimize raffic im in resi aress. Efforts
s pacts in residentia
should alsa be made to enhance the current G.U.T.S. shurrle bus service to increass

s convenicnes. .

The d should eval i | Issues related to blasfing
” e 1o bl; activiti
mmm‘:!:g :indym. We undersuand that blasting activities are .....mu'l?m'"‘.ﬁ
stged e termatives. Ye, the DEIS does not discuss the potential impacts of
> on the C&O Canal and nearby slopes. The Supplemeaiul DETS should
provi ;ﬂmu that tr.;hmdmniva is selected. blasting acrivities will not
or underlying foundation of the C&0 Canal wall or affect sci
i T e it
. ionally, the decument should justi
lovel-of-service (LOS) "C* was used to predict traffic noise Ileve]s ins]u'.ld m
projected LOSs which mnge from *D* 10 “F.” °

E:’Ol,u:.:‘lh:ﬂaii nn-;ds o analyze impacts to the huilt culnural tasources such a3 the
= sterie Da;cnu and the Gwr;mwa fistoric Dismicr, This analysi
would assist in determining the best altamanve. ' .

Wuzu;_inypurn_ ideration of our and dations which the
m. E irector's R darii in greater detail. Pl
us know if we can asslst you further in the development of the document. -

Sincerely,

VR 2o 2 Birechacn’
Reginald W. Griffith
Executive Directar

Enclosure

September 21, 1995

Mr. Arthur Hill

pivision Administrator

Federal Highway Administration
Unien Center Plaza

suite 750

820 First Street, N.E.
wWashington, D.C. 20002

pear Mr. Hill:

subject: Inprovements to the canal Road Entrance of
Georgetown University

In response to Mr. Gary L. Klinedinst’s letter dated July 31,
1995 which transmitted the Draft Environmental Impact Statement
(DE1S) for the subject project, we offer the following comments:

Electrical Line 1

After reviewing the DEIS, we have determined that each proposed
alternative, for the exception of Alternative 1, would have an
impact to our existing underground facilities within the limits
of the project. oOur facilities consist of manholes and an
underground conduit system that houses two (2) 69KV cables along
with alarm cables which detect trouble as it occurs with the 69KV
circuits.

Alternatives 2 and 2R - At Grade. HNormally these alternatives
would have the least impact to our facilities provided that fin-
ished grades remain very close to the existing grade in the area
of our facilities. A slight £i1l in grade (12" or less) can
usually be accommodated rather simply by making minor adjustments
to the manhole’s surface access frames and covers. cuts in final
grades present a totally different problem depending on the
amount of cut in relationship to the existing amount of cover
over the manhole/conduit system. Snould the cuts be made to 2
point that would not provide the minimum amount of cover
(approxiwntely 36") over the conduit system a total rebuild may

be necessary.
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September 21, 1995 g:éehgthur Hill
September 21, 1995

Based 02 the information provided in the DEIS and the projected

affected area (approximately 1700 LF), we have ballpark estimated 3 i

our cost to rebuild/replace our facilities to be in excess of 1.2 fgg:lgeyg: :::: :“Y q“::;iGB:cfﬂgarﬂlng this matter, please con-
million dollars. This estimate does not include any permanent Done il 2-872-2845.

resurfacing costs nor does it include any contingencies should we

encounter rock during our excavating activities. In addition,

the estimate is based on our ability to work during normal work si 1

hours from 9:30 a.m. until 3:30 p.m., Monday through Friday. REALeLYy

Appendix E, page E-9 of the DEIS a figure of $10/LF was used to = o
estimate the cost of relocating Electrical Lines 1 and 2. This fpan 4 S22
dollar amount per linear foot is an unrealistic figure, espe- Supervis o
cially involving Electrical Line 1. P

= ¥ Liai
Electrical Line 2 i
cc: Mr. G. L. Klinedinst, FHWA

This facility consists of an underground fed streetlighting sys- ME: Ravid stanuburnar, D' DRY
tem that is the property of the District of Columbia. cCurrently,

PEPCo is under contract to the District of Columbia to maintain

their system. However, any estimates concerning the relocatien,

removal, installation and/or adjustment of these facilities must

be furnished by the District of Columbia’s Department of Publie

Works, Bureau of Traffic Services, Street Light Branch.

Should this become a viable project, we must receive 65% (or
more) completed plans at least seven (7) months in advance of the
project being advertised. This lead time is necessary for us to
schedule the preparation of our construction drawings, receive
all necessary permits, and to order and receive cables along with
other required materials. ©Our work will probably require at
least four (4) months to complete.

If it is necessary for us to complete our work before the pro-
ject’s contractor begins then we must receive design plans one
(1) year in advance of the contractor being given "Notice to Pro-
ceed". If the project is going to require cuts and/or fills
exceeding twelve (12") inches in the area of our re-constructed
facilities then our work will have to be performed concurrently
with the project’s contractor. Excessive cuts and/or fills will
have to be done prior to us beginning our work.
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DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY
BALTIMORE DISTRICT, U.S, ARMY CORPS OF ENGINEERS
P.O, BOX 1715
BALTIMORE, MD 21203-1715

REPLY 1O T
ATTEMTa OF sfr R T

Operations Division

Subject: CENAB-OP-RX(DC DPW/CANAL ROAD ENTRANCE TO GEORGETOWN
UNIVERSITY)95-00989-4

Federal Highway Administration

Attn: Mr. Arthur Hill, Division Administrator
820 First Street, Suite 750

Washington, DC 20002

Dear Mr. Hill:

We have reviewed the Draft Environmental Impact Statement for
the proposed upgrade of the existing canal Road entrance to
Georgetown University, in Washington, DC. We find the document
acceptable for adressing aguatic rescurce issues.

We have concluded, however, that the proposed project is
exempt from Section 404 of the Clean Water Act and/or Section 10
of the River and Harbor Act of 1899 regulations. Furthermore,
the Corps has the following comment(s) relating to secondary
impacts resulting from the upgrade:

a. The loss of trees within the riparian cerrider of the
Potomac River would affect water temperatures, specifically in
the C&0 Canal, and should be replanted with shade producing,
native riparian species of trees.

b. 1If there are any changes to the proposed alternatives
which may result in impacts to wetlands or other waters of the
United States, we would require submittal of the changes for
review.

If you have any questions concerning this matter, please
contact Mr. Arthur Coppola of this office at (410) 962-1723.

Sincerely,

(] Gl

] _Keith A. Harris
Chief, Special Projects
Permits Section
Copy Furnished:

FWS, Bill Schultz
DCRA, James Collier

DOCUMENT 7

States Department of the Interior

NATIONAL PARK SERVICE

\ Wubingma. DL 20242

\ﬂﬁ [ 2.9%

01vd L-9W .

Loudoun Tech
21400 Ridgetop Road
Sterling, Virginia 22170 : -

Doar Mr. Klinedinst:

r-;iacnnant of parklands for the proposed south

(DETS) and or

Georgatown uﬂmnxs%zé We have campleted our Section 4(f) review of the
following comments.

we that ideration be given to identifying the at-grade
i as the a ive in the DEIS. We base this

Riders Pund. We feel that it is imp that i ion ded
within the DEIS in crder to evaluate the potential development of the property
in relation to the imp to 4(f) and cur agr
that the intent of the legislation was to improve traffic access to the
university as a majoer traffic generator and not to provide access to other
properties. It was with this understanding that the National

d into the chan of Agr to provide access solely for

Pl FES R TGN RS FRY MTHBMYTH M [TRTL TS - B Gy T
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mmywtu&nmtymgmm. If you require any additional
ma or Mr. Jeffre Rncedler
of my staff. Mr. Knoedler can be reached on (202) 619-7106.
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NZ/ UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY
& REGION Iif
Wt 841 Chestnut Building

Philadelphla, Pennsylvania 191074431

September 27, 1995

Mr. Arthur Hill

Division Administrator

Federal Highway Adminietration Unicn Center
Plaza - Suite 750

620 First Street, N.E.

Washington, DC 20002

RE: Improvements to the Canal Road Entrance of Georgetown X
Univergity: Draft Environmental Impact Statement & praft Section

4(f) Statement

Dear Mr. Hill:

In accordance with the Naclonal Environmental Policy Act and
section 309 of the Clean Air Act, EPA has reviewed the draft :
Environmental Impact Statement (BIS) and Section 4(f) Statement
for the propoaed improvemento to the Canal Road Entrance of
Gesrgetown University.

Based upon our review of the draft EIS, we have rated the
project an LO for Lack of Objections. Thia rating indicates that
our review has not identified any potential environmental impacto
requiring substantive changes to the proposal (gee enclosed
SGummary of Rating Definition).

We ofter the following comments:

* The final EIS should include a summary matrix listing the
impacts for all the candidate build alternatives. Thins
listing should be consclidated so that the impacts of each
alternative can be readily compared. As it is currently
written, the impacts are listed in various places throughout
the document.

* Of the four candidate build alternatives, we endorae
alternative 3B, a grade-separated interchange that would
shift the westbound lanes of Canal Road to the north and
would elevate them. This altermative has leas habitat
impacts than 3H and costs less. It also appears that this
alternative would have less traffic buildup than
alternatives 2 and 2A which have signalized intersections.
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* The project will impact National Park Service land. The
draft EIS mencions that che NPS land would be part of an in-
kind transfer with suitable adjacent replacement property.
The Final EIS should provide a map of where the proposed
mitigation property is located along with a thorough
description of the area considered for the in-kind transfer.

. We fully endorse the NPS's recommendation to replace lost
vegetation with native plants as opposed to exotic ones.
Hative species will help ensure a greater success rate of
revegetation and be more suitable as wildlife habitat.

We appreciace the opportunity to comment on thie drafc EIS.
Should you have any guestlions, please contact Mary Ann Boyer at
[215) 597-3634.

Sincerely,

el
Susan McDowell, Acting Chief
Environmental Planning & Aessessament

TOTAL P.@3
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Harewy 0. Ganet 1e m
CHARMAN .
Pctat A Gaires Mr. Arthur Hill
o — Division Administrator
s Federal Highway Administration
Uayst st s ity ¢t homi Union Center Plaza - Suite 750
5 m: $20 First Street, NE.
Washington, D.C. 20002
of
i) Dear Mr. Hill:
munm
acsrineseame of Thank you for your July 26, 1996, letter responding to our November 9, 1995,
bt e comments on the Draft Enviro | Impact S (DEIS) for the
O e o Imp to the Canal Road Entrance ofGeorgelown University. We appreciate
oo o S your efforts to address our concerns, includi ives suggested by
Cormime s the Commission and the District of Columbra Depanment of Public Works, and
\15. Heuse of Ragrassrsanr meeting with our staff to explain your responses.
Wilkarn . Gl
e e 3. Sarp Your letter requests that the Commission review and concur with your decision to
Gk Cob s o proceed directly with the preparation of a Final EIS. After careful consideration of

EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR
Ragirald W. Gefien

your responses, the Commission at its October 3, 1996, meeting voted to concur with
your decision to proceed with a Final EIS As a cooperating agency, we recognize
the need to assess the envi | imp of pi full tumming movements
from Canal Road to Georgetown University ami to limit University-related traffic
impacts on nearby Georgetown residential streets. Based upon your written
responses contained in the July letter and the subsequent August 14, 1996, letter, as
well as your meeting with staff on September 12, 1996, we agree that a Supplemental
Draft EIS is not needed to address the Commission's previous concerns. None of the
three build alternatives, generally referred to as an eastern shift in the existing
entrance, a traffic circle at the intersection of Canal and Foxhall Roads, or the
extended University entrance parallel to Canal Road, which we requested the Federal
Highway Administration (FHWA) to study, appear to adequately address the traffic
and aesthetic concerns which led to the Commission's original request for the
supplemental document.

AB

AC

Mr. Arthur Hill DOCUMENT 9

Page 2

The alternatives would adversely affect Federal interests to a similar or greater degree
than the alternatives evaluated in the DEIS. The impact of retaining walls required
for a shifted entrance or a parallel road would be extremely disruptive to the scenic
quality of the Potomac Palisades, which are under the jurisdiction of the National Park
Service. Further, the traffic circle and parallel road alternatives would require the
acquisition of Park Service land from the Glover-Archbold Park. We have
consistently supported avula‘ance of parkland disturbance, unless the need is critical

and idable and mitigation are in-place to minimize impacts on park
uses and aesthetics.

We have additional concerns as well. Your response notes that a construction

from the Washi Metropolitan Area Transit Authority (WMATA)
parcel would be required, but may not be obtainable, for the shifted entrance
alternative.  Furthermore, we are concerned about the potential traffic congestion
which could occur at the Canal and Foxhall Roads intersection from the traffic circle
and parallel road alternatives. The steep grades associated with the approach to the
traffic circle also are troublesome. We would hope that none of the alternatives
would generate greater adverse imp on local neighborl

However, as FHWA proceeds with the preparation of a Final EIS, we urge you to
assess an alternative recently presented to you and raised by several citizens at the
Commission’s October 3, 1996, ing. The al ive involves adding a break in
the median at the entrance to Georgetown University. A traffic signal, activated only
after the AM rush hour, could control left turm movements from the University to
Canal Road. The Commission strongly encourages FHWA to cooperate with local
communities in the development of details for this altemnative. Our request that
FHWA study such an alternative should not be interpreted as an endorsement of this
alternative, and is not meant to preclude other altematives.

Wg offer two addllnoﬂal comments. We are pleased to know of your intention to

T | secondary i in the Final EIS, but urge FHWA to coordinate
with affected and interested parties (neighborhood groups, Park Service, and
WMATA) and our staff regarding such an evaluation
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Although we are not aware that WMATA has made any decisions regarding the
maintenance, development, or disposition of the pa.'roei that has been 1ra.nsferred to
it by the courts, we reiterate our previous | g any ive that
could adversely affect the scenic environment and mlogy of the Palisades through
lhe facilitation of more mtensc development. Finally, although FHWA states that the

| and consid of comprehensive traffic plans and long-
term land use considerations are not within the scope of the project, we request
FHWA to assist the District or other public parties in developing such plans if
requests are made.

Again, we appreciate your interim responses to our comments on the DEIS. We look
forward to continued cooperation w:th FHWA, the Park Service, and the District as
you continue with the envi ion process. Information developed
during the NEPA process will be key to the Commission's review of any proposed
transfers of jurisdiction or demonstration project designs. Please let us know if we
can further assist FHWA during this process.

Sincerely,

U.ks.
Reginald W. Griffich ( ef")

Executive Director

Enclosure
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Hovember 4, 19986

&K
Hr. Arthur J. Hill =
Division Administrator =
Federal Highway Administration =
Union Station Plaza, Suite 750
820 First Street, N.E. -
Washington, D.C. 20002 23
Lo

Dear Mr. Hill:

As you know, the National Capital Planning cCommission met on
October 3, 1996 and concurred with the Federal Highway
Adminietration's decision to preceed to prepare a Final
Environmental Impact Statement (FEIS) for the Georgetown University
Canal Road Entrance. In its comments, the Commission requested
that the Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) assess a proposal
proffered by community residents, as a part of the FEIS. The
alternative is as follows:

An at-grade signal at the existing entrance with a median
break at the intersection of Canal Road and the entrance.
Left turns, from Canal Road into the entrance, would be
restricted during merning rush hours. No new lanes would be
constructed. During evening rush hours, a long green cycle
would be provided for vehicles exiting the university.

Please be advised that the District of Columbia Department of
Public Works supports the study of this alternative in the FEIS.

In addition, we regquest that the Federal Highway Administration
perform a traffic study on the impact of the proposed entrance
improvements and signalization on the surrounding community. The
proposed study area boundaries are Reservoir Road, 39th Street,
Whitehaven Parkway, Wisconsin Avenue, Q Street, Rock Creek and
Potomac Parkway, 23rd Street, H Street and the Whitehurst Freeway.
A map is enclosed for your information.

