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N CITIZENS COMMENTS AND 
RESPONSES ON THE INITIAL EA 

 

Written comments were received from the following citizens on the initial Environmental 
Assessment published on October 9, 2013.  Their statements and responses to their comments are 
documented herein. All personal information has been redacted.   

David Jones Bardin .................................... N-3 

Barry Blechman .......................................... N-4 

M. Boyd ....................................................... N-5 

Roy Cloud ................................................... N-6 

Edward B. Cohen and  
Charlene Barshefsky .................................. N-7 

Susan Conklin ............................................. N-8 

Maria R. Creighton-Cabezas..................... N-9 

Susan Crudgington .................................. N-10 

Tony Domenico ........................................ N-11 

Joel Anthony Fischman ........................... N-12 

Mike & Sabina Gladwin .......................... N-14 

Peter Edward Halle .................................. N-15 

Ed Hanlon ................................................. N-18 

Barbara Harrison ...................................... N-20 

Ulrich Hewer ............................................ N-22 

Ulrich Hewer ............................................ N-25 

Dean Housden .......................................... N-28 

Rosanne Jacuzzi ........................................ N-30 

Michael Jelen ............................................. N-31 

Cliff Johnson ............................................. N-33 

Wendy Jordan ........................................... N-34 

Deborah Kavruck ...................................... N-36 

Chris Kerns ................................................ N-39 

Catherine Lagot ......................................... N-41 

Ann La Porta.............................................. N-42 

Renee Licht ................................................ N-44 

Rebecca McClimans .................................. N-45 

Nora Maccoby ........................................... N-46 

William G. McElwain ............................... N-47 

Jack McKay ................................................ N-48 

Gueta Mezzetti .......................................... N-50 

Phyllis Myers ............................................. N-52 

Phyllis Myers ............................................. N-54 

Richard Oliver ........................................... N-55 

John & Beverly Ostenso ........................... N-57 

Tim Outsa .................................................. N-59 

Mary Beth Ray ........................................... N-60 

Mary Beth Ray ........................................... N-62 

Mary Rowse ............................................... N-65 

Andrew Salas ............................................. N-69 

Lorrie Scally ............................................... N-71 
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Shelley Schonberger ................................. N-72 

Diane Seibert ............................................. N-73 

Tom Selden ............................................... N-75 

Maarten Sengers ....................................... N-76 

Sam Serebin ............................................... N-77 

Kalim Shah ................................................ N-79 

Marjorie Share .......................................... N-80 

Caleb Shreve ............................................. N-81 

Adam Sieminski ....................................... N-82 

Sam Simmens ............................................ N-84 

Randy Speck ............................................. N-86 

R. Darryl Stephens ................................... N-87 

Carol F. Stoel ............................................. N-90 

Aaron Swerdlow ...................................... N-91 

Joel L. Swerdlow ...................................... N-92 

Jennifer, Jake, Alice & Jack Tapper ........ N-93 

Ken Terzian ............................................... N-94 

Denise Warner .......................................... N-95 

Steven Weiner ........................................... N-96 

Eric Weinstein ........................................... N-98 

Larry Werner ............................................ N-99 

Clay G. Wescott ...................................... N-101 

Nancy White ........................................... N-102 

Don Winkler............................................ N-104 

Carolyn Winter ....................................... N-106 

Michele Wolin ......................................... N-108 

Michele Wolin ......................................... N-109 

Michele Wolin ......................................... N-111 

Ellen Wormser ......................................... N-114 

Gretchen Zucker ..................................... N-118 

Anonymous Commenter ....................... N-119 



 

 

N
. C

itizens C
om

m
ents a

nd
 Resp

onses on the Initia
l EA

 
  

N
-3 

 

Response to David Jones Bardin: 

Thank you for your comments. 

