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whether you should study these and other alternatives that would have fewer environmental 
impacts, including impacts on parkland. 

Ill Request for Necessary Information 

As you know, for purposes of the project, the Commission is a Cooperating Agency "with 
jurisdiction by law" because of its statutory planning responsibilities within the State of 
Maryland's Regional District, as well as obligations prescribed by the Capper-Cramton Act and 
other provisions of Maryland law. 1 To enable us to fulfill our mandate, our agency needs 
information that has not been provided despite several requests, and we accordingly renew those 
requests again now. For a complete list of the information necessary for our team to proceed 
with all due diligence, please see Attachment A to this letter which incorporates several previous 
document requests that remain outstanding as well as a handful of new ones. 

* * * 

As we have previously stated, our objective is to work with you to advance the 1-495/1-270 
Managed Lanes Study. To do that, however, we require material information that is essential to 
meeting our responsibilities as a Cooperating Agency. Please provide the requested information 
with reasonable dispatch. 

Sincerely, 

,@�A-4� 
Elizabeth M. Hewlett 
Chair 

Casey M. Anderson 
Vice-Chair 

1 23 C.F.R. § 771.11 l(d) (designation of cooperating agencies); Md. Code Ann., Land Use Art.§ 15-302 (1)
and (3) ("Commission is the representative of the State for pwposes of ... "developing [certain] land or other 
property" [and] "complying with§ l(a) and (b) of the Capper-Cramton Act, Public Law 71-284, 46 Stat. 482"); Md. 
Code Ann., Land Use Art. § 20-301 (mandatory review by Commission required for "changing the use of or 
widening, narrowing, extending, relocating, vacating, or abandoning" any highway, park and certain other public 
projects within the Maryland-Washington Regional District). 
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1. Terminus Concerns/Logical Termini documentation, including correspondence, notes 
or reports of any communications between MDOT and the Virginia Department of 
Transportation with regard to the logical terminus of the I-495 & I-270 Managed 
Lanes Study concerning connecting I-495 managed lanes to the Woodrow Wilson 
Bridge. 

2. All Origin/Destination data 

3. Financial Data with regard to segmentation of the various project areas, including the 
basis for the I-270 North study on a stand-alone basis, data supporting MDOT SHA’s 
financial conclusions for the ICC Alternative, Alternative 5, and the ARDS as a 
comparison. 

4. Traffic and revenue analyses, including financial and tolling information produced 
internally, procured from consultants, or outside sources, or prospective bidders all 
related to various parts of the project, including for each of the ARDS, Alternative 5 
and the MD 200 Diversion Alternative, with assumptions about which parts are 
necessary to subsidize other parts of the project.  

5. Inputs that were assumed or outputs of the algorithm calculated to establish what tolls 
are necessary to keep the managed lanes running at minimum speeds of 45 mph. 

6. Written “commitments” for access points to the Managed Lanes. 

7. Correspondence or other documentation between FHWA and MDOT SHA 
concerning removal of Alternative 5 from the ARDS. 

8. GIS ROW Layer (We need these updated as they create them based on our ongoing 
impact meetings.) 

9. GIS LOD layer for alternatives (We need these updated as they create them based on 
our ongoing impact meetings.) 

10. SWM Report, including existing and proposed SWM impacts to Park property 

11. Design files and GIS Layers that show LOD, SWM, edge of pavement, property 
lines, grading, outfall repairs, retaining walls, culverts and other specific coordinates 
for purposes of determining impacts to parkland. 

12. Updated Plan sheets/PDFs/CAD Files for all Park impacts. These are similar to the 
design files that SHA has provided for some of the park areas.   

13. Forecasted vehicle data (peak hour trips using the ML facilities by segment) and 
projected travel time savings supporting MDOT SHA’s financial conclusions for the 
ICC Alternative, Alternative 5, and the ARDS as a comparison 

14. Traffic Modelling with detailed information on the modeling process used to simulate 
the Managed Lanes and the resulting peak hour vehicle flows on the Managed Lanes 
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facilities by segment, where they reach their peak flow/speed (45 mph travel speed) 
based on this demand estimation 

15. Archaeological and historic resource survey forms, analyses, and reporting 
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