-2- DOCUMENT 10

rour assistance in this matter is appreciated and should yo:cléive
iny questions, please contact Mr. Kenneth Laden, Ak ng
\dministrator of the Office of Policy and Planning at 939- N

Sincerely,

cell Bernardino
Acting Director

Enclosure

pivision Engineer, Wm\,/-’ ]

1 Ga Klinedinst L,
e 24 'L-mds Highway Divisien

Eastern Federal
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Decesber 6, 1996

Mr. Arthur J. Hill

Division Administrator
Federal Highway Administration
Unien Ctation Plaza, Suits 750
820 First Street, N.E.
Washington, D.C. 20002

Dear Mr. Hill:

This is a follow-up to my November 4, 1996 letter on the propesed
Georgetown University entrance at canal Road (copy enclesed). In
that letter, the Department of Public Works supported the study of
a community generated proposal in the Final Environmental Impact
Statement. Please be advised that our description of the
alternative was in error. The correct description of the proposal,
taken from the National Capital Planning Commission's October 10,
1996 letter to you, is as follows:
"The alternative involves adding a break in the median at the
entrance to Georgetown University. A traffic signal,
activated only after the AM rush hour, could control left turn
movements from the University to Canal Road."

We regret any difficulties that this error may hava caused.
Should you have any guestions, please contact Mr. Kenneth Laden,
Acting Administrator of the Office of Policy and Planning at
939-8010.

Sincerely,

Tl P ,¢f

ueg{*/“mu R
1 Bernardino J
Acting Director !

Enclosure

cc: Gary Klinedinst, Division Engineer, FHWA,
Eastern Federal Lands Highway Division
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FEB 23 1998

Mr. James Sinnette
Federal Highway Administration
Eastern Federal Lands Highway Divisien
U.S. Department of Transportation
Loudoun Tech Center

21400 Bridgetop Circle

Suite 300

Sterling Va. 20166

Dear Mr. Sinnette:

Thank you for sending the Department a copy of the Draft
Technical Memorandum/Network Simulation Traffic Operations
RAnalysis - III for the proposed Canal Road entrance to the
Georgetown University, dated October 6, 1997. I have
forwarded the document to the Department’s Design,
Engineering and Construction Administration for review and
comment. I apologize for the long delay in providing you
this response.

our first major concern with the study is that it appears
that FHWA chose not to expand the study area as requested by
the Department and local residents. The report indicates
that the study boundaries were Georgetown University on the
north, the C & O Canal on the south, near Foxhall Road on
the west and Key Bridge on the east. We requested that the
boundaries of the traffic analysis be extended west to
Reservoir Road, north on 39" street, east on Whitehaven
Parkway, south on Wisconsin Avenue, east on 'Q' Street,
south on 23" Street N.W., and west on ‘H' Street N.W. and
the Whitehurst Freeway. A map of the proposed study area,
which was sent to the FHWA Division Administrator in
November 1996, is enclosed for your information. We
strongly urge FHWA to conduct traffic impact analyses for
the project area initially indicated in our November 1996

request.

AF
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Furthermore, we request that the traffic analysis take into
account the potential expansion of the Georgetown University
campus, as indicated in the Campus Plan for the Year 2010.
We believe that the potential construction of an additional
3.8 million square feet of campus could impact future
traffic at a Canal Road entrance.

While it would appear that most of the intersections
analyzed in the draft report show improvement in level of
service or no change to the level of service under the build
scenario in 1998, we also notice that the level of service
wWworsens at some intersections in the year 2016 under the
build scenario for AM peak traffic, specifically, Foxhall
Road, and Reservoir Road, N.W., as well as Foxhall Road and
MacArthur Blvd., N.W. While these levels of service
problems are described as minimal, we would appreciate
FHWA's interpretation as to whether these level of service
reductions are inconsistent with congressional intent that
the Georgetown University Canal Road entrance must not
decrease the efficiency of any Federal-aid highway.

Finally, the proposed build scenario calls for the
construction of a new 120 foot eastbound lane from the
Whitehurst Freeway to the proposed southern entrance of
Georgetown University at Canal Road. This additional lane
could present a severe problem due to the extremely narrow
right of way. Adding a new eastbound lane will either
impact existing lane widths, the C & 0 Canal or the steep
bluff north of Canal Reoad, or all three elements. We have
serious concerns about the feasibility of this element of
the proposed scenario. However, we also recognize that if
this additional lane is not built, traffic congestion at
intersections in the study area would worsen and thereby be
in conflict with the Congressional mandate that the proposed
entrance not decrease the efficiency of any Federal-aid
highway.

In summary, at this time, we are requesting that FHWA expand
the project area and perform additional traffic analyses as
requested in November of 1996, We also request that the
year 2016 analyses include as an assumption the construction
of an additional 3.8 million square feet of university as
proposed in the Campus Plan. Finally, we request that FHWA
provide additional analysis of the proposed 120 foot
eastbound lane and its impacts on lane width and surrounding

land use.
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Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the draft
report. If you have any questions, please contact either
Mr. Kenneth Laden, Intermodal Planning, at 939-8012 or Mr.
Gary Burch, Design, Engineering and Construction, at 939-
8060,

Enclosure
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Mr. James A. Cheatham July 30, 1998

Division Administrator

Federal Highway Administration
Union Center Plaza II

820 First Street, N.E.

Suite 750

Washington, D.C. 20002

Dear Mr. Cheatham:

Thank you for your letter of June 29, 1998 responding to the
Department’s questions regarding the proposed Georgetown
Iniversity Southern Entrance. Based upon your responses, we
are satisfied that Federal Highway Administration (FHWA)
staff has thoroughly reviewed and addressed all of our
questions regarding this project.

At this time, we support Alternative 2A as outlined in your
June 29 correspondence. We look forward to receiving the
final Environmental Impact Statement later this summer, and
expedited design and construction of the modifications toe
the Canal Road entrance to the campus.

I greatly appreciate the effort you and your staff have made
to assess the alternative approaches to improving access to
the Georgetown lniversity campus. I believe the analyses
performed by the FHWA will greatly assist in obtaining
public acceptance of the project.

Please contact me if I can be of any further assistance in
this effcrk.

Sincerely,

B

Cell Bernardino
Director
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DOCUMENT 14

United States Department of the Interior

NATIONAL PARK SERVICE
National Capital Region
1104 Ohio Drive, 5.W.

AN REPLY REFLE TO: ‘Washii . D.C. 20242
L1425(NCSO) e NOV 116 1998

Mr. James A. Cheatham
Division Administrator

Federal Highway Administration RECEIVED

Union Center Plaza, Suite 750 B

820 First Street, NE. NOV . o

Washington, D.C. 20002

Dear Mr. Cheatham: HDR

We are pleased to comment on the review draft of the Final Environmental Impact Statement
(FEIS) for the proposed to Georg Uniwsiw from Canal Road. We have had an
oppartunity to review the d i 2 the preferred altemative (al ve 2A-
Modified) and find this alternative consistant with our prior discussions on the use of pmkiand.s.
We look forward to completion of the FEIS and devel of the preli ¥

plans for submittal to the National Capital Planning C issi and the C ission of Fine
Arts.

If you require any additional information, please do not hesitate to contact me or
Mr. leffrey L. Knoedler of our staff. Mr. Knoedler can be reached at (202) 619-7106.

Sincerely,

Regional Director, National Capital Region

o

Jim Sinette

Federal Highway Administration
Eastern District Federal Division
Loudoun Tech Center

21400 Ridgetop Road

Sterling, Virginia 22170
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Georgetown University Canal Road Entrance
Federal Highway Administration Final Environmental Impact Statement

Appendix F-2
Public Comments and Responses on the
Draft Environmental Impact Statement

INTRODUCTION

The Federal Highway Administration, Eastern Federal Lands Highway Division (FHWA-
EFLHD) has complied with the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) with respect to
formal public participation for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement and Draft Section 4(f)
Statement (DEIS) by making the subject DEIS available for public review and comment from
July 21 through September 30, 1995.

Comments received in writing from the public during the response period have been reviewed
and are addressed or summarized in Appendix F-2. Agency comments are addressed in
Appendix F-1. Comments from the Public Hearing also were reviewed (see Appendix D- 2).

This Comment and Response Appendix is organized into four sections, as follows:

e The Introduction, which describes the process and approach taken in addressing
comments.

e A table of commentors and their document identification number assigned for
reference.

e A table of consolidated comments and responses.
e Photocopies of the documents received.

Comments received that are similar in nature or address similar concerns have been grouped
together and consolidated to focus on the issue of concern. Similarly, a single response applies.
Some comments, although appreciated, do not require a specific response and are not called out
herein.

It should be emphasized that responses to DEIS comments have been addressed in this comment-
response appendix and in the text of the Final Environmental Impact Statement.

Each consolidated comment-response has been lettered sequentially. Each document received
was assigned a unique identification number. Within each document, each individual comment
is numbered sequentially.

Appendix F-2 — Public Comments November30, 1998



Georgetown University Canal Road Entrance
Federal Highway Administration Final Environmental Impact Statement

A reader who wishes to read the specific comment(s) received may turn to the photocopies of the
documents included in this appendix. Instructions for referencing the grouped comments-
responses and the specific comment documents are as follows:

e Match the document identification number to that of an actual document. This is
clearly marked in the upper right hand corner in bold print.

» Identify the comment number for which you are interested. The comments have been
numbered sequentially within each document. The comment number is located left of
the text in bold text.

e On each document, near each comment number is the letter of the group in which the
specific comment has been encompassed, such as A or U.

Appendix F-2 — Public Comments November30, 1998



Canal Road Entrance of Georgetwon University Comment Letters

Address Supports Alternative Additional Issues **
ID |Date Author Representing City, State ZIP Pgs{l |2 [2A |3B |3H |Primary Issue TIR|G|A|JE|O
1 This entry left intentionally blank.
2(9/12/95 |Barker, Michael Self Washington, DC 20007 1 X X |X |X [Support
319/22/95 |Bateman, Grace Self Washington, DC 20007 5 X X Alternative 2 or 2A X
4(11/3/95 |Beck, David C. Self (MD res.) Washington, DC 20036 11X Environmental X X X X
5]10/25/95 |Bikoff, Linda Self Washington, DC 20007 11X Traffic X X IX X
6{10/19/95 |Boek, Jean K. Self Washington, DC 20016 11X Opposed to light X
719/19/95 |Bray, Howard & Ann Self Washington, DC 20007 X Traffic to Foxhall X X |X X X
8]9/23/95 |Browne, Ray Self Washington, DC 20007 1 X X Traffic X
9]10/19/95 |Bulleit, Thomas N. Jr. Self (MD res.) Washington, DC 20004 X Traffic .4
10{12/6/95 |Buras, Robert Self Washington, DC 20007 1 Alternates X
11{9/30/95  |Byrd, Westy; Dollenmayer, Judith; ANC IE 21X Riders' Fund X X X X X
Harrington, Brian; Jost, Beverly
12 Ciccoretti, Eric Self Washington, DC 20007 2 Bike/Ped. Access X
13|8/30/95 |Cort, H. Russell; Schwartz, Louisa Self Washington, DC 20007 1 X Traffic X
1418/31/95 |Cortese, Alfred W., Ir. Self Washington, DC 20007 1 X Traffic X
15]9/29/95 |Dollenmayer, Judith AMNC 2E-01 Washington, DC 20007 2|X Traffic x X
16|8/29/95 |Donovan, Maura J. Self Washington, DC 20002 1 X X Support
17|9/14/95 |Edson. Margaret Self Washington, DC 20007 ! X Support
1819/19/95 |England, Richard Self Washington, DC 20016 ) Problem Solving X
Conference
19]10/30/95 |Estes, Deborah Self Washington, DC 20016 11X Traffic X X X
20[10/20/95 |Eveland, Krista Self 11X Traffic X
21/10/23/95 |Evelyn, Martha & Douglas Self Washington, DC 20007 1{x Traffic X oIx [x |X X
2219/27/95 |Fallon, Sally The Palisades Washington, DC 20016 21X Traffic X X X X X
Citizens' Assoc.
23110/20/95 |Farrar-Wellman, Avery M. Self Washington, DC 20007 X Environmental
2411/18/96 [Feldman, Cary M. & Nancy Self Rockville, MD 20852 21X Traffic X X X
25[10/20/95 |Ferguson, Robert Self Falls Church, VA 22046 1[X Environmental
26 Fletcher, Ronald Hillandale Home |Washington, DC 20007 2IX Traffic X X
Owners Assoc.
2718/29/95 |Fork, Robert J. Self Washington, DC 20007 | Traffic *
2819/24/95 |Forman, Geoffrey Self Washington, DC 20007 1 X X |X |X |[Support
299/25/95 |Fuehrer, Edward & Penne Self Washington, DC 20007 1 X Support
30[10/17/95 |Gladwin, Michael Self Washington, DC 20013 11X Traffic X ¥

** T = Traffic, R = Riders' Fund property, G = GU Growth, A = Aesthetics/Park Impacts

, E = Other Environmental, O = Other




Canal Road Entrance of Georgetwon University Comment Letters

Address pports Alternative Additional Issues **
1D |Date Author Representing City, State ZIP Pgs A Primary Issue E
31(9/29/95 |Goodman, Joseph S. Self Washington, DC 20007 1 Traffic to Foxhall X
3219/27/95  |Griffin, MaryAnn Self Washington, DC 20007 11X Traffic X
33(9/19/95 |Guggenheim, Marion ANC 3-D Washington, DC 20016 31X Traffic X X
3419/26/95 |Harrington, Brian P. ANC 2E02 Washington, DC 20007 41X Development X X
35|10/26/95 |Himelfarb, Elliot Self Bethesda, MD 20816 X Traffic X X X
36{10/25/95 |Hindman, Michael Self Rockville, MD 20850 11X Taxpayers Money  |X X X
3719/10/95 |Horsey, Hamilton Sell Washington, DC 20007 | X Support
38(9/12/95 [Horsey, Outerbridge The Citizens Washington, DC 20007 2 X Alternative 2A X
Assoc. of Georgetown
3919/18/95 |Hueper, Mrs. Klaus Self Washington, DC 20007 11X Oppose
40]10/12/95 |Hueper, Ms. Katherine Self Washington, DC 20007 1 Oppose
4119/28/95 |Jeffcoat, Carl Self 1 X Traffic
42 Jeffries, Alexander H. Self Washington, DC 20007 1 Global Traffic
43(9/29/95 |Johnson, Carrie Self Arlington, VA 22201 2 Infrastructure
44|9/29/95 |Johnston, Rod; Davitan, Craig; ANC 2E Washington, DC 20007 1 X Traffic
Jacobs, Ted; McFarlane, Jonda
45 Joseph, Jerome E. Self Potomac, MD 20854 1 Traffic X
46]9/19/95  |Juarrero, Alicia Self Washington, DC 20007 1 Traffic
47 Juarrero, Alicia Self Washington, DC 20007 1 Rational Behavior
48(9/21/95 |Kahlow, Barbara F. Self Washington, DC 20037 3 Development X
4919/21/95 |Kelly, Loraine Self Washington, DC 20007 1 X Traffic X
50[10/19/95 |Kiriacos, Joseph Self Washington, DC 20037 1 Traffic X
51110/13/95 |Kumar, Raj GU Student Washington, DC 20057 1 X Support
Assoc.
5219/7/95 LoPinto, Anthony J. Self Washington, DC 20007 1 X Traffic
53(9/26/95 |Lucan, Alice Neff Self Washington, DC 20007 1 Bike/Ped. Tunnel
54{9/29/95 [Maddux, Sara ANC-2A Washington, DC 20006 3 Development X
55{9/14/95 |Mainwaring, Micheal W. Self Washington, DC 20007 2 Traffic
56(10/25/95 |McCollough, Virginia Self Rockville, MD 20852 1 Taxpayers Money
5719/25/95 |McFarlane, Jonda Francis Scott Washington, DC 20007 4 X Traffic
Key Foundation
58{10/01/95 (Miller, Dorothy ANC 2A05 Washington, DC 20037 2 Traffic Impact X
5919/6/95 Moore, Arthur Cotton Self Washington, DC 20007 2 C&0O Canal Towpath X
6019/27/95 |Mopsik, Frederick I. C&O Canal Assoc. 3 Infrastructure X X