Response to comment: 

1. As indicated in Section 2.3.1 of the Revised Draft EA, the 
Preferred Alternative, Alternative 3 Modified, includes a 
crosswalk and at the intersection of Broad Branch Road and 
Brandywine Street to facilitate pedestrian access to and use of 
the new sidewalk on the western side of the road (See Figure B-
2 in Appendix B).  Features such as signage would be 
incorporated into more detailed design plans.  New crosswalks 
have been considered wherever connections between existing 
or planned sidewalks are needed. 
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Response to Barry Blechman: 

Thank you for your comments. 

Response to comment: 

1. The proposed project does not include replacement of the 
bridge over Broad Branch at 27th Street or roadway 
improvements on 27th Street between Broad Branch and 
Military Road. 
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Response to M. Boyd: 

Thank you for your comments. 

Response to comment: 

1. Based on comments received on the EA and subsequent 
coordination efforts with the affected Sovereign Nations, US 
State Department, and the National Park Service, Alternative 3 
was modified to create the Preferred Alternative.  The Preferred 
Alternative avoids encroachments upon sovereign nation 
properties located on the west side of Broad Branch Road.  
While Alternative 3 Modified would require more right-of-way 
acquisition within Rock Creek Park than the original Candidate 
Build Alternative 3, the parcels of right-of-way to be acquired 
are generally less than 1 foot in width and would not alter the 
function or use of the affected park property (see Section 4.12 of 
the Revised Draft EA for a more detailed description of the 
potential impacts to this Section 4(f) resource). 

 Alternative 3 Modified includes a sidewalk throughout the 
length of the project, consistent with requirements of the 
District of Columbia’s Priority Sidewalk Assurance Act of 2010.  
A dedicated bicycle lane as presented in Candidate Alternative 
4 would require an additional 4 feet of paved surface for the 
length of the proposed roadway corridor.  Although there is 
sufficient DDOT-owned right-of-way along Broad Branch Road 
north of 27th Street to accommodate the bicycle lane, this is not 
the case to the south.  The widening to accommodate the bicycle 
lane would require additional acquisition of properties from 
Rock Creek Park and was not an acceptable proposal to the 
National Park Service.  Although it does not provide a 
dedicated bicycle lane, Alternative 3 Modified would improve 
bicyclist safety along Broad Branch Road by improving sight 
lines, horizontal curves, and stormwater drainage. 
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Response to Roy Cloud: 
Thank you for your comments. 

Responses to comments: 
1. The Preferred Alternative, Alternative 3 Modified, is the 

alternative with the least environmental impacts while meeting 
the requirements of the District of Columbia’s Priority Sidewalk 
Assurance Act of 2010, which requires the installation of a 
sidewalk for reconstruction of roadways that are currently 
lacking sidewalks.  Alternative 2 would not meet requirements 
of the Act throughout the project corridor. 

2. The Preferred Alternative would result in an additional 80,176 
square feet of impervious surfaces.  Design refinements 
resulted in approximately a 3% reduction in additional 
impervious surface compared to the original Alternative 3 (see 
Table 4-1 of the Revised Draft EA). As discussed in Section 4.1.2, 
the proposed stormwater sewer would include perforations 
that would allow for some of the stormwater to naturally 
infiltrate as it travels through the culverts.  This type of system, 
combined with the proposed rain gardens, would improve 
upon existing conditions by compensating for some of the 
impervious surfaces and reducing the volume and velocity of 
stormwater runoff within Broad Branch Road and areas 
downstream. 

3. As described in Section 2.3 of the Revised Draft EA, stormwater 
management would be accomplished through a closed, 
underground system, which would collect and treat the runoff 
and direct it to the existing outfall locations along the corridor.  
Water quality catch basins will be used, wherever feasible, to 
screen debris and filter sediment before discharging runoff to 
existing outfalls at Broad Branch stream. 

4. The Preferred Alternative includes a sidewalk along the west 
side of Broad Branch Road.  As discussed in Section 1.2 of the 
Revised Draft EA, the sidewalk is needed for the safety of 
pedestrians and is required for reconstruction of the road under 
the District of Columbia’s Priority Sidewalk Assurance Act of 
2010.  The sidewalk will serve pedestrian travel along Broad 
Branch Road as well as provide a linkage to the Rock Creek Park 
trail systems (i.e. Western Ridge Trail and Soapstone Valley 
Trail) for areas west of Broad Branch Road and areas north of 
h  d ’  i i  i h Li  A  
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Response to Edward B. Cohen and Charlene Barshefsky: 

Thank you for your comments. 

Response to comment: 

1. Comment noted.  The Preferred Alternative, Alternative 3 
Modified, is the alternative with the least environmental 
impacts while meeting the requirements of the District of 
Columbia’s Priority Sidewalk Assurance Act of 2010, which 
requires the installation of a sidewalk for reconstruction of 
roadways that are currently lacking sidewalks.  As indicated in 
Section 4.1.4 of the Revised Draft EA, tree removal on both sides 
of the roadway will be limited to the maximum extent possible 
by minimizing the extent of cut and fill for the proposed 
improvements.  All trees will be protected during construction 
or replaced according to DDOT’s Standard Specifications for 
Highways and Structures – Section 608 Trees, Shrubs, Vines, 
and Ground Covers.  Straightening the curves on Broad Branch 
Road is necessary to improve sight lines and safety for motorists 
and bicyclists.  As discussed in Section 4.3.8 of the Revised Draft 
EA, the use of architecturally compatible designs and materials 
for construction of the new retaining walls would maintain the 
aesthetic quality associated with the rural feel of the roadway 
and match the rural architectural elements that are 
characteristic of Rock Creek Park. 
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Response to Susan Conklin: 

Thank you for your comments. 

Response to comment: 

1. The Preferred Alternative, Alternative 3 Modified, includes a 
sidewalk, but not a bike lane along Broad Branch Road.  
Alternative 3 Modified is the alternative with the least impacts 
on Rock Creek Park while meeting the requirements of the 
District of Columbia’s Priority Sidewalk Assurance Act of 2010, 
which requires the installation of a sidewalk for reconstruction 
of roadways that are currently lacking sidewalks. 



 

 

N
. C

itizens C
om

m
ents a

nd
 Resp

onses on the Initia
l EA

 
  

N
-9 

 

Response to Maria R. Creighton-Cabezas: 

Thank you for your comments. 

Response to comment: 

1. The Preferred Alternative, Alternative 3 Modified, includes the 
construction of a sidewalk along the west side of Broad Branch 
Road for the entire length of the project. 
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Response to Susan Crudgington: 

Thank you for your comments. 

Responses to comments: 

1. The Preferred Alternative, Alternative 3 Modified, is the 
alternative with the least environmental impacts while meeting 
the requirements of the District of Columbia’s Priority Sidewalk 
Assurance Act of 2010, which requires the installation of a 
sidewalk for reconstruction of roadways that are currently 
lacking sidewalks. Alternative 2 would not meet requirements 
of the Act throughout the project corridor. 

2. Speed bumps would not be consistent with Broad Branch 
Road’s classification as a collector roadway, which includes a 
minimum design speed of 25 miles per hour in accordance with 
DDOT’s Design and Engineering Manual.  Although it does not 
provide a dedicated bicycle lane, Alternative 3 Modified would 
enhance safety for pedestrians, cyclists, and motorists by 
providing a sidewalk and improving sight lines and horizontal 
curves along Broad Branch Road. 
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Response to Tony Domenico: 

Thank you for your comments. 

Response to comment: 

1. As indicated in Section 1.2 of the Revised Draft EA, the 
improvements to Broad Branch Road are needed to address 
deficiencies in the roadway infrastructure and stormwater 
management system; the safety of motorists, pedestrians, and 
bicyclists; and linkages to serve pedestrian and bicycle travel 
along the roadway itself as well as to the Rock Creek Park trail 
systems. 