** T = Traffic, R = Riders' Fund property, G = GU Growth, A = Aesthetics/Park Impacts

., E = Other Environmental, O = Other




Canal Road Entrance of Georgetwon University Comment Letters

r Address Supports Alternative Additional Issues **
ID |Date Author Representing City, State ZIP Pgs|l |2 |2A |3B |3H |Primary Issue TIR|G|A|E|O
6119/23/95 |O'Harrn, James Self Washington, DC 20007 2 X Traffic X
62(10/19/95 |Panter, Bonnie Self Bethesda, MD 20816 11X Traffic X X
6311/22/96 |Peay, Anne O'Brien & Terry G. Self Washington, DC 20004 11X Traffic X X X
64|9/19/95  |Phillips, Susan M. Self Washington, DC 20007 1 X X X X [Traffic X
6519/29/95  |Polk, Scott Foxhall Community X Impact on Foxhall  |X X X
Citizens Assoc.
66 Pulsifer, Peter Burleith Citizens | Washington, DC 20007 2 X Traffic on X X X X
Assoc. Reservoir Road
67]8/29/95 |Recagni, Matteo Self Washington, DC 20007 3 X Traffic X
68/9/19/95 |Reese, Anne H.; Pfeiffer, Paul & Jane |Self Washington, DC 20007 2|1X Traffic X X [X X
69|10/24/95 |Reisenfeld, Kenneth & Hayes Self Washington, DC 20007 11X Taxpayers Money X X
70{10/19/95 |Sanders, Maurice Self 11X Traffic X X X
71110/24/95 |Scheininger, Michael G. Self (MD res.) Washington, DC 20005 11X Traffic X X
72 Sebastian, Joju & Mini Selfl Gaithersburg, MD 20877 11X Traffic X X
73 Sherman, Rick Self Washington, DC 20007 1 X X [X |X |Traffic X
74|9/27/95  [Slowinski, W. Kent Self Washington, DC 20007 1 Global Traffic X X X
75]10/6/95 |Smith, Edward L. Fire Dept. Washington, DC 20007 1 X |X |X |X |Emergency Services X
76(9/22/95  |Smyth, Frances P.; Ravenel, Gaillard F.|Self Washington, DC 20007 1 X Traffic X X X
7719/28/95 |Stauffer, Thomas Sclf Washington, DC 20007 20 Opposed X Ix Ix Ix Ix [X
78|8/29/95 |Stone, Roger D. Sustainable Washington, DC 20007 1 X X |X |X |[Traffic X
Development Inst.
79(5/22/96 |Todd, Kenneth Self Washington, DC 20009 3 Alternates X
80|9/29/95 [Tyler, Maria ANC-2A03 Washington, DC 20037 21X Traffic X X X
81(9/19/95 |Veisey, Donald Self Washington, DC 20007 2 X X X
82|9/8/95 Wannen, John C. Wannen and Co.  |Washington, DC 20007 1 X X X |X |Traffic X X X
83(9/25/95 |Williams, Michael N. Georgetown Bus. | Washington, DC 20007 1 X X Support
& Prof. Assoc.
8419/25/95 |Wilson, Robert & Huguette Self Washington, DC 20007 1 X Support
85|9/18/95 |Wouk, Herman Self Washington, DC 20007 1 X | Support
B6{9/1/95 Wumma, Jean W. Self Washington, DC 20007 1 KO X X |Support
87|10/21/95 |Yaffe-Oziel, Susan Self Rockville, MD 20850 11X Traffic X
88110/20/95 |Young, Stefano J. Self Arlington, VA 22206 11X Development X IX X
89(9/30/95 |Zartman, Barbara Self Washington, DC 20007 6 Traffic X X [x X X
90| 10/26/95 |Zariman, Barbara Canal }lpad Washington, DC 20(}5}? 2 Traffic X X X

** T = Traffic, R = Riders' Fund property, G = GU Growth, A = Aesthetics/Park Impacts, E = Other Environmental, O = Other




Canal Road Entrance of Georgetwon University Comment Letters

Address Supports Alternative Additional Issues **
ID |Date Author Representing City, State ZIP Pgs|l |2 |2A |3B |3H |Primary Issue R|G|A|E]|O
Protection Coalition
91| 11/21/96{Kuser, Suzanne Self Washington, DC 20007 1{x Oppose X |X X
92| 11/22/96|Todd, Kenneth Self Washington, DC 20009 6 Alternates X
93| 11/22/97|Mozer, Bernard ANC-2A Washington, DC 20002 44X Oppose
94 8/30/95|Gordon, Harold Rider's Fund Washington, DC 20036 3 Rider's Fund X
| 95| 9715/95|Gordon, Harold Rider's Fund Washington, DC 20036 2 Rider's Fund X

** T = Traffic, R = Riders' Fund property, G = GU Growth, A = Aesthetics/Park Impacts, E = Other Environmental, O = Other




Appendix F-2

Public Comments on the DEIS and Responses

Document 1D # -
Comment #

Group

Comment

Response

2-1, 8-1, 13-1, 14-
1, 29-1, 52-1, 61-1,
64-1, 67-1, 73-1,
78-1, 82-1, 86-1

1 support the Canal Road Project in Georgetown.

Your support was noted.

71, 15-8, 22-1, 26-
4, 32-2,33-7,34-

12, 46-3, 54-13, 58
1, 60-1, 65-1, 93-1

I support Alternative 1, the No Build Alternative.

Y our support was noted.

3-1, 41-1, 44-1, 49-
1,57-2,83-1

1 support Alternative 2 or 2A.

Your support was noted.

16-1, 55-1, 76-3,
|84-1,85-1

I support Alternative 2.

Your support was noted.

38-1, 51-1, 66-2

I support Alternative 2A.

Your support was noted.

4-1, 5-1, 6-1, 9-1,
11-1, 19-1, 20-2,

21-1,23-1, 24-1,

25-1, 30-1, 35-1,

36-3, 39-1, 40-1,

45-2, 56-2, 62-3,

63-1, 68-1, 69-1,

70-5, 71-2, 72-3,

Is0-4, 87-1, 88-1,

91-4

I oppose the Canal Road Project in Georgetown.

Your opposition was noted.

66-4

We are opposed to closing the Prospect Street entrance.

With the preferred alternative (Alternative 2A - Modified), the
Prospect Street entrance will remain open at all times.
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Public Comments on the DEIS and Responses

Nocument ID # - | Group Comment Response
Comment #
3-2, 76-1 H Alternatives 2 and 2A are "forgiving" alternatives. The timing of |With the preferred alternative (Alternative 2A - Modified), left
the signal and the use, if any, of the Prospect Street entrance can be |turns exiting GU onto Canal Road will be restricted during the
adjusted to minimize any negative traffic impacts that might occur |moming peak period. The heavier eastbound through traffic on
in the surrounding communities. Canal Road would not be stopped by a traffic signal during the
morning peak period. In the momning peak period, only the lighter
westbound through traffic would be stopped periodically to permit
left turns into GU. The Prospect Street entrance will remain open at}
all times.
33-4, 60-6 1 Alternative 2A would not work because the stack lane (left turn There was a queuing analysis performed to determine the length of

storage lane) would not be long enough.

the left turn [ane on Canal Road. It was determined to be 325 feet
which will be adequate for the preferred alternative (Alternative 2A
Modified).

42,92, 23-3, 26-
3, 33-8, 35-2, 36-1,
54.9, 56-1, 58-3,
62-2, 65-8, 68-3,
|69-2, 70-4, 90-1,
91-1, 94-2

The project would use millions of dollars of public funds to benefit
a private, non-taxpaying institution to the detriment of area
residents, commuters, and the historic parkland throughout the
project site. What authority does FHWA have to expend Federal
Funds for preparation of the DEIS?

Funding is from dedicated federal "demonstration” funds and is not
applicable for any other use.
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Public Comments on the DEIS and Responses

Document ID #- | Group Comment Response
Comment #
60-3 K  |The entire section on noise and air pollution does not mention the |Table 3-7 in Chapter 3 shows the FHWA Noise Abatement Criteria
levels appropriate for the Canal Park. We feel that there should be {for different types of land uses. Canal Park is defined under
no further worsening of the noise situation. Also no attention has  |category B which has an exterior Leq (h) limit of 67 dBA. The
been paid to the lengthening of peak impacts. existing noise readings at Canal Park are 65.2 dBA or less. The
proposed construction of the preferred alternative (Alternative 2A-
Modified) would slightly lower noise levels in Canal Park, see
Section 4.3.2 for details. Table 3-6 shows the criteria for analyzing
air quality. The lengthening of peak impacts is taken into
consideration. Air quality impacts are discussed in Section 4.3.1.
77-15 L The Government should either purchase or condemn the Riders' On May 31, 1996 this property was transferred by order of the US
Fund property in order to comply with the intent of the Park Service|District Court to the Washington Metropolitan Area Transit
Memorandum of Agreement. Authority (WMATA). The intent of the MOA was not to purchase
or condemn any property.
3-3 M The FHWA should not allow the Riders' Fund property controversy [The former Riders' Fund (now WMATA) property controversy was]
to further delay or to stop this project. not the cause of delaying the FEIS. During the period between the
DEIS and the FEIS, additional alternatives were analyzed and
additional traffic studies were completed. The preferred alternative
(Alternative 2A-Modified) has reduced impacts to the area and d0851
not impact the WMATA property.
11-2, 34-10, 94-3 N |FHWA has failed to resolve the title and access rights for the On May 31, 1996 this property was transferred by order of the US

Riders' Fund property. Any development on this palisade property
is unacceptable.

District Court to the Washington Metropolitan Area Transit
Authority (WMATA). The preferred alternative (Alternative 2A -
Modified) will not utilize any part of this property, thus not
allowing access rights. Secondary impacts including potential
secondary development are discussed in Section 4.1.1,
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Public Comments on the DEIS and Responses

Document ID #- | Group Comment Response
Comment #
34-6 0 A resident states the National Park Service may withdraw its This is no longer an issue with the preferred alternative (Alternative

support for the Canal Road entrance development if the Riders'
Fund property can be developed.

2A - Modified). The former Riders' Fund (WMATA) property will
not be utilized and therefore will not gain access rights to the
entrance road.

2

5-4, 7-3, 21-7, 22- P There is a lack of specificity in the DEIS regarding the potential This is no longer an issue with the preferred alternative (Alternative
6, 24-8, 34-5, 38-1, development of the Riders' Fund property that may take place as a |2A - Modified). The former Riders' Fund (WMATA) property will
43-4, 46-2, 57-1, result of the proposed project. not be utilized and therefore will not gain access rights to the
66-3, 68-5, 77-11, entrance road.
J89-11
160-4, 60-10 Q  |The visual impact of this project and the Riders' Fund property will [Every effort has been made to reduce the visual impact of this
be quite large. Canal Park plays a major role in protecting the project by minimizing the construction limits. The visual impact of
Potomac Gorge and is a very valuable resource for the Washington [the retaining walls will be reduced through the use of landscaping
Metropolitan Area for both its residents and visitors. and architectural treatments such as materials, colors, textures,
|detailing and lighting. The impact of potential secondary
development is discussed in Section 4.1.1.
181-7 R |Please show detailed plat plans for all properties in this area so the [A map of existing property ownership is included as Figure 4 - 0.
public can understand the Riders' Fund property.
22-9, 34-4, 74-4 S GU may be able to resolve the current entrance problem within the |The purpose of the project is to improve access to the existing
campus itself. Canal road entrance to allow for all turning movements. TSM
alternatives are discussed in Section 2.1.
5-2,22-10, 26-2 4 & GU has failed to provide adequate parking for users of their Parking on the GU campus is limited by ruling of the Board of
property. Zoning Adjustments. Providing additional parking does not address}
the purpose and need and is considered to be beyond the scope of
this EIS.
5-3,22-8,77-1,77- U GU must address it's own problems and look for alternative The EIS describes the impacts associated with alternatives to satisfy]

solutions.

the purpose and need. TSM and all reasonable alternatives were
considered.
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Public Comments on the DEIS and Responses

4, 77-12, 88-4, 89-
13

depend heavily on the proposed project. The project would further
such developments and lead to detrimental environmental impacts.

Document ID # - | Group Comment Response
Comment #
7-4,22-7, 34-3, 68- v Commercial developments anticipated on the Georgetown campus |This project shifts the entrance; to the extent that GU development

occurs, it occurs with or without this project and is assumed in all
alternatives.

24-2, 35-3, 62-1,
166-5

traffic impact during construction such as disruption to
neighborhood streets.

65-4 W  [Commercial development on the GU campus (leased for profit with | The purpose of the project is to improve access to the existing
tax free exempt status) of any scale could not be accomplished Canal Road entrance. The BZA rulings on the GU Master Plan do
unless access can be provided. Is this the real reason this Canal not tie any future development to the completion of this project.
project is being pursued? This is not a GU capital improvement project. This is a

demonstration project to improve Canal Road entrance to GU.

68-4 X Why doesn't GU conduct better fund raising and capital This is not a GU capital improvement project. Thisisa
improvement campaigns, instead of proposing new projects every [demonstration project to improve the Canal Road entrance to GU.
few years that are disruptive to the surrounding neighborhoods?

77-10, 89-2 Y How binding was the language of the GU master plan in designing |The BZA approvals of the GU Master Plan was considered the best
the parameters of the DEIS? available information regarding GU development issues.

11-5 Z FHWA has failed to assess the impact of future GU build-out. The |The EIS does assess the impact of future build-outs based on BZA
argument that the project does not entail such development in no  |rulings and the GU Master Plan. It should be noted that this is not a
way mitigates what the project may facilitate. GU capital improvement project, it is a demonstration project to

improve the Canal Road entrance to GU. According to the BZA
rulings and the existing master plan, number of on-campus parking
spaces will not increase in the future.

11-4,21-2, 22-3, AA  |FHWA has failed to provide any detailed information about the Appendix E contains the Construction Sequencing and Maintenance|

of Traffic (during construction). Construction is proposed only at
the Canal Road entrance and at Whitehurst Freeway. Construction
will be staged to minimize impact to traffic flow.
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Document ID #- | Group Comment Response
Comment #
11-3, 34-7, 60-7, AB |[FHWA has failed to provide evidence of the tran'f-ic impact on the  |Section 4.2 of the FEIS, provides an analysis of traffic impacts.
65-6, 77-5, 80-3, overall community.
Is9-1, 89-4

4-4,23-2,25-2,35-] AC |We should not damage the environment by replacing greenway FHWA has attempted to minimize the impacts of the project.

5, 36-2, 38-1, 70-3, with development. Where impacts were unavoidable, mitigation measures were

72-2, 88-3, 91-3 instigated.

7-2,31-2,34-1,54-] AD [The DEIS fails to assess the severe negative impact the proposed | Traffic studies were completed that show there are no severe

11, 65-7 project is likely to have on neighborhoods to the west of the negative impacts west of the campus. This project does not
campus, including Foxhall Village. increase the volume of traffic entering the university nor change the

origin or destination of these trips. The traffic analysis is included
in Section 4.2.

10-1 AE  [Allowing U-turns at either end of the present median strip would | This was one of the alternatives studied. To allow for U-turns, the
accomplish the same goal as the plans to allow left turns into and  |WB Foxhall/WB Canal intersection would need to be shifted north
out of the entrance. to accommodate the turning radius, and would impinge on grassy

area towards the C&O Canal on the south side. It would add
another cycle to that intersection and would provide a circuitous
route for traffic. Also at Whitchurst Freeway intersection the
additional cycle would severely impact the operation of those
intersections.

10-2 AF |Add an entrance to the Medical Center from Canal Road. The separation of traffic between the medical and academic

campuses is mandated by the Board of Zoning Adjustments (BZA).
Any additional cross traffic flow would have to be approved by the
BZA. This would also not satisfy the purpose and need for the
project.

79-1, 92-1 AG  |Try using an "offside priority" alternate. Many alternatives were taken into consideration between the DEIS

and the FEIS. See Section 2.4. This will not work because it
present safety and traffic problems without the appropriate
signalization and geometrics.
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Document ID #- | Group Comment Response
Comment #

34-11 AH  |What can we do to prevent the evening rush-hour traffic congestion | This would be an issue for the DCDPW to take into consideration.
caused by southbound commuters on Wisconsin Avenue who turn | This EIS is for an improvement to the existing Canal Road entrance
right on Reservoir Road and attempt to take a shortcut to the Key  Jto Georgetown University. Also, these movements would not be
Bridge by traveling south on 34th and 35th Streets? affected by improvement of the entrance.