 The Preferred Alternative, Alternative 3 Modified, is the 
alternative with the least environmental impacts while meeting 
the requirements of the District of Columbia’s Priority Sidewalk 
Assurance Act of 2010, which requires the installation of a 
sidewalk for reconstruction of roadways that are currently 
lacking sidewalks.  As indicated in Section 4.1.4 of the Revised 
Draft EA, tree removal on both sides of the roadway will be 
limited to the maximum extent possible by minimizing the 
extent of cut and fill for the proposed improvements.  All trees 
will be protected during construction or replaced according to 
DDOT’s Standard Specifications for Highways and Structures – 
Section 608 Trees, Shrubs, Vines, and Ground Covers. 
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Response to Joel Anthony Fischman: 

Thank you for your comments. 

Responses to comments: 

1. Comment noted.  The Preferred Alternative, Alternative 3 
Modified, is the alternative with the least environmental 
impacts while meeting the requirements of the District of 
Columbia’s Priority Sidewalk Assurance Act of 2010.  All of the 
Candidate Build Alternatives would require impacts to historic 
resources and parklands protected under Section 4(f) of the U.S. 
Department of Transportation Act of 1966.  The Act requires the 
selection of the Least Overall Harm Alternative, which has been 
determined to Alternative 3 Modified. 

 Based on comments received on the EA and subsequent 
coordination efforts with the affected Sovereign Nations, US 
State Department, and the National Park Service, Alternative 3 
was modified to create the Preferred Alternative.  Alternative 3 
Modified avoids encroachments upon sovereign nation 
properties located on the west side of Broad Branch Road.  
While Alternative 3 Modified would require more right-of-way 
acquisition within Rock Creek Park than the original Candidate 
Build Alternative 3, the parcels of right-of-way to be acquired 
are generally less than 1 foot in width and would not alter the 
function or use of the affected park property (see Section 4.12 of 
the Revised Draft EA for a more detailed description of the 
potential impacts to this Section 4(f) resource).  In addition, 
Alternative 3 Modified would have fewer impacts to historic 
resources, trees, and streams than Candidate Build Alternatives 
3 and 4. 

(Responses are continued on next page) 
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Response to Joel Anthony Fischman (continued): 

 For the reasons cited above and within the Revised Draft EA, a 
dedicated bicycle lane as presented in Candidate Alternative 4 
would require an additional 4 feet of paved surface for the 
length of the proposed roadway corridor.  Although there is 
sufficient DDOT-owned right-of-way along Broad Branch Road 
north of 27th Street to accommodate the bicycle lane, this is not 
the case to the south.  The widening to accommodate the bicycle 
lane would require additional acquisition of properties from 
Rock Creek Park and was not an acceptable proposal to the 
National Park Service.  Although it does not provide a 
dedicated bicycle lane, Alternative 3 Modified would improve 
bicyclist safety along Broad Branch Road by improving sight 
lines, horizontal curves, and stormwater drainage. 

2. As discussed in Section 4.3.8 of the Revised Draft EA, the use of 
architecturally compatible designs and materials for 
construction of the new retaining walls would maintain the 
aesthetic quality associated with the rural feel of the roadway 
and match the rural architectural elements, such as the existing 
Soapstone Creek Culvert and Grant Road Bridge, that are 
characteristic of Rock Creek Park.  DDOT will continue to 
coordinate with the National Park Service, DC Historic 
Preservation Office, and the U.S. Commission of Fine Arts on 
architectural treatments of the retaining walls. 

3. The Preferred Alternative will improve the safety of motorists, 
pedestrians, and bicyclists with improvements in sight lines 
and horizontal curves, the addition of sidewalks and 
crosswalks, repair of degraded facilities, improved lighting, 
and stormwater facilities. 

4. Comment noted. 
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Response to Mike & Sabina Gladwin: 

Thank you for your comments. 

Response to comment: 

1. As indicated in Section 1.2 of the Revised Draft EA, the 
improvements to Broad Branch Road are needed to address 
deficiencies in the roadway infrastructure and stormwater 
management system; the safety of motorists, pedestrians, and 
bicyclists; and linkages to serve pedestrian and bicycle travel 
along the roadway itself as well as to the Rock Creek Park trail 
systems. 