59-3 Al |Will westbound traffic be permitted to join existing GU traffic and |The Preferred Alternative is not designed to accommodate that
make a left turn eastbound on Canal Road? movement. A similar concept to that suggested by the commentor

was evaluated as a Signalized Intersection Concept #2 (See Briefing|
Paper of January 31, 1997). Subsequent analysis revealed the
double break in the median to render poorer traffic service than
Concept #1.

11-6 AJ |FHWA has underestimated the cost of even the least expensive FHWA prepared estimates based on the best available information.
alternatives, both in dollars and time,

4-5,11-7,21-6,22-] AK |FHWA has underestimated the complexity and threat to precious  |The Final EIS discusses social, economic and environmental

4, 24-7, 34-8, 63-4, resources, including the 130 year old concrete water mains upon impacts associated with all alternatives, including water mains. See

189-12, 91-12 which the District depends for water. Section 4.1.4 for water main discussion.

15-3 AL  [Nine schools or hospital facilities with a school component within [Traffic associated with other land uses is accounted for in the
1.4 miles of Canal and Foxhall Roads augment congestion during |growth of the background traffic. No specific studies of other
morning and afternoon rush hours. Has FHWA studied their facilities have been undertaken as they are outside the scope of this

|impacts on traffic flow? If not, why not? project.

15-4,77-22 AM |Georgetown Day school has worked with its neighborhood to The traffic going to the Visitation School is accounted for in

mitigate congestion. Has FHWA studies included the Visitation
school's contribution to traffic congestion, with approximately 400
trips per day in student drop-off and pick-up? If not, why not?

background traffic. The traffic routes will not be impacted by the
project.
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Public Comments on the DEIS and Responses
Document ID # - | Group Comment Response
Comment #

11-8, 81-4 AN  |FHWA traffic studies conflict with themselves in their premises, |FHWA is not aware of any significant conflicts. Efforts have been

their observations, and their mathematics. made to correct tables. More sophisticated modeling was
undertaken to better analyze potential impacts and results are
summarized in Chapter 5 of the FEIS.

31-3 AO |The DEIS on the proposed Canal Road Entrance Project is notas | A traffic simulation model and other traffic analyses have been used|
thorough as it should have been in regards to current and future to more thoroughly define the impacts to be expected from this
traffic studies. project. Expanded analyses have been performed to show that the

study area is appropriate.

33-5, 60-9 AP  |The proposed traffic figures and rush hour periods are not correct. |A few of the figures in the DEIS had incorrect volumes shown and
these have been corrected. Peak period traffic counts were
converted to peak hour to form the basis for the highest use for
relative comparisons among alternatives. This is standard practice
for traffic studies.

34-2, 77-4 AQ  |Does GU traffic on Prospect Street contribute substantially to the  |GU traffic on Prospect does contribute to the traffic congestion

gridlock at 34th and 35th Streets during the rush hour? during rush hour, especially during the pm peak since traffic
heading east or south of campus must use Prospect Street.
Isl-s AR  |How long will left turn queuing lanes be? The eastbound left turn lane will be approximately 250 feet long.
181-2, 81-3 AS  |Do the authors truly understand the traffic flows in these No traffic is shown to turn left at these locations in our analyses.
neighborhoods? You cannot tum north on Foxhall from MacArthur|However, actual field counts show a very few motorists do make
Blvd. or Canal Road. There is a bus route eastbound on Q Street.  [these movements. Bus routes are depicted on Figure 3-14 of the
DEIS which does include the Q Street route.

33-2 AT  |Currently, traffic in and out of GU is "scattered" out of a number of |Canal Road is classified as a Principal Arterial roadway making it a
different exits. This modification would make Canal Road a major [logical choice for traffic instead of a residential street. Currently,
thoroughfare to GU. the two campuses are physically separated. Access to the south

campus is by Canal Road and Prospect Street only.
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Public Comments on the DEIS and Responses

Document ID #- | Group Comment Response
Comment #
54-5, 58-2 AU  |The traffic flows under any build alternative for the Canal Road 'mc analysis indicates that this is not the case, There is no
entrance would increase traffic congestion and lengthen peak p.m. [noticeable effect to the traffic in Foggy Bottom/West End. Itis
\periods of traffic in Foggy Bottom/West End. estimated that there is an increase of less than 0.5% of the
intersection volume at 27th St./K St./Whitehurst intersection.
Normal daily traffic fluctuations are in the 2-3% range.
r89-l4 AV  |Were additional parking spaces for the GU Parking Garage III The proposed garage does not increase the total number of parking
figured into traffic studies or neighborhood impact assessments in  |spaces on the academic campus. The BZA limits the parking
preparing the DEIS? spaces on the south campus to the existing number.
22-9, 66-1, 89-15 AW  |Did you consider the porous nature of the campus division? Did  |The District of Columbia Board of Zoning Adjustment (BZA)
you anticipate that passes for the internal locked campus gate approved GU's Master Plan. Within this approval is the mandate
constitute potential for eliminating the impact on neighborhood for use of the gate. FHWA perceived this as a constraint on the
streets under a campus wide traffic plan? project.
11-10, 19-4, 21-5, AX |FHWA would despoil the historic C&O Canal. The Canal Wall is |The Canal Wall would not be physically impacted by the preferred
22-5, 24-6, 34-9, fragile and could not withstand the blasting and additional weight |alternative (Alternative 2A - Modified). No blasting will occur with|
43-1, 45-1, 60-2, involved in construction, much less the greater burden of increased |Alternative 2A- Modified.
63-3, 70-3, 89-17 traffic that would be occasioned by a GU build-out.
12-1 AY |In all alternatives, bicycling and pedestrian access to and from the |Improvements of this type are not a part of this study. However,
C&O Canal/Capital Crescent Trail should be improved. any proposed roadway improvements will include maintaining
existing access. Also, sidewalks will be provided on the north side
of Canal Road at the Georgetown University entrance.
53-1 AZ  |There is a pedestrian/bike tunnel under Canal Road and the Canal |Construction impacts will be minimized as much as possible.
itself, adjacent to the intersection with Foxhall Road. Please do not
destroy or block this important passageway, even for a day.
59-1 BA  [Will the ramp down to C&O Canal towpath be affected? With the preferred alternative (Alternative 2A - Modified), the

current ramp down to the C&O Canal towpath will be shortened

and slightly narrower.
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Public Comments on the DEIS and Responses

3, 22-2, 24-3, 26-1,
30-2, 32-1, 33-1,
353, 54-6, 63-2,
65-5, 68-2, T1-1,
72-1, 74-2, 81-5,
88-4, 89-3

Document ID #- | Group Comment Response
Comment #
59-2 BB  [Will a sidewalk be provided to new intersection permitting Yes. Sidewalks will be provided on the north side of Canal Road at
pedestrian crossing at new signal? the Georgetown University entrance.
15-2, 48-2, 48-5, BC |FHWA can do nothing to increase traffic load on the Whitehurst Further traffic modeling has been included in the FEIS (see Section
54-2, 54-10, 77-18, Freeway. Where is the evidence that the larger entrance will 4.2). The increase of traffic on Whitehurst Freeway is expected to
89-6, 90-3 maintain current levels of traffic on the Whitehurst Freeway? If  |be 13 vehicles in the pm peak hour. This would not create a
FHWA has no evidence, how can it proceed with this project? noticeable impact.
46-1 BD |Being able to turn left onto the GU campus will make matters Canal Road is a Principal Arterial, a roadway which is designed to
worse, as it would divert traffic that currently goes through accommodate higher levels of traffic. Traffic on Reservoir Road
Reservoir Road onto Canal Road. will only change minimally. It is estimated that about 62 vehicles
will divert from Reservoir Road to Canal Road during the am peak
hour. This volume is less than 2% of the existing eastbound traffic
at the entrance. Normal daily traffic fluctuations can be 2-3%.
14-2, 27-1, 66-6 BE |Improvements to the Canal Road entrance must be supplemented by|Both types of improvements are recommended in this study. There
improvements in both physical equipment and traffic management, |will be an adjustment in lanes at the Whitehurst Freeway
particularly on Canal Road, Key Bridge and the Whitehurst intersection with Canal Road. An additional right turn lane will be
Freeway. added. During detailed design interconnection of traffic signals will
be performed as a mitigation measure.
4-3,19-2,20-1,21-] BF |Canal Road is already very congested, and any kind of traffic Microscopic computer modeling shows that with the proposed

control will only further congest this major commuter route.

|some cases, may improve slightly due to the mitigation

improvements, traffic service does not degrade noticeably, and in

improvements at Whitehurst Freeway. See Section 4.2 for further
detail.
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Public Comments on the DEIS and Responses

Document ID # - | Group Comment Response
Comment #

T70-1 BG  |At community meetings, it was estimated that the new traf?lc:signai Based on current studies, a new signal will not have a noticeable
would add 30 minutes each way to a commute. A representative [effect on commuting time. Computer modeling shows that with the
from GU argued that it would help relieve congestion at the comer [proposed improvements, travel time from Reservoir Road to Key
of 34th and Prospect. Why does 34th & Prospect have higher Bridge may be slightly less in some cases due to the mitigation
priority than Canal Road? measures at Whitehurst Freeway and increased by less than a

minute for the worst case.

21-4, 24-4, 33-6, BH |The DEIS does not address traffic generated by the Riders' Fund The Riders' Fund (WMATA) property is not affected under the

48-1, 48-3, 48-6, |property, GU master plan development, and traffic diverted from Preferred Alternative. This project therefore causes no changes in

54-1, 54-3, 54-12, Prospect Street. access rights to that property. GU Master Plan Development is

60-8, 74-3, 77-7, taken into consideration for the studies. The trips diverted from the

77-20 Prospect Street entrance are accounted for.

76-2, 77-19 BI  |What about an EIS for the traffic situation at 34th and Prospect The FEIS does discuss project impacts at 34th and Prospect.

181-1, 81-6, 89-18 BJ Wg\ring traffic to Canal Road it would reduce congestion on two | Traffic may increase on Canal Road but it will not have a noticeable|
of the three additional sides of campus. It will increase congestion [effect. See Section 4.2.2.a of the EIS for discussion on changes to
on Foxhall Road. travel patterns.

11-9, 19-3, 24-5, BK  |The lack of analysis, not to mention any differentiation among The preferred alternative (Alternative 2A - Modified) has

30-3, 43-2, 43-3, alternatives, of the visual impacts on the Palisades makes the 4(f)  |[significantly reduced the impacts to the Palisades. The 4(f)

60-5, 88-2, 89-8 Statement sadly perfunctory. Statement has addressed the taking of Park property for each

alternative.

60-11 BL  |We are concerned by the Section 4(f) exchange of property to The National Park Service will assist GU to locate the best available}

compensate for the use of the Park Service property that is needed.
A mention is made of a parcel along the western edge of GU, but
the most environmentally sensitive part of the Canal is along the
southern edge of campus. [t is not clear that there is any parcel
along the western part of the campus that would benefit the Canal.

|parcel.
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Public Comments on the DEIS and Responses

Document ID # - | Group Comment Response
Comment #
189-7 BM |The DEIS does not satisfy the 4(f) criteria in demonstrating that no |The FHWA believes that the 4(f) Statement does demonstrate that

feasible or prudent alternatives exist.

no feasible or prudent alternatives exist.

77-14, 89-16, 94-1, BN  |Has a scenic easement been dedicated? 'Has an appraisal been done | The exchange will not be made until an alternative has been

95-1 for the 2.5 acres of scenic easement? If so, is it adequate to cover |[selected.
the 20% match? If so, has the easement been placed in escrow?

What arrangements exist to reimburse the 20% match for the $1.2
Million committed to the project to date?

90-5 BO  |The particular parkland involved in this project was apparently This parkland was not acquired under the Capper Crampton Act.
acquired under the Capper Crampton Act of 1937, which requires
the sign-off of the Governors of Maryland and Virginia before the
use of that parkland can be changed.

77-13, 90-2 BP |GU had agreed to offer 6.5 acres of scenic easement in return for  |In the Legislation for this project in 1987 and the Memorandum of
National Park Service land. Suddenly National Park Service is Agreement prepared for this project in 1991, it is stated that 2.5
willing to take 2.4 acres. Where is the documentation for the acres will be dedicated as a scenic easement.
change in conditions? Was this change legal?

77-6, 89-9, 90-4 BQ  |[Is there not a requirement that the EIS discuss each 4(f) property  The 4(f) statement is included in the EIS for each 4(f) property.
and prove each avoidance alternative?

189-10 BR  |The DEIS acknowledges that the construction area encompasses an |A visual review of the property revealed that there is a low potemiaTl
old troliey line and GU's own maintenance facilities which are for contamination.
listed as potentially contaminated. The National Park Service
cannot accept contaminated lands as part of an exchange of
properties.
77-8 BS  |Why is the history of oil spills on campus not discussed in the EIS? |There is no indication that oil spills have occurred on lands that

Where are the soil surveys? Where is the remediation discussed?

would be used for the project.
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General of DOT. Review of the EIS, and related materials from
Freedom of Information Act requests, indicates a persistent pattern
of suppression, omission, and distortion of information.

Document ID # - | Group Comment Response
Comment #

77-9 BT |Has the National Park Service responded to the possible Contamination of land beyond the project impact limits is beyond
contamination of its lands in and around Archbold Glover Park? the scope of the EIS.

15-6 BU  [How could a "demonstration project” focused on GU's Canal Road |The purpose of the study is to improve access to the entrance. On-
entrance fail to study any on-campus traffic flows and how they campus traffic flows were studied to determine impacts.
might contribute to better traffic dispersal into the street grid?

15-7,20-3, 42-1, BV  |The focus of the study was too narrow and does not address This is not meant to be a regional study. The study only documents

65-2, 74-1, 77-23, neighborhood or regional traffic problems. impacts associated with the project. Impacts will not occur on a

77-24, 80-1 regional basis.

31-1, 74-2 BW  [The DEIS contains incomplete, misleading and false information. |The FHWA is not aware of any incomplete, misleading or false

information.
1895 BX  |Is there not a requirement that the DEIS fully disclose all The DEIS and FEIS does disclose these items.
controversy surrounding the project, all unresolved issues, all other
federal actions (including other grants to GU and other FHWA
projects in the immediate vicinity), in order to provide a realistic
assessment of the impact of the project?

77-3, 77-16, 77-21 BY |Where does the EIS assess the option of : 1) restricting deliveries to |[TSM and TDM alternatives are discussed in Section 2.1.1. Clean
off-peak hours 2) eliminating all coal use to bring the existing air standards at the utility plant are outside the scope of this study.
utility plant into compliance with the clean air standards and 3) Very few, if any, deliveries are made during the peak travel periods.
satellite parking/bus options?

77-25 BZ |A formal complaint has been filed with the office of the Inspector- [The FHWA does not agree with the characterization of our actions

on this project. Any complaints with the Inspector-General are not
released for public distribution and therefore are outside the scope
of the EIS.
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by GU must be reviewed with more than ordinary care.

Public Comments on the DEIS and Responses
Document ID # - | Group Comment Response
Comment #
65-3, 77-17, 77-26 CA  |History suggests strongly that filings by GU or information supplied|All information has been reviewed with care.

77-27 CB  |Where is evidence that the commuters from Virginia and Maryland [There have been advertisements in the newspapers.
were informed? Where are responses or concerns from those
parties?
15-1 CC  |The Canal Road Project is entitled a "demonstration project”. What | This project is to demonstrate that motor vehicle access at a major
will this project demonstrate? traffic generator can be improved without decreasing the efficiency
of a Federal-aid primary highway. The proposed action is a
congressional mandate,
15-5 CD  |Estimates in the DEIS for maintenance costs of any alternative but |[Maintenance includes annual costs associated with maintenance and}
"No-Build" appear very low. On what basis were they calculated? [operation activities, such as signal maintenance, electric bills, pump
Do these maintenance estimates include repaving and pot-hole |maintenance, bridge inspection, etc. It does not include any
filling costs, or snow removal only? reconstruction or major rehabilitation costs.
33-3 CE |ANC 3D would be unfairly effected by these proposed changes. The FHWA is not aware of unfair effects to ANC 3D. Proposed
changes do not affect the origin or destination of campus traffic.
Thus travel northwest of the campus is virtually unchanged.
47-1 CF |All of the alternatives assume rational, civic-minded behavior on  |All alternatives are based on standard assumptions such as those
the part of motorists. mentioned.
48-4, 54-4 CG  |Please include estimates instead of asterisks for 1996 and 2016 A different model has been used so that values for all alternatives

under the No-Build, 2 and 2A Alternatives in Table 4-2,

and time frames are calculated. See Section 4.2 of the FEIS.
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Document ID # - | Group Comment Response
Comment #

54-7, 54-8, 80-2 CH |Conditions in the Foggy Bottom/West End area relating to There is no noticeable effect to the traffic in Foggy Bottom/West
pedestrian safety, traffic vibrations, and air and noise pollution have|End. It is estimated that there is an increase of less than 0.5% of the
either not been addressed at all in the DEIS or been examined only [intersection volume at 27th St./K St./Whitehurst intersection.
very superficially. Normal daily traffic fluctuations are in the 2-3% range. All

pedestrian safety impacts associated with the project are discussed.

70-2 CI At various times GU said that an underpass would be built, when it |An EIS must analyze the full range of reasonable alternatives, both
seems obvious that GU was planning an "at-grade" crossing that roadway and non-roadway. The FHWA is the governing agency
would create a bigger traffic jam. for the EIS, not GU.

75-1 CJ  |The project will reduce response time for emergency services, as  |Your comment is noted. Please refer to Sections 3.1.3 and 4.2.1¢ of]
well as traffic and pedestrian safety. the DEIS.

{51-9 CK |Inaccurate drawings (assume Figures 4-1 to 4-4 in DEIS) indicate a|Yes, Figures 2-2 to 2-5 and 4-1 to 4-4 were corrected in the FEIS.
retaining wall in Section A-A. Is this suppose to be Section C-C?

18-1 CL  |All affected parties should appoint leaders to represent them at a Your comment is noted, however, this type of conference is not
direct problem-solving conference. required to complete the EIS.

50-1 CM  |Requesting information. Information was provided.

94-4, 95-2 CN  [The legislation does not give any authority for either Federal or The preferred alternative, (Alternative 2A - Modified) would not

district condemnation of private property.

impact the Rider's Fund property.
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Grace Bateman DOCUMENT 3

September 22, 1995

Mr, Arthur Hill
Federal Highway Administration
Suite 750
820 First Street, N.E.
Washington, D.C. 20002
RE: Proposed Modification to Cana)l Road, N.W. == =
Dear Mr. Hill:

Enclosed are my written comments on the draft environmental
impact statement on the proposed Canal Road, N.W. project.

I testified at the September 19, 1995 public hearing, and I
respectfully submit these written comments to supplement the
statement that I made at the hearing.

Thank you for your consideration,

Sincerely yours,

Grace Bateman

wpbpipp, WASHINGTON, D.C. 20007
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TESTIMONY OF GRACE BATEMAN ON THE CANAL ROAD PROJECT
Federal Highway Administration Hearing

September 19, 1995

My name is Grace Bateman. I have served two terms as a member
of Advisory Neighborhood Commission 2E, and currently am active in
a number of civic organizations in Georgetown. I am here today to
encourage the Federal Highway Administration to select Canal Road

Alternative 2 or 2A.

Current Conditions Are Intclerable

For the past 15 years that I have lived on the west side of
Georgetown I have watched traffic conditions grow steadily worse.
Today, 4,300 cars, trucks, and buses travel over our narrow
regidential streets daily on their way into and out of the
Georgetown University campus. Conditions crescendo from 5 to 8
p.m, as hundreds of cars back up on 34th and 35ch Streets,
polluting cthe air, blocking parking spaces, and making it
impossible for an ambulance or fire truck to get through. All this
occurs because the current road configuration makes it impossible
for commuters to be where they should be: on Canal Read, an
arcterial roadway, instead of on Georgetown's local streets.

in the coming years, unless something is done about the Canal
Road situation, these conditions will only grow worse. Not because
Georgetown University will have more commuters when the University
reaches complete buildout. Fortunately the D.C. Board of Zoning

I
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Adjustment has imposed a parking cap of 4,080 spaces on campus and
our residential parking permit program prohibits commuters Erom
parking on our residential streets. Traffic conditions will grow
worse simply because of the growth in non-University traffic
volumes in our neighborhood that will occur over the next 20 years

regardless of what is built on the GU campus.

Alterpatives 2 ang 28 Are The Best Choices

The Federal Highway's Administration’s Draft Environmental
Impact Statement presents a detailed, painstaking analysis of the
impacts of five alternative approaches to the Canal Road problem.
The appended correspondence with residents and community
organizations that has been ongoing since 1993 illustrates that
every conceivable question related to this project has been asked
and answered several times over.

Moreover, the FHWA's cthree public meetings and four
newsletters have continued to keep the community informed as the
project has developed. The addition of Alternative 2A midway in
the EIS process--an alternative that grew out of these community
discussions--demonstrates that the FHWA's community information and
involvement process has indeed worked.

The Draft EIS evaluates the impacts of four build alternatives
and a neo-build alternative. The no-build alternative is clearly
unacceptable because it deoes nothing to solve the traffic and
environmental problems that thousands of University-related cars,

buses, and trucks are creating every day on our residential



DOCUMENT 3

BLreers

Alternatives 3 and 4, the overpass and the underpass, would
solve our traffic problem but would have major negative wvisual
impacts, would involve massive construction that would cause
congiderable neighborhood disruption, and are both very costly.

Alternative 2 and Alternative 2A would alsoc solve our traffic
problem. Both of these Alternatives have the least visual impact,
could be constructed guickly and with minimal disruption, and, with
price tags of $1.7 million each, are the least costly. Woreover,
these Alternatives will not have a significant negative impact on
our neighbors who wuse Canal Road for their daily commute.
Alternative 2 will result in only a 10 to 15 second delay in the
travel time for commuters who use Canal Road to travel to and from
downtown from neighborhoods to the north and west of cthe
University, and Alternative 2A will result in only a 6 te 10 second
delay.

In addition, both Alternative 2 and Alternative 2A are
"forgiving" alternatives. Once the construction is completed and
the traffic signal is installed, the timing of the signal and cthe
uge, if any, of the Prospect Street entrance by commuters can be
adjusted to minimize any negative traffic impacts that might occur
in the surrounding communities while ameliorating traffic
conditions on Georgetown's local streets.

Finally, a word about the specter of development of the
Riders' Fund Property on the Palisades adjacent to the University's

Canal Road entrance. It is fortunate that all segments of

DOCUMENT 3

the community--residents, business, the University, the National
Park Service, the Commission of Fine Arts, and the FHWA--agree that
there should be no development whatsoever on this parcel. These
groups can be counted upon to vigorously oppose any development.

infortunately, some individuals whe prefer the "no build*
alternative for other, unrelated, reasons have seized upon the
Riders’ Fund issue as an excuse for choosing the "no build*
alternative. They have attempted to persuade those who are less
knowledgeable about the merits of the Canal Road project that any
change to Canal Road will aur.omat.icaliy result in the construction
townhouses on the Riders’ Fund site.

The FHWA has committed to the community that it will not go
forward with any improvement to Canal Road if cthe improvement would
result in the development of the Riders’ Fund property. There are
several alternative approaches for blocking development of this
site, including condemnation of the property or exchange of the
property for another developable site. Regardless of how this
problem is resolved, the FHWA should not allow the Riders’ Fund
Property controversy to further delay or to stop this much-needed
project.

The goal of the Canal Road project is to improve the
inctolerable traffic conditions in Georgetown, at a minimum cost,
and with minimum impact on other communities. Alternatives 2 and
2A do this. A solution to this problem is long overdue. I urge the

FHWA to move forward quickly with Alternative 2 or 2A.
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PROSEKAUER ROSE GORTZ & MENDRELSUEN

washington, D.C. 20036~2336

y " PR
Fax transmission problems: (202) 416-6885

TAX COVER FAOE
T0: Arthur Hill, FHWA Regional Director PHONE: 523=0163
FAX: 523-0181 DATE: Novembar 1, 1993
FROM: David C. Beok CLIBNT: 0075-000

TOTAL NUMBER OF PAGES, INCLUDING COVER BHEET: 1
& & &
To whom this may concarn:

As a resident of Maryland who commutes daily to and from
downtown D.C. along the Clara Barton Parkway and Canal Read, I
winh to express my strong oppoeition to the {:aponal to add a
signal to Canal Road, and make other disruptive changes, solely
to benefit Georgetown University. It would be unconscionable to
ume scarce public monies to fund a project that would (1) damage
the environment; (2) degrade already terrible traffic conditions;
(3) threaten tha District's infrastructure; and (4) replaca
greenway with davelopment. This is particularly true where the
#ole baneficiary of thies project would be a private inetitution.
rhnumnct to prevent this illconceived project from golng
forwardl

Sinceraly

David C. Beok

PIARBOTIA RSV /095 10:4Pmm
WATTE FEh 0230 (Bal )

18-25- 1995 5.04FM FROM SPCAKIRSCHMER BIKOFF 29
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Qctober 25, 1995

Mr. Arthur Hill, Division Adminisitator
Federal Highway Administration
Union Cenler Plaz, Ste 750

K20 Firsg S, NE

Washingten, DC 20002

Dear Mr, Hill,

As residents of the Hillandals commmaity located on 39th and Regervoir Rds, my hasband and [ are
strongly jpposed 1o the propesal 10 alies the current traffic seccss on Canal RA. Any additional
resmictigns on Canal Rd will oaly cxacerbate the cnrrent problems on Reservoir R, particularly near the
wniversity's facilities.

Most of he probleons on Reservolr are dug 10 the Fact that Georgetown University has fuled to provide

adequatd parking for users of their property. The univerdty mast sddress thess problems and look for

alernatiye solutions. (viven the current financial sinaation of the District, it is outrageous 1o spend pubdic

money id improve access fo the university off Canal Rd. while peighboring tagpayers must suffor negative
20 concems for what mighi result a¢ explostation of the trac of land

. We have
inchaded|in the "trug” oo Canal Rd
It is tirng the Eysiem pay heed 10 those residents who have chosen 1o remain i the Disirict and lend their
support theough taxes and by conducting busintss with neighboring vendors,

Sincerely,
kalf

Linda Bi}
Washingion, D 20007
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10/19/95

Dear Mr. fena:
We respectfully request that you consider the
many hours of time that we as commuters from

0C to Virginia have to waste creeping toward

Key 8ridge via Canal Road. While the situation

is currently dreadful every working day of our
lives, we expect it to worsen if Georgetown u.

adds its own road and 1ight at that choke point.
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September 1%, 1995

Hearing Examiner
Federal Highway Administration

In The Matter of Proposed FHA Canal Road-Georgetown
University Project

We and countless of our neighbors favor the No Build option
for the proposed project at the South Entrance to Georgetown

B ‘
University.
The EIS fails to assess the severe negative impact the

D 2 l proposed project is likely to have on neighborhoods to the west
A of the campus, including Foxhall village. Nor does the EIS

examine the egnvironmental implications of this project leading

3 ] to the opening up for development of the so-called Riders' Trust

tract adjacent to the university.
Commercial developments anticipated on the Georgetown campus

4 depend heavily on the proposed FHA project. The project would
V further such developments and lead to detrimental environmental
impacts.
We oppose the project. * &
P B
Ann Bray _)'
oA
/,f(@u,‘/ KL{E
W Bray

wWashington, D.C. 20007
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& THOMAS H. SULLEIT, IR
September 23,1995 . s
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MEMORANDUM S
Mr. Arthue Hill
PHWA
£20 First Street NW ~ October 19, 1995
Washinglon Do 20002
RE: CANAL ROAD PROJECT
BY TELECOPY
Dear Mr. Hill. 70; Persons on Attached Distribution List
1 am a long time G;wge::::;exidem wha currently re_s:id<:::_;1e - FROM: Thomas N. Bulleit, JM
- [ wou toexpress my suppodt for a liberali F al Road
entrance to Geotgetown University from Canal Road. My daily RE: Proposed "Georgetown Changes to Can
activities frequently involve me in very heavy uaffic flow on 34th or 35th i
Street 03 [ attempi 1o return 1o my home. [t is clear that a large of West Bethesda, M tand. 1 ngly oppose the
contributor to this evening traffic jam is the traffic exiting Georgetown As a resident of Wes al Highway Administration
University from Prospect Street, 1 roposal of Georgetown University and the Federal NE: entrapce and make
; F & o atall a traffic light on Canal Road at the Georgel 7 currently
Aradfic signal ot the i jon of the University entrance allowing the other proposed traffic and 4 estion i already a rush bour
Virginia tratfic to move towards Key Bridge would significantly alleviate contemplated. The stretch °fW31 m&":n 4 Virginia commuters headed to or
he 34th and 35th Street congestion. nightmare for thousands of Marylan w1d provide a small benefit for
2 | from downtown. The proposed changes ‘;" o at the considerable expense
An impenant neighborhood consideration in all this is the fact that some J relatively few Georgetown emplﬂll'“:h’:\ﬂd be defeated.
of ill-will ds the University is d by the perception that of all of these commuters. The plan
it is the University which has created this difficolty inour midst. At a time
of improving town/gown relations, this is an unfortunate perception. Attachment
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GeorceTowN UNversiTy Mepicat, CENTER

¢ am Advisory Neighborhood Commission 2E

Lowsano: Cancer CenTER & ald Lttt Cancw Corser
Riweed + Eduiinn = Freotment St bty et Gt
- ¢ Jecar 3100

Deparment of Surgery

P et September 30, 1895
o B Burne MO, FAC i
et ol N Mr. Arthur Hill, Division Administrator
December 6, 1995 Lo ain ™™ Fedoral Highway Administration
e Union Center mu. Suite 760

James M. Wagner 820 First Street, N 2 i

Vice-President for Administrative Services Washington, D, C. 2000

A Healy By Fax to (202) 623-0181

Dear Mr. Wagner: Dear Mr, Hill:

Asa facully mc-rnber who oceasionally uses the Canal Road entrance to the University, 1 have
followed the p g for upgrade of this entrance with interest. It seems to me that there is a
solution 1o this problem which would result in minimal dlsruptlon of traffic flow and would not
require extensive ion (and theref 1 impact public hearings,
etc.), and | wonder if this alternative has been considered.

Briefly, allowing U-tums at either end of the present median strip would accomplish the same
goal as the plans to 2llow left turns into and out of the The followi 1 aof
lane designation would be necessary. 1) At the north end, there would be a need for two turn
lanes instead of just one - the far left Jane for U-turns only and the next lane over for vehicles
travelling north on Canal Road. There is presently space for two turn lanes, and this situation
does indeed exist during the afternoon rush hour. In fact, during the afterncon rush hour, it is
quite simple to make a U-turn (illegally) since there is no oncoming traffic when the light is
green. It might prove to be necessary to limit the flow of traffic out of the entrance 1o avoid
backups on Canal Road. 2) An the south end, an additional lane would be needed to allow one
lane for right turns onto the Whitehurst Freeway, one lane 1o proceed straight onto M Street and
one lane for U-turns. This portion of the road could be widened to accomodate three lanes by
using the space currently occupied by an unused ramp down to K Street.

While I am giving unsolicited advice, 1 will add tha: I have long been an advocate of an entrance
to the Medical Center from Canal Road. A double-lane road past the toll gate, north of
McDonough Gym, and below Yates Ficldhouse would allow access to Garage 2 and Reservoir
Road. 1 understand additional parking facilities are being planned, and | have no doubt you have
considered this and other possibilities. 1 hope you find my suggestions helpful.