 The Preferred Alternative, Alternative 3 Modified, is the 
alternative with the least environmental impacts while meeting 
the requirements of the District of Columbia’s Priority Sidewalk 
Assurance Act of 2010, which requires the installation of a 
sidewalk for reconstruction of roadways that are currently 
lacking sidewalks.  

      As indicated in Section 4.1.4 of the Revised Draft EA, tree 
removal on both sides of the roadway will be limited to the 
maximum extent possible by minimizing the extent of cut and 
fill for the proposed improvements.  All trees will be protected 
during construction or replaced according to DDOT’s Standard 
Specifications for Highways and Structures – Section 608 Trees, 
Shrubs, Vines, and Ground Covers.  Design refinements 
incorporated into the Preferred Alternative 3 Modified resulted 
in reduced clearing and grading. This modification reduced the 
estimated number of trees impacted under Alternative 3 by 
approximately 18% or 83 trees. 

 



 

 

N
. C

itizens C
om

m
ents a

nd
 Resp

onses on the Initia
l EA

 
  

N
-15 

 

Response to Peter Edward Halle: 

Thank you for your comments. 

Responses to comments: 

1. DDOT will continue to coordinate with DC Water, Pepco and 
other utility companies regarding utility relocations or 
replacements during the project’s design phase and 
construction phases. 

(Comments and responses are continued on next page) 
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Response to Peter Edward Halle (continued): 

2. Comment noted.  The Preferred Alternative, Alternative 3 
Modified, is the alternative with the least environmental 
impacts while meeting the requirements of the District of 
Columbia’s Priority Sidewalk Assurance Act of 2010.  All of the 
Candidate Build Alternatives would require impacts to historic 
resources and parklands protected under Section 4(f) of the U.S. 
Department of Transportation Act of 1966.  The Act requires the 
selection of the Least Overall Harm Alternative, which has been 
determined to Alternative 3 Modified. 

 Based on comments received on the EA and subsequent 
coordination efforts with the affected Sovereign Nations, US 
State Department, and the National Park Service, Alternative 3 
was modified to create the Preferred Alternative.  Alternative 3 
Modified avoids encroachments upon sovereign nation 
properties located on the west side of Broad Branch Road.  
While Alternative 3 Modified would require more right-of-way 
acquisition within Rock Creek Park than the original Candidate 
Build Alternative 3, the parcels of right-of-way to be acquired 
are generally less than 1 foot in width and would not alter the 
function or use of the affected park property (see Section 4.12 of 
the Revised Draft EA for a more detailed description of the 
potential impacts to this Section 4(f) resource).  In addition, 
Alternative 3 Modified would have fewer impacts to historic 
resources, trees, and streams than Candidate Build Alternatives 
3 and 4. 

 For the reasons cited above and within the Revised Draft EA, a 
dedicated bicycle lane as presented in Candidate Alternative 4 
would require an additional 4 feet of paved surface for the 
length of the proposed roadway corridor.  Although there is 
sufficient DDOT-owned right-of-way along Broad Branch Road 
north of 27th Street to accommodate the bicycle lane, this is not 
the case to the south.  The widening to accommodate the bicycle 
lane would require additional acquisition of properties from 
Rock Creek Park and was not an acceptable proposal to the 
National Park Service.  Although it does not provide a 
dedicated bicycle lane, Alternative 3 Modified would improve 
bicyclist safety along Broad Branch Road by improving sight 
lines, horizontal curves, and stormwater drainage. 

(Responses are continued on next page) 



 

 

N
. C

itizens C
om

m
ents a

nd
 Resp

onses on the Initia
l EA

 
  

N
-17 

 

Response to Peter Edward Halle (continued): 

3. As indicated in the discussion of Option C in Section 2.3.1 of the 
Revised Draft EA, the reconfiguration of the intersection of 
Broad Branch Road and Brandywine Street to a T-intersection 
was proposed to reduce the paved area and incorporate 
additional Low Impact Development techniques in the 
roadway design with rain gardens in the interior corners of the 
new intersection. This would contribute to one of the project’s 
primary goals – to effectively manage stormwater runoff. 