Sincerely yours,

Robert R, Buras, M.D,

ar

A Comperhensive Cancer Centes Designated by he Matianl Cancer Inscitute
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Re: Canal Road Entrance Projoct

We the undersi N of Advisory Nelghborhood C .
As we stated at our 8 d-l meoting on September 26, wa oppose any of the build
alternatives presented; we mh to put on record our colloctive position regarding the
Draft E

Wa are troubled that, it ng $1.2 million, FHWA has failed to address
tters that have tedl; heenrund in pubhcmeeﬁnau and correspondenca:

. FHWA has failed to resolve the title and access rights for the Riders Trust

pnporty An ‘must be clenr from \rirtuall:r every voice raised during this review
t on this property is unnmepl,ah ‘Tn raise

ccnal:meuon ulhmsu\ral that could trlu«r lopment rights bl

. FHWA has railsd m provide evidence of the traffic impact on the overall

To project without any evidence of ita impact on
our constituents’ da[lylivec in to ask that we blindly hope no harm will come. In light
of the air and noise pollution that are Lable, this is a risk we cannot
take.

. FHWA has failed to provide any detalled information about the traffic impact
during construction. This is & true cost, s it could overwhelm our communities for
more than a year. The cass documentation suggests at most a single through lane of
traffic on Canal Road during rush hours, with detouring commuters diverted to
Reservoir Road. (During non-rush hours, all traffic would apparently be diverted o
Reservoir Road.)

. FHWA has failed to assess the impact of future Georgetown University bulld-

out, i.e,, action to complete some or all of the 3.8 million square foot addition allowed in
the current GU Master Plan. Your argument that the project doesn't entail such
development in no way mitigates what it may facilitate. burdens on Canal Road,
on the Canal Wall, and on our neighborhoods would be as real in either event.
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Instead, the DELS causes us to believe that:
. !E;vl:l;::. underestimated the cost of even the minimal projects, both in

. FHWA has underesti d the complexity and threat t precious resources,
tne]a:rdin; the 130-year-old concreto water mains upon which the [‘),ilu-icl.«aiepeng;or
waler,

- FHWA traffic atudies - such ag they are conflict with dves i
premines, thelr observations, ludl'.hei: m: ematics, it thetuselves i thete

. FHWA would similarly despoil the historic C & O Canal. The Canal Wall ig

fragile and could not withetand the blasting and additional weight involved in

construction, much lesa the greater burden of Increased traffic that would be
by & GU build-sut,

All of thess concerns Move us to oppase any bulld alternative at this time,

We will use our beat efforts to assure that such Federal dollars as are available will be
uaed to the benefit of the Freater Georgetown community, working toward a long-
rangs resolution of the heavy traffic burden that plaguss all our neighborhoods,

Our constituents believe that there is an srea-wide traffic problem which ineludes -
but is far from limited to - University traffic. Our ition to this project rests on its

narrow focus on Canal Road slone; jts like! negative impacts and future
development consequences gre absant fram the DEIS,

Sincerely,
(dfa‘rl& ka rd /:s/ —'t"jq.n..\su»lréome'.,,;l
Westy Byrd, Commiasinner

Judith Dallsanmayer, Commiasioner

Brian Harrington, Commissioner

Prcety ot

Beverly Jost, Commissioner
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FHWA - Canal Road Entrance Project
at Georgetown University

COMMENT SHEET

All comments are due by Sept. 30, 1995
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Washington D.C. 20007

August 30, 1995

HMr. Arthur Hill

FHWA

820 First Street, NE
Suite 750
Washington, DC 20002
Dear Mr. Hill:

We are writing to express our fervent support for the Canal
Road project that will divert overwhelming traffic from Prospect
Street. Our neighborhood has become glutted with traffic and
attendant pollution that early city planners never could have
foreseen. We now need a remedy. FPlease implement one of the Canal
Road alternatives, preferably alternative 2.

Sincerely,
Lo VWSS

H. Russell Cort
Louisa V. W. Schwartz

DOCUMENT 14

ALrrRep W. CORTESE, JR.
T

WastivoTox, D.C. 200301085

‘e e
o e

August 31, 1995
Dear Mr. Hill:

As a Georgetown resident (1430 33rd Street, N.W.), [ urge FHW,
to approve any plan that would reduce congestion in our neighborhood
resulting from Georgetown University commuters. In particular, 1
commend the plans that would open direct access 1o Canal Road from GTU
trzffic and close the Prospect Street access. Any plan that would improve
traffic flow on Georgetown's already overcrowded sireets without severely
impacting access o Georgetown or points beyond is in everyone's interest.
Also very important is permilting non-stop direct access to the Whitehurst
Freeway for Canal Road traffic and breaking the boulleneck at M Street and
Key Bridge which backs up traffic for blocks east and nonth of M Street,

Please let me know how the various planned aliematives address
these problems.

Sincerely,

)

Mr. Arthur Hill

FHWA

820 First Street, MW,
Suite 750

Washington, D.C. 20002

ce: Ms. Jonda McFarlane
ANC 2E-06
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Judith Dollenmayer
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ot g sl
Washington DC 20007-2508 RSN

Mr. Arthur Hill

Division Administrator

Federal Highway Administration
Union Center Plaza, Suite 750

B20 First 5t. NE
Washington, DC 20002 By FAX; (202) 523-0181
re: Canal Rd. Entrance DEIS

September 29, 1995

Dear Mr. Hill:

| wish to make additional comments for the record, cn me DEIS for the upgrade of the
Canal Rd. Entrancs to a U I d ather for the
record al lhe Septembar 19 public hearing at M, Vernon College, and via a letter irom
mysalf and thres other ANC commissionars from ANC 2E whao favor the "No Build®
oplion.

B The Canal Road upgrade is entitled a “demonstration project.” Whal will this
project demonstrale?

® By law, the FHA can do nothing that will increase trafiic load on the Whitehurst
Freeway. Whera is evidence thal the larger entrance will maintain current levels of
wraffic on the Whitehurst Freeway? |l FHA has no evidence, how can il procead with
this project?

®  Nine schools or hospital facilities with a schoeal
University's) within 1.4 mies of the choked intersection of Canal ancl Fa:llall Ads.

ion during and all rush hours. (These are Our Lady of
Vielory, St. John's Devalopment Cemer 8L Palrick's, The Lab School, Gecrgetown
Day Lower Schoel, H'mlr School, ML Veman College, Convent of the Visitation and [i [in
the Hospital on Mac Arthur Blwd. and Foxhall).
HasFHRstudledﬂlwmlsonlmﬁcﬂuw? If not, why not?

= An official of the Convent of the Vishation testified at the Sept. 18 public heating
in lavor of @ "Build" oplion, ciling the schools concern for traffic congestion on 35th
Streel. Georgetown Day has worked with its nei 1o mitigate by
scheduling sarlier opening hours and a dedicaled enlrance with lraffic officer 1o speed
parent drop-offs. Have FHA sludies i jed the schools contribution to
raffic congestion, with approximately 400 trips per day in student drop-off and pick-up?
I not, why not?
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®  Esiimates contalned In the DEIS for costs of any al but "No
Bulid,” dlummmamnmw sppaar very low. Onwhalbam
were they caleulated? Do thesa include repaving and pot-hole
fiting costs, or snow emoval anly?

®  How could a "demonstration project” focused on tha university's Canal Road
entrance fall to study any ol s traffic flows and how they might contribute to
better traffic dispersal into the street grid both north and east of the campus, as wall as
south and west? No solution to an area-wide traffic problem will emerge from such a
narrowly focused project. Our community fears that, if this project becomaes “the
answer,” no workable answer that imvolves federal or local funds will be forthcoming for
years to coma. Hence our concern to "get it right,” not just to "get it done.”

Mr. James Sinnatte of FHA said at the Septamber 26 meeting of ANC 2E that this
demonstration project's focus, and thus the fecus of the EIS stucies, was only on Canal
Road itself. This shows the project's fundamantal Haw: lack of a holistic approach 1o a
much larger problem — of which the Canal Road site i a result, not & cause. Consider
that Canal Road on the segment betwaen Foxhall and Key Bridge -- the only focus of
FHA study - is the narmow end of a mult-lane funnel. Flowing into that funnel are
Canal Road's one-way influx from Maryland and Virginia (no a.m. left tums are
pormitted omo Ganal from the DC access, Arizona Avenus) — 4 lanes from Maryland
and 4 from Virginia streaming into 2 on Canal Road; plus MacArihur Bivd. (2 lanes);
Foxnall Road (2 lanas). So the segment of Canal Road by the entrance project caries
tha Input of at least 6 lanes. Today, at any time between 7:30 and 10:30 a.m. an
eastbound commuter may walt from 3 1o § changes of light at Canal and Foxhall to
enter that segment. The DEIS study of inflows to this segment from north and west of
the University is entirely lacking, focusing only on the and its

For these d’u\xled reasons — in addition to iarger wmmne of lax base,
1 support the "No Bulld” alternalive.

Thank you lor lhe epportunity to comment.

Bly yours,

&ﬁ.mwm‘»]f\

Judith Bellanmayer
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August 29, 1995

Mr. Arthur Hill
FHWA, Suite 750

820 First S, NE
Washington, DC 20002

Dear Mr. Hill:

1 am a resident of Georgerown and live in the vicinity of the university. [ support Al

2, the installation of an at grade waffic light allowing left turns from Georgetown University
onto Canal Road. Thank you for your time and attention to this matter.

Sincerely,
wa Q;Qvn»?/—"‘"—"‘“‘-—
Maura J. Donovan

fec o
Washingron, DC 20007
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September 19, 1995

Mr. Arthur Hi11

Division Administrator

Federal Highway Administration
820 First Street, NE, Suite 750
Washington, DC 20002

Dear Mr. Hill,

As a resident of the Palisades area for 45 years, and as a past
president of the Palisades Citizens Association, | am very
worried about the impact of any changes to the Canal Road
entrance of Georgetown University. For this reason, | had a
long conversation with Congresswoman Eleanor Holmes Norton on
September 12.

Mrs. Norton is quite familiar with the traffic congestion that
occurs during every morning and evening rush hour on Canal
Road, because she at one time had two children in Georgetown
Day School, which has its only entrance and exit on MacArthur
Boulevard at ( Street, N.W. She is very sympathetic to the
problems caused by traffic congestion, and is alse aware of
the legitimate concerns of Georgetown University and the
Georgetown Citizens Association to relieve the crowding on
Georgetown's narrow streets.

i It was suggested by Mrs. Norton that the affected parties

appoint leaders to represent them at a direct problem-solving

CL conference. She thinks that such a meeting should start early
in the day, and keep going for one or two days until a
compromise solution is reached. Ooing nothing will not be
satisfactory to the University or the citizens of Georgetown.
Adding to traffic congestion on Canal Road will not be
acceptable to the thousands of District residents who use
the route almost daily.

I do not believe Congresswoman Norton has a huge community
meeting in mind. The principal parties would elect representa-
tives and give them authority to thrash out an agreement.
Personally, | hope that the solution will involve spending a
minimum of federal taxpayers' funds since there are currently
so many pressing needs in our sociely.
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FAX MESSAGE
Page Two
September 19, 1995
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RAE: Georgetown University's proposal for new entrance on Canal Road
Mr. Hill, it would be great if you could offer a comfortable

meeting room where food could be served. Thank you for your

consideration of this proposal! 1 look forward to hearing from 1 |
you soon,

| strongly oppose Georgetown University's to add a new entrance with a traffic light end

special traffic lanee on Canal Acad.
Retpectfully, . As s of the Pali D.C. neighborhood, | have been a daity commuter along
« p / i the MacArthur Bivd/Canal Road route for several years. This area already has two
{‘L ALl L serlous traffic bottlaneck during rush hour and during the weekend when people go into
ichard Enqland Georgetown. (MacArthur/Foxhall/Canal and Canal/Whitehurst/Key Bridge/ M SL) An
S 2 ‘ additionsl light with cars tuming into and coming from G.U. would commute would greatly

BF exascarbate this tough traffic situation,

As a past resident of Bureith and Georgetown, close neighbor of the University and a
G.U. alumna, | have not noticed any problems with their existing entrances and exits.
And it would be a disaster it all the existing traffic carried by Canal Road were 10 be re-
routad to Reservoir Road with its gency hospital etc.

| am also concerned about the impact of construction on the C & O Canal walis and the
BK 3 rock palisades above the canal. The canal ia en extraordinary urban park resource which
A x 4 must b_e protected.

Piease use your influence to stop this il-considered proposal. Thank you.

Sincerely,

Deborah Estes
Washington, DC 20016
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To: Secretary Foderico Pena
366-7952
From: Krista Eveland
Date October 20, 1995
Re: Proposed traffic light on Canal Road

B

Asaus!damufWuhlngmn, DC living on Macsurthur Boulevard, ] can attest to the
Cipathe’ i Rt 1 ?

g rush. ks which secur at the intersection of Boxhall
BF 1 and MacArthur Boulevard. Traffic is already a huge problem in this area and the
addition of a traffic light would be devastating nat only to the neighborhood but also
2 1o the commuters that are a large partof D.C's work force. 1strongly object to
F Georgetown University and the Federal Highway Administration’s ’

3 proposal.
BV
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October 23, 1995

Arthur Hill

FHWA. Regional Director

20 First Sireet, NE/Suite 750
‘Washington, DC 20576

Dear Mr. Hill:

‘We are very opposed to Georgetown University's plans to add a traffic light and lanes only
for GU 10 Capal Road, NW. We oppose these plans for the following reasons:

1. During the construction period of up 1o two years, commuter traffic would be detoured 10
Reservoir Road, only one lane of waffic would be pennitted oa Canal Road.

1 Afier construction the new stoplight would add a third bottlencck 10 an already conjested
comidor

3. More traffic would be g d by a planned build. of Georgetown University, about
the size of the Peatagon. This traffic would use the new eatrance.

4. The rock palisade above Canal Road would be blasted away to add (our more lanes for GU
1affic,

5. The blasting would endanger the wall of the C & O Canal and the DC water mains.

6. The new road would trigger development on a preseatly landlocked piece of land above the
Canal

Thaok you for your consideration.

e o

Washington, DC 20007
(202)333-9029

IVEANTD X400 O8YS FEE IO IVd 060
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The Board 1
the Canal Road entrance into a major access for the University.

THE PALIS/ DES CITIZENS' ASSC TL DOCUMENT 22

SREEEEESIRENY. PALISADES STATION, WASHINGTON, —v cuu.u

September 27, 1995

M. Arthur Hill, Division Administrator
Federal Highway Administration
Union Center Plaza, Suite 750

820 First Street, NE

Washington, DC 20002

Dear Mr. Hill,

AtitsSeplember 10th Board of Di g, the Palisad

Citizens Association Board

voled ummmuusly o suppoﬂ Alternative 1 {the No-Build option) of Ihe Draft Euvuonmental

Impact S

gimp s ‘E: Canal Road Un

gly opp toany al that would allowth: Umvemmo mvcn

The following concerns were exp I by Palisades Citizens Association board b
1. The Canal Road entrance is positioned mid-way between twomajor chokepoints for traffic
entering and leaving the District of Columbia-~the Foxhall Boulevard/Canal Road

intersection and Key Bridge. Rushhour delays atthese twop already considerabl

Additional traffic using the Canal Road entrance, and delays caused by lefi-hand turns info
and out of the University, would have serious consequences not only for the immediale
neighborhoods but for the City asa whole. Itisevendoubtful whether the transfer of a large

part of Georgetown University traffic to Canal Road would significantly lessen traffic on
Georgetown streets near the Prospect Street entrance.

Most or n'.l commuter traffic during construction wouid be rerouted to Reservoir Road, a
dium-sized City Street ini 7 C ion could last as long
as two years. [t would be a nightmare.

3. The construction of any of the Alternatives—-even the At-Grade Intersection--would
involve iderable blasting, thereby jeopardizing hundred-year—old water mains and

conduits that serve a large part of the City; it would also pose a threat to the historic
C & O Canal wall.

serving the area between the Polomae River. Foxhall Road. Leughboro Read. and the District Line

10

9
S,AW
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4. 1fthe Canal Road b apublic road—th | ofall but Al
1--a21/2acre parcel dby the Riders' Trust, locaied adj heproposed
would be made available for devel Sevent Iofomr t have been

proposed for this parcel. This would swmly worsen trafficand impactonthe Georgetown
landscape and unspoilt nature of the historic Canal arca.

4. Construction of a Canal Road entrance would open the way for Georgetown to go forward
with its Master Plan, which includes a pumber of high~density, multi-story buildings,
totaling 3.8 million square fect, enough space for 20,000 employees! Most of these

ployees would be using the already highly congested Whitehurst Freeway
and Canal Road/MacArthur Boulevard access. A larger Canal Road entrance would
ultimately create more congestion, not less, for everybody.

. 'I‘hcre are many other mlutmns tothe prrobﬁem poscd by the Prospect Street entrance. The
lest and most obvious is for G y to require all busses and trucks to
use the existing Canal Road entrance. This is apartial solution that could be enacted
immediately at no cost to anyone. We also feel that the university should discuss with the
\:ummuw)' the possibility of most eﬁcmﬂ!.y using the sc\rml cnmm to their campus—
lution that other urb: y towns have found most along with on—
campus changes that allow internal flow-through. [t makes no sense for all traffic to enter
via Prospect Street when a viable option is four or twoon the Georgetown
side, the existing right-turn only entrance on Canal Road (for traffic coming from the east,
orleaving to the west) and a right~tumn only entrance on Reservoir Road (for traffic coming
from the north and west, and leaving to the cast). Such a plan would require the University
to climinate the artificial division between the North and South Campus so that sorting and
flow-through could occur on the campus, and not on our fed city strects. Furth
a Reservoir Road entrance should be predicated on the University's providing parking
spaces fur allof i |ls employees so that they do not have to park in Georgetown. We need to

recpen whatever are yto lish this because University employ—
ees parking on City streets is a major cause of the lmfﬁc problems under discussion.

‘Weurge youto choose Alternative 1--No-Build, and to redirect the carmarked FHA funds
to a project that will help, rather than worsen, the traffic situation in the Nation's Capital.

Sincerely yours,

SesupFatlorn

Sally Ryllon
President
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Avery M. Farrar-Wellman
TR
Washington DC. 20007

October 24, 1995

Regionel Ditectur Arthor Hill
FHWA:

Tam writig ko voice my objechion with the Georgetuwn Universil J i
I 4 'y y Ealmece A thal
wtended or Canal Road. The loss of greenspace andfor the increased oongeﬂpi(n‘::nk: 5
the project entirely wnattractive. Further, | certainly hope that na public moneys would be
affucatal o essefially o private venture for privale benefil,

Sincerely,
e

Py

Avery M. F-W

SENT BY:

1]

I=13=30 + Y.uaak .
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. cary M. and Nanoy Yeldman ACTION

Dar PR naegnu. D 20852 =d lo

January 18, 1996
wi o

¥IA TELECOPIER

Mr. Federico Pena

T rtation 8 Y
Washingteon, D.C

Dear Mr. Pena:

I recently 1 d that Georget University i& urging the
Federal Highway Administration to add a traffic light on Canal Road
in the District of Columbia. I alsoc understand that thay ara
asking for the creation of Georgetown University-only lanes on
Canal Road. As soneone who uses Canal Road on a daily basis to
commute between my home and my office in Gaorgatown, I am very much
cpposed to those proposals. This commute is not an easy one to
begin with. There is virtually no margin for error on Canal Road
Bince there are no shoulders in the event of problems. The
construction on upper Canal Road or the Clara Barton Parkway was
enly recently completed and created a major traffic headacha. I
would hope that you will de everything in your powar to ensure that
these Georgetown proposala are not implemented.

If cne or both of these proposals go forward, I understand
that the following may happen:

. There will ba d s far
leng time.

truction that will last a

. Thare would be an additional traffic light to add to the
already existing bottlenecks on this main commuter route.

% Since Georgetown University ls planning a major
expansion, the traffic problems that would ba caused by
their proposals would be exacerbated for the rest of us.

& The rock palisade above Canal Road might be blasted away
and replaced by artificial retaining walls.

. If this blasting does take place, it also will endanger
the C&O Canal and the 100 year-old water maine that
supply the entire District of Columbia.

. The landlocked parcel above the Canal, which is now park
land, would be developed into townhouses, etc.
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SENT BY:

; : rgetown University as an asset to the Robert Ferguson
P tmhm “ﬁr?oﬁ.t%n pistrict of cColumbla in g.m“l't ! _
weat end of “ualu are likely to detract from the anv :om;n:: —
However, these prof t many for the penefit of too ev. r“ﬂ- G v
i i‘i‘nug;wmi;m:ax ?r:mr support in resisting these traffic
;:::::all.h -
si lllfzﬂ[-
\ Senator Chuck Robb
Fax. 224-R689
cary H) Faldman

Dear Senator Robb:

I am writing to protest the proposal made by Georg University 1o alter the
F 1l terrain and traffic panerns of the Canal Road area The canal and park-like landscape around
Canal Roed has to be one of the most beautiful parkways in the D.C. area. Protection for this
AC area should be granted as similarly maintained for George Washington Parkway and Rock

| Creek Parkway.

There are many arguments against this proposal which can best be reiterated by the
community action group ofganizing this protest. This group can be contacted by calling 202:
337-6505 or faxing 202-337-6504. [ am in agreement with all the arguments outlined by this
group,

Az a homeowner and resident of Fairfax county that must commute to Georgetown
daily, and constituent that has supported you at the voting booth, 1 ask that your office do
everything necessary to ensure that this proposal does not receive approval

Sincerely,
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= d Entrance Project PRESENTATION AT FHWA PUBLIC HEARING ON PROPOSED
FrA a?ae'éﬂ'r;f;m UTlIversity GEORGETOWN UNIVERSITY CANAL ROAD INTERCHANGE

= My name is Ronald R. Fletcher. | am a resident of Hillandale al George Town and an elected

COMME T SHEET member of Hillandale Home Owners Associalion's Board of .4, ~clors,

All ments are due by Sept. 30, 1995 *  Hillandale is locate North of Reservair Road and West of Thirty-ninth streel.
com . 30,

+  Hillandale's only access is Reservoir Road as thiry ninth street is signed 1o prevent iraffic
from entering or exiting to the North Hillandale Residents therefore have a vilal interest in

- whal happens 1o Resarvoir Road as we are land tocked if Reservoir becomes impassable for

}L"f‘f Al "\ (% J

any reason,

-LY.- bt

+  Reservoir Road is currenlly beyond its capacily during peak periods

= Reservoir is a four lane residential street not designed 10 be an arterial highway
There is parking on either side of Reservair making it a two lane sireel. There is
pasted no parking during peak periods in the direction of peak lraffic presumably to
altaw Iwo lanes in the direction of peak iraffic. These peak period restrictions are nol
in place on Reservoir at Foxhall and Reserveir becomes two lane prior to
intersecting with Wisconsin making Reservoir four lane for a shor distance including
the Norh side of Georgetown Universily, however the traffic is reduced to lwa lane
wilhin one-hall mile in each direction making Ihe short streleh of four lane of ittle or
no value in speeding traffic fiow. The no parking resiriction during peak periods is
never abserved out of rustration, Tonight September 17, 1985, which is nol atypical,
! counted eight itegally parked cars resiricling Reservoir to ene lane in the direction
of peak traffic, it ¥ 1 University has two on the Soulh
side of Reservair. I is difficutt 1o find a lime of the day when west bound traffic on
Reservoir is nol impeded by traffic trying 1o make 2 lefl lum into one of Georgelown
Universily's four on R ir. In short Reservoir is functionally a two lane
residential sireet with conditions that often reduce il lo one or no lanes of moving
tralfic;

* Nis common leaving Hillandale on Thiy-ninth to have 1o wait Ihrough more than
one cycle of the traffic light at Reservoir. While waiting to tum onlo Reservoir during

peak periods | have oflen observed [¢] y Hospilal
S fire equipment and police cars stuck in traffic. The current siluation is a public safely
Please add me issue as lo Hillandale Residents and ofher persons. required 1o use Reservoir or
Em the Project reliant on it for public salety reasons e.g. police, fire and ambulance access,,
‘Mailing List +  Furher aggravating the problem thirty-ninih sireel is a three lane residential street
: ;:{',F : with: one lane reserved for parking; one lane used by frusirated double parkers who
i i cannot find another spol; leaving one lane often not wide enough for emergency
PLACE TN DESIGNATED BOX i m i vehicles. Thity-ninth street based on ils current use is @ one o ro lane sireel,
AT THE PUBLIC HEARING . A prsinianSreint . ;::gmr[:c:;“ ir is. ing the historically desi wall on the South
OR MAIL TO: S
- — Nouag: y — + lis wiy g Uni wanls an access on Canal Road as its' two
Mr. Arthur Hill, Division Administrator, raald  [Slopehf~ accesses on Reservoir have become so congested as lo be nearly impassable.
Federal Highway Administration | A detress:
- Uni ter Pl Suite 750, »  The culpfils are:
Umm. Leq g o + Too many cars trying to fit on (oo kitle road - a problem nol being addressed here;
820 First Street, NE 1] s
W jshi 20002 Weagh,nuloy 0™ BF +  Georgetown University's failure 1o provide adequate parking for the users of their
Voo 2 oroperty, which is in large measure respansible for both the parking and the
[ Fax: 202 s23-0131 B Jezs 7 T congestion on Reservoir
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Hil!and_ale opposes any solulion to Georgelown Universily ingress and egress problems '

a3 which impedes lraffic on Canal Road e.g. additional traffic lights or prolonged constiuction. Fa
Impeding iraffic on Canal Road necessarily moves tralfic lo Reservoir as the only

reasonable allernative to Canal Road, which it cannot handle. It is unconscionable to spend

Ihe publics money lo improve Georgetown Universily's accessto € Soad while at the A Heey 1993
same lime exacerbaling the problem on Reservoir Road for which ¢ e largely T
fesponsiote.

4 |+ Hilandaie supports allernate one, the no build eption. y P P
Arthur Hill, Division Administrator
FHWA
820 1lst Street, HE - Suite 750
Washington, D.C. 20002

Dear Mr. Hill:

1i Please consider a suggestion for improvement in the traffic
BE pattern on Canal Road near the Key Bridge and Whitehurst Freeway.
Currently, one left hand lane is designated for southwestern
bound traffic for Key Bridge. This occurs before the right hand
lane exit ramp to the Whitehurst Freeway. The traffic flow for the
Whitehurst Freeway moves guite smoothly as a green, right turning
arrow is almost constant. However, the Key Bridge traffic backs up
considerably DURING ALL TIMES OF DAY because of the one lane
restriction at this intersection. This situation seems to get
worse as time passes., Could the right hand lane also be used for
Key Bridge traffic? This would slightly delay Whitehurst Freeway
traffic. However, the Key Bridge traffic could be more evenly
dispersed rather than having to squeeze into a single lane.

It has been well publicized that this area (Georgetown
Hospital - Canal Road) has been studied for future road
construction improvements. However, motorists need some type of
corrective action at this time. Both lanes should be used for all
southwestern bound traffic. A "right on red" option could also be
established for Whitehurst Freeway traffic.

Thenk you fox your gttention in this nytter.

S/intm:ely,
Rober . Fork

BTN
Washingten, DC 20007
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Washington, DC - 20007
September 25, 1995

Mr. Arthur Hill

FHWA, Suite 720

820 First Street
Washington, DC - 20002

Dear Mr. Hill,

Please accept this letter as an appesl and support for the opening of the road from
Georgetown University to Canal Road. As residents of Prospect Street, it has become
increasingly more difficult to both gain access 1o, and leave our neighborhood. Although
we realize that no single action will cure the traffic jams we experience, there is no doubt
that this access will sut ially relieve the situation that ly exists

Thank you for your consideration of our request.

Sincerely,

/
\_Peore B Fuehrer

[¥]

(01]
F3 m m
w
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Michael Gladwin

shington DC 20015
© (202) 686-0333

To: FHWA Regional Director-Arthur Hill
17 October 1905

S H .
Washington DC.
Dear Mr. Hill,

I wish to state my objection to the proposed traffic light
and construction on Canal Road at the exit from Georgetown University
and the proposal to expand the width of the road by removing the rock
palisade to the side of Canal road. This area is already a traffic block
and both the construction, extra light and additional traffic that it will
introduce will make this route even more constricted. If the
infrastructure of this area cannot sustain the existing traffic then plans
to expand Georgetown University should be limited to a level that can
be managed without major road construction.

‘ iversity Access from Canal Road in

Your help in blocking this plan will be much appreciated.
Sincerely,

Michael Gladwin
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September 25, 1995

Mg, Arthur Rill, Divialon Ad=ministrator
Federal Highway Administration

Uoion Center Plara, Suite 750

B20 First Street, WE

Waghington, DC 20002

RE:FHWA- Canal Road Entrance Project at Georgetown Univecsity

Dear Mr. HiLl:

Traffic now {n tha g at the jon of Foxhall Road & Hutl; :‘:.
backs up Foxhall Eoad and G4th St. Commuters nod apeed and cut-down “.
and Volta Place, turn right onto 4brh St. and speed down to Foxhall Ro
sgain to wait for many lighta to change just to curn lefc fm;: !’mttﬂ
Road again just go they can gain only 2 few car lenghta on commuring
back: up.

1
didn't the FHA study the comsuter traffic pow on P Street
:'wy d!.d:‘: the FAA study the commuter traffic now on Volca Placel
Wny didn’t the FiA study the commuter traffic mew om 44en Streec?

It is obvious more traffic will commute south on Forhall Hoad if the south
entrance is opensd.

't phe FHA study the tuture commuter traffic om P Street?

m :i::': tm FHA uud; the future comsuter traffic on Volta Place?

Why didn't the FHA study the future commuter traffic on 4dth S:t:ot?

Why didn't the PHA study the future commuter traffic on Q Street -
Why didn't the FHA atudy the future commuter traffic on Greemvich Parkway
Why didn’'t the FHA study the futura comsuter eraffic on Surrey lanal

Why didn't the FHA study the future commuter traffic on the south "
alley on Reservoir Road 100 feer east of che FPoxhall /Resarvoir intersection?

Adminigcracions
So an you can see, I do mot feel che roderal Bighway

Environmentdl Inpa:‘.t Statemeot on the proposed Caoal Road Emery Froject
ia a6 thorough as it should have been.

Foxhall Villege
Washington, DC 20007
RS

BF
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f=r e
Washington, D.C. 20007
September 27, 1995

Mr. Arthur Hill

Division Administrator

Federal Highway Administration
Union Center Plaza, Suite 750
820 First Street, N.E.
Washington, D.C. 20002

Dear Mr. Hill:

I am writing to express my concern regarding the FHWA Canal Road Entrance
Project for which your agency is responsible, As a | ner on Foxhall Road,
near 44th Street and McArthur Blvd., 1 will tell you that on an average morning
that access to Foxhall Road from 44th Street routinely takes between 6 to 9
minutes (routinely, 3 to 4 traffic light cycles). In brief, given the current traffic
situation, it takes an average of 15 minutes to get from my home (between P &
Volta Streets) to the entrance to the Key Bridge; this represents 2/3 of my entire
commuting time to Falls Church.

Any changes in the Canal Road entrance would dramatically increase the volume
of traffic on Foxhall and Canal Roads. In its current structure, between the total
lanes of Foxhall Road, MacArtbur Blvd., Canal Road and 44th Street, there are 7
lanes of traffic converying into two lanes, slightly above the entrance to the
university. With the closing of Pennsylvania Avenue, the traffic on both M Street
and the Whiteburst Freeway is further and longer backed up and has added to the
volume of traffic on Foxhall Road.

Opening the Canal Road entrance, in any manner other than its present form, will
ultimately add to the volume of traffic and 3]| of the feeder roads, creating an
even greater commuter’s nightmare.

Therefore, as a and a ¢ . | wish to be on record as supporting
alternative 1 - No Build!
1 trust that you will take seriously my concerns. Further, I would invite you to
my home to make the trip down Foxhall Road on any morning, 10 gain firsthand
experience regarding the points which I have made.