4. DDOT does not intend to sell or purchase any right-of-way that 
is not directly required for the construction of the proposed 
improvements.  
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Response to Ed Hanlon: 

Thank you for your comments. 

Responses to comments: 

1. The height of the proposed culvert at Soapstone Creek provides 
the maximum height above the creek without altering the 
elevation of the roadway or the creek, which would not be 
practicable.  As discussed in Section 4.1.2 of the Revised Draft 
EA, the elevation of the roadway at the confluence of Soapstone 
Creek and Broad Branch stream will remain within the 10-year 
floodplain under the Preferred Alternative (as it would under 
all of the Candidate Build Alternatives).  This means that during 
a 10-year flood event, waters will overtop the road at the 
location of the replacement culvert at Soapstone Creek.  
Although the new culvert will not solve the current flooding 
problems, it will alleviate them with a larger opening that will 
convey more water during regular rain events.  The wider 
opening will reduce the frequency of water backup at the 
culvert and allow for more natural flow to Broad Branch stream 
which will reduce erosion and damage to infrastructure. 

2. Comment noted.  As indicated in Section 2.3.1 of the Revised 
Draft EA, the Preferred Alternative is a modified version of 
Candidate Build Alternative 3, in which all widening of the 
roadway is proposed on the east side of the existing roadway to 
avoid any encroachment upon sovereign nation’s properties.  As 
described above, raising the roadway elevation or lowering the 
elevation of Soapstone Creek is not practicable. 

3. Please see above responses regarding the height of the 
proposed Soapstone Creek culvert replacement. 
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Response to Ed Hanlon (continued) 
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Response to Barbara Harrison: 

Thank you for your comments. 

Responses to comments: 

1. The Preferred Alternative, Alternative 3 Modified, is the 
alternative with the least environmental impacts while meeting 
the requirements of the District of Columbia’s Priority Sidewalk 
Assurance Act of 2010.  All of the Candidate Build Alternatives 
would potentially affect historic resources and parklands 
protected under Section 4(f) of the U.S. Department of 
Transportation Act of 1966.  The Act requires the selection of the 
Least Overall Harm Alternative, which has been determined to 
Alternative 3 Modified. 

 Based on comments received on the EA and subsequent 
coordination efforts with the affected Sovereign Nations, US 
State Department, and the National Park Service, Alternative 3 
was modified to create the Preferred Alternative.  Alternative 3 
Modified avoids encroachments upon sovereign nation 
properties located on the west side of Broad Branch Road.  
While Alternative 3 Modified would require more right-of-way 
acquisition within Rock Creek Park than the original Candidate 
Build Alternative 3, the parcels of right-of-way to be acquired 
are generally less than 1 foot in width and would not alter the 
function or use of the affected park property (see Section 4.12 of 
the Revised Draft EA for a more detailed description of the 
potential impacts to this Section 4(f) resource).  In addition, 
Alternative 3 Modified would have fewer impacts to historic 
resources, trees, and streams than Candidate Build Alternatives 
3 and 4. 

(Responses are continued on next page) 
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Response to Barbara Harrison (continued): 

 For the reasons cited above and within the Revised Draft EA, a 
dedicated bicycle lane as presented in Candidate Alternative 4 
would require an additional 4 feet of paved surface for the 
length of the proposed roadway corridor.  Although there is 
sufficient DDOT-owned right-of-way along Broad Branch Road 
north of 27th Street to accommodate the bicycle lane, this is not 
the case to the south.  The widening to accommodate the bicycle 
lane would require additional acquisition of properties from 
Rock Creek Park and was not an acceptable proposal to the 
National Park Service.  Although it does not provide a 
dedicated bicycle lane, Alternative 3 Modified would improve 
access to Rock Creek Park and enhance safety for pedestrians, 
cyclists, and motorists by providing a sidewalk and improving 
sight lines and horizontal curves along Broad Branch Road. 

2. The estimated construction duration for the Preferred 
Alternative 3 Modified is 30 months. 
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Response to Ulrich Hewer: 

Thank you for your comments. 

Responses to comments: 

1. The Preferred Alternative is designed to address existing safety 
and stormwater management deficiencies along Broad Branch 
Road.  No vehicle-capacity improvements are proposed.  Broad 
Branch Road will continue to have one 10-ft travel lane in each 
direction.  As noted in Section 2.3 of the Revised Draft EA, 
proposed curbs will provide the additional benefit of traffic 
calming. 

2. As stated in Section 2.2 of the Revised Draft EA, Alternative 1, 
the No Action Alternative, does not meet the purpose and need 
of the project.  Uncontrolled runoff from the roadway and 
adjacent parcels would continue to result in pavement 
deterioration, and the topography in Rock Creek Park would 
continue to be altered through erosion without proper 
stormwater management (see Section 4.1.1 of the Revised Draft 
EA). 

 As indicated in Section 4.1.4 of the Revised Draft EA, tree 
removal on both sides of the roadway will be limited to the 
maximum extent possible by minimizing the extent of cut and 
fill for the proposed improvements.  All trees will be protected 
during construction or replaced according to DDOT’s Standard 
Specifications for Highways and Structures – Section 608 Trees, 
Shrubs, Vines, and Ground Covers. 

 As described in Section 2.2 of the Revised Draft EA, Alternative 
1 involves only minor restoration activities (safety and routine 
maintenance) to maintain the continuing operation of the 
existing roadway.  Such activities would not individually or 
cumulatively have a significant environmental effect and are 
thus categorically excluded from the requirement to prepare an 
EA or EIS under NEPA.  A specific list of categorically excluded 
actions normally not requiring NEPA documentation is set 
forth in 23 CFR 771.117(c) for FHWA actions.  Because 
improvements that can be made under Alternative 1 would not 
require a NEPA action or decision by FHWA, such 
improvements are referred to as the “No Action” Alternative. 
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Response to Ulrich Hewer (continued) 
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Response to Ulrich Hewer (continued) 
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Response to Ulrich Hewer: 

Thank you for your comments. 

Responses to comments: 

1. As indicated in Section 1.2 of the Revised Draft EA, the 
improvements to Broad Branch Road are needed to address 
deficiencies in the roadway infrastructure and stormwater 
management system; the safety of motorists, pedestrians, and 
bicyclists; and linkages to serve pedestrian and bicycle travel 
along the roadway itself as well as to the Rock Creek Park trail 
systems. 

2. Minor repair and maintenance actions alone would not address 
existing deficiencies in the roadway infrastructure and 
stormwater management system; improve the safety of 
motorists, pedestrians, and bicyclists; or provide linkages to 
serve non-vehicular modes of travel along the roadway. 

 The Preferred Alternative, Alternative 3 Modified, is the 
alternative with the least environmental impacts while meeting 
the project purpose and need and the requirements of the 
District of Columbia’s Priority Sidewalk Assurance Act of 2010, 
which requires the installation of a sidewalk for reconstruction 
of roadways that are currently lacking sidewalks.  The Preferred 
Alternative minimizes the width of the roadway by utilizing 
retaining walls and reduced sidewalk widths along portions of 
the roadway. 

 As discussed in Section 4.3.8 of the Revised Draft EA, the use of 
architecturally compatible designs and materials for 
construction of the new retaining walls and Soapstone Creek 
Culvert would maintain the aesthetic quality associated with 
the rural feel of the roadway and minimize impacts to the 
character and setting of Rock Creek Park. 

3. The Preferred Alternative will improve the safety of motorists, 
pedestrians, and bicyclists with improvements in sight lines 
and horizontal curves, the addition of