Trﬁy.

cc: Scout Polk, President, Foxhall Citizens Assoc.
Brian Herrington, ANC 2E
Judith Dollameyer, ANC 2E District 1
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Government of the District of Columbia
ADVISORY NEIGHBORHOOD COMMISSION 3-D
SR

Palisades Station
Washington, D.C. 20016

September 19, 1995

Mr. Arthur Hill

Division Administrator

Federal Highway Administration
Union Center Plaza

Suite 750

820 First Street, N.E.

Washington, D.C, 20002

Re: Draft Envir tal Impact § t at Georget University Entrance
on Canal Road, N.W,

Dear Mr. Hill,

The Commissioners of Advisory Neighborhood Commission 3D (ANC 3D) wish to
again voice their concerns regarding the Draft Envi tal Impact Sta at
Georgetown University Entrance on Canal Road, N.W. Advisory Neighborhood
Commission 3D is comprised of seven single member districts in the Spring Valley,
Wesley Heights, Kent and Palisades neighborhoods and the American University
Campus. The ANC boundaries (under the 1990 census data) run from Westmoreland
Circle down Massachusetts Avenue to 42nd Street, to W Street, south on Foxhall Road,
than down Whitehaven Parkway to the Potomac River and the Maryland / District
border. The Commissi b imately 14,000 constituents

P appr

fl their last monthly meeting, Advisory Neighborhood Commission 3D was briefed by

tal Planning Engineers from your office regarding plans for the entrance to
Georgetown on Canal Road, N.W. The Commissioners were updated on the proposed
options; Alternative 1 - no build option, Alternative 2 - at grade intersection and closing
of Prospect Street, Alternative 2A - at grade intersection and Prospect Street stays open,
Alternative 3B - westbound Canal Road elevation and Alternative 3H - Canal Road
underpass,

ANC 3D has been following the progress of plans to modify the Georgetown
University Entrance on Canal Road for over a year. The Commissioners have held
three (3) public hearings on the subject and corresponded with representatives of the
Federal Highway Administration (FHA). After studying the DEIS, q ing Federal

BF
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Highway officials and ing with area residents, ANC 3D has a number of concerns
regarding Georgetown University plans. Canal Road is already very congested, and
any kind of traffic control will only further congest this major commuter route and back
up to MacArthur Blvd. and Foxhall Road, N.W. Even the DEIS admits that this
corridor is congested :

“Travel times varied substantially which indicates that delays, queues
and travel speeds are not consistent along this corridor. This is partially
explained by the fact that the network is over saturated and any small
stoppage or delay dominos and muitiplies tiwough the corridor.”

(Chaper 4, pg. 13)

Besides adversely effecting commuters from ANC 3D, most of whom commute to
downtown via this corridor, residents from Montg y County, MD. would be
impacted as they try to make their way downtown. Fairfax County, VA. residents
would also feel the squecze as they attempt to come across Chain Bridge onto Canal
Road. Rush hour on these major thoroughfares is already very slow. This is
acknowledged in the DEIS:

“On average, the data indicated a corridor travel speed of 9.6 to 12.8
kilometers per hour (6 to 8 mph) . Based on the 1994 Highway
Capacity Manual, a principal arterial with an average travel speed of
20.8 km/h (13mph) or less has LOSF. LOS F characterizes arterial flow
at extremely low speeds below one - third to one- fourth of the free flow
speed. Intersections are congested with high delays and extensive
queuing ... In particular, it was not possible to model the queuing at
the Canal Road /Whitehurst Freeway intersection, since the traffic
volumes were so much greater than the calculated intersection
capacity.”

{Chapter 4, pg. 13)

Citizens are concerned that long term construction and ensuing traffic controls would
force neighbors out of their normal “in town” routes. Currently, traffic in and out of
Georgetown University is “scattered” out of a number of different exits, The
Commission feels strongly that this modification would make Canal Road a major
thoroughfare to the University. Based on the above quotes from the DEIS, the
Commissioners feel that this neighborhood would be unfairly effected by these
proposed changes. Additionally, the Commission feels that specifically Alternative 2A,
the stack lane, would not work because the lane which has been proposed would not be
long enough.

The C ission and resid also question the p
timing . Itis believed that these

posed traffic figures and rush hour
are low, and many more cars then projected
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will be using these road in the next twenty years. Additionally, as stated in previous
correspondence to the FHA, the Commission disagrees with the DEIS times for the
morning rush hour. The engineers claim the rush hour is 7 - 8 am., where the
Commissioners who live in the neighborhood and many who themselves commute
along this corridor, feel 8 - 9 am. is more accurate.

ANC 3D also feels that the p d forty (40) townh to be built under the
“Riders’ Trust” were not taken into consideration when proposed traffic figures were
developed. The construction of new lanes on Canal Road would allow access to the
“Riders’ Trust” property which is currently not available. The effect 40 additional
housing units would have on the neighborhood and traffic on Canal Road would be
significant and only a brief mention was made in the DEIS.

Therefore, the C issi pport the “no build * alternative. We do not feel that
major changes to the Canal Road entrance is an appropriate use of ever-shrinking
federal road dollars. Any of the above op would be extremely costly and only
effect 400 - 500 Georgetown University cars each day. M , the opti bed
would not solve the problem and most likely create new traffic situations.

Advisory Neighborhood Commission 3D asks that their support of the “no build”
alternative be included in the public record. The Commissioners trust that this
recommendation will be given the “great weight” it carries under D.C. Code 1-261 (d).
Thank you for your consideration, and please keep the ANC informed as the process
proceeds.

Sincerely,
1y Guggenhiam e

Marion Guggenheim
Chair

cc: D.C. City Council Members
Mr. John Hill
Representative Eleanor Holmes Norton
Mayor Marion Barry
C issi Kathy Patt
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Commigsioner Briam P. Harringtom
ANC 2E02

Washington, D.C. 20007

September 26, 1995

Mr. Arthur Hill, Division Administratoer
Federal Highway Administration

Union Center Plaza

Suite 750

820 First Street, N.E.

Washington, D.C. 20002

Dear Mr. Hill:

Thank you for allewing me to respond to the draft EIS on the
Canal Road Entrance to Georgetown University Project.

To understand this project and the draft EIS I asked myself
the basic questions the draft EIS was supposed to, but clearly
did not, answer .

Is gh‘}s very expensive project really necessary and worth
additional disruption to an already bad traffic situation in
our neighborhoods?

Does the Georgetown University traffic on Prospect Street

contribute substantially to the gridlock at 34th and 35th
Streets during rush hour?

While I personally considered these questions, I remembered
a comment Erom a concerned citizen from cur area:

*It {the proposed development) invelves, at a minimum,
reconstructing Canal Road with stoplights, turn lanes,
queuing lanes, and the blasting away of parts of the park
land palisade between the C&0 Canal and the University.
Further, the construction would wreak haveec on the streecs
of the grester Georgetown community well into 1987.*

Citizens who have attended our previous ANC meetings will
recall my suggestion that GU take a firm position on which of cthe
alternatives they supported and then argue vigorously for their
new entrance. FHA responded to me that GU had no role in this
new entrance and would, in fact, not join, nor have any role the



DOCUMENT 34

in debate. I took great exception to this response and suggest
to you that GU may have dramatically compromised its new entrance

by not strongly and openly advocating the merits of their case
for an expanded entrance.

Further, I'm told that GU‘s master plan includes a large
Canal Street entrance and that new commercially leased space will

be developed near the proposed entrance. Again, only silence
from the drafc EIS.

Let me note here.for the record that I am seeking any GU and
FHA suggestions for changing internal GU traffic patterns to
alleviate the many traffic and parking problems on Reservoir
Road. This clearly was missing from the draft EIS and the
subsequent, collective debate.

To continue, an additional critical issue affects the
proposed development. A piece of privately-held land between the
Mational Park Service property and the University would be
acceasible if this new entrance was developed. This property,
called the Riders Trust Property, is the planned site for 17 new
luxury townhomes once it is no longer landlocked. I am certain

that these homes would undoubtedly add traffic congestion on
Canal Road.

I am frankly shocked that FHA would even release the draft
EI5 before the many questions surrounding the Riders Trust
aevelopment of the 17 new luxury townhomes were answered.
Incidently, I understand that the National Park Service may
withdraw its support for the Canal Road entrance development if

the Riders Trust Property, now palisades and woods, can indeed be
developed.

Further, to better undarstand the impact of this development
I am submitting a formal request to FHA for the following
research. I am requesting information:

1) on how neighborhood traffic on Reservoir Road, Foxhall
Road and MacArthur Blvd will be impacted since the draft EIS
is virtually silent on this critical issue even though such
study was reguested in comment letters last year to FHA;

2) on the real impact to the 100+ year-cld water mains under
Canal Road;

3) on the integrity of the C&oO Canal Wall and whether it
could in fact be compromised;

AH
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4) on the Rider‘s Trust development issue and any title
questions still unresoclved, and

5] on ways to prevent the evening rush-hour traffic
congestion d d ers on Wisconsin
Avenue who turn right on Reservoir Road (thereby avoiding
the long traffic signal at Wisconsin and M Streets) and
attempt to take a shortcut to the Key Bridge by traveling
south on 34th and 35th Streets. This, by the way, is the
most significant and real reason chere is traffic congestion
in the neighborhoods west of Wisconsin Avenue.

sout [

As many of you know, several citizens who live near GU's
Prospect street entrance have strongly argued for this new,
expanded entrance to GU. T have heard comments such as:

» ext nefit the entrance wil ve fo ae
utweighs an mal MDA, on_the T ents along hall
and Machrthur Roads.*
Another said:
"that while it is true that there are few additional o
fits to er C ities, it i that th i
i al n ition impact . ”

I find these statements to be narrow, naive and very .
selfish. To say that a greater number of citizens will benefit
from & new entrance is simply not true. A far greater number of
people travel on Canal Road from Maryland, Virginia and Northwest
Washington than live near GU.

Additicnal traffic congestion on Canal Road could
potentizlly adversely affect the tens of thousands that commute

yearly into our city, let alone the residents who live to the
west of the University.

iIn conclusion, I am veting for the "no build® alternative
because I do not believe that the essential questions I ‘haw_a
raised have been answered by the draft EIS. HNor am I certain
that they can in fact be answered by the draft EIS.

T am hopeful that ANC 2E will join together and reject any
build alternative until the FHA can study the severe rraffic
problems around all of Georgetown.
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I hope that GU will firsc physi joi
ysically join the debat
how to solve our collective traffic problems. Then, I a:1 over
certain, we can address Georgetown Universit ‘s d i
beautiful new entrance. Y SEESSSNG

With additional research from FHA, wi i ici
: . with active participati
by GU and all area neighborhoods, I am confident we can fing awn
solution te the traffic problems we face.

Sincerely yours, .

—E P

Brian p.

Minker Design = 301.220.37%8 - Crested: Thursday, Octs
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Elliott Himelfarb a—w * el &
Bethesda, MD 20816

October 26, 1995

Honorable Federico Pena
Secretary of Transportation
400 7th Street, SW
Washington, DC 20590

Dear Secretary Pena:

| am writing to you to express my strong o ition to the Canal Road
conslrucﬁorgl ne:x Cem;cr::wn Jnive.rs%y k:..npﬁash.ing\r:m. 2

As a DC native and daily commuter along this route, | cannot see where such a
prg'e.ct would benefit anyone but a relatively small number of GU students, faculty
and employees. The negatives however, are many, incuding worse-than-normal
traffic ie-ups, and degradation of the area's esthetics and environment during and
after construction, All this so that a private college can offer easier access to the local
road system? Given these factors and the current budget constraints, the federal
govermnment should not even consider its funding.

Please decide against the Canal Road project--it caters to the special interests of a
privileged few, while forsaking the rest of us.

Sincerely,

Elliott Himelfarb
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pushing the Federal Highway Administrat.
turn lanes on Canal ma‘tor ita private and exclusive use.
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:Michasl Hindman

AT e N TEIT I
Rookwille, land 20850

October 25, 1585

Secratary Pena:

I was very disturbed to learn that aucr?-:o:: :;iv:r:t::li:h:gﬁg

I resent the fact my tax dollars would be funding scmething for the

private use of an already: very well endoved private school. Beycnd
thn: roads aminq the east side of the Potomac are already

1y ed This project would simply add to the

prohlm.

I question too the ecological and environmental impact the
construction would have -on the palisades and parkland along the
river.

I oppose this project and. and ask that you please use your offices
to oppose it, as waell.

Sincerely yours,

Yt

Michael Hindman

B3-13-1995
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September 12, 1995

MEMORANDUM
To: ANCs 2E, 3B, 3C and 3D, area civie fatl Grorg s ity,
committee members

From: Outerbridge Horsey, lst Yice-President and CAG Trafic and Parking Committee mﬁ@
Re:  Georgetown University Canal Road Entry Project - CAG Membership vote

On the recommendation of the Traffic and Parking Committee, and with the unanimous
mppoﬂo[meﬂolrdofbim lheCAG membership voted last night to adopt the

insu of A ive ZA with rwo conditi The vote was
upanimous with about 130 members in attendance,

One of the conditi g il devel of the Riders Fund property, an
gmm:iy lmpemntme w.a::;o?l has bm dealt with securely by our rsohﬁnu_

lo mitigate the aesth
impact of the retaining walls.

As you will recall Aliemative 24 was developed as a result of the public forums held oo the
projectand in 1o various traffic build-up and delays in the
AM rush-hour along MacA rthur Boulevard and Foxhall Road.

Alternative 24 will provide us here in Georgetown with significant relief from our
tremendous traffic congestion.  While it s true that there are few additional benefits to
other communities it Is also true that therc is virtually oo additional impact.

As you may know the National Park Service favors Alternative 2 or 2A provided the Riders
Fund lasu: is satisfactorily resolved (sce letter by Robert Stanton dared August 7, 1995).
The Commission of Fine Aris has indicated it is wi1li.usio review & concept Gu!gn for
Alternative 2A (see letter by Charles Atherton dated September 12, 1995).

‘We would hope that your organization will see its way to supporting us (or at least not
opposing) on this project which brings much nceded relicl to our neighborhood with no
impact 1o other residential communities,

Thank you for your attention on this mater.

o= Rod Johnston, Chair, ANC-2E
David Jory, Chair, ANC-3B
Jeremy Bates, Chair, ANC-3C
Marion Guggenheim, Chair, ANC-3D
Peter Pulsificr, Burdeith Citizen's Association
Scott Polk, Foxhal| Cirizens J\mcnahon
Sicve Hopkins, Cloisters of G it
Max Spom. Clonmrs West Hmewmels Aswdulm
Tem Reservoir Nei; h Associati
Soph;a Henry, Ghm'?wk Citizens Association
Sally Fallon, Pallsades Citizens Association
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RESOLUTION
WHEREAS the Federal Highway Administration (FHIWA) has issued and requested public
on a draft Envi | Impact § (EIS) on the proposed altematives
for the Canal Road E: of Georg University; and

WHEREAS the historic village of Georgetown bas serious traffic congestion, which is
exacerbated by the fact that the principal 1o Georgetown University, the largest
land , employer and traffic g in the village, is on 37th Street opposite
Prospect Street, among its narrowest residential streets; and

WHEREAS Georgetown University has an existing eotrance on Caoal Road, a major
arterial highway outside the residential area, which is not currently fully usable because left
turns into or out of that entrance are physically blocked; and

WHEREAS the CAG Traffic & Parking Commuttee, after careful consideration of the
issue over the past year, has Jed approval of A ive 24 io the EIS, ie,
opening the Canal Road entrance to left turns at grade, controlled by a raffic signal

(except during momiog rush hour, when left turns out of the University would remain
prohibited), creating two new tuning lanes on Canal Road by carving out the hillside on
the University side of Canal Road, and leaving the Prospect Street entrance open; and

WHEREAS the Traffic & Parking Committee has also ded rejection of
Alternatives 3B (an overpass) and 3H (a0 underpass), and

WHEREAS the Board of Directors has unanimously accepted the Traffic & Parking
Pl Jation upon two sdditional condit

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Citizens Assodiation of Georgetown
opposes Alternatives | (no build), 2 (traffic light at grade with unrestricted left rums and
cloging Prospect Street entrance), 3B (overpass), and 3H (underpass), and favors
Alternative 2A, provided that the rejection of the proposed development of 40
townhouses on the Riders' Trust property to the west of the University's Canal Road
entrance is assured before FHWA approves any build option, and further provided tha
measures, such as landscaping, are taken to mitigate the environmentsl impact of the
retaining walls which are to be built along the north edge of Canal Road in order to
accommodate the two new turning lanes.

Dated: September 11, 1995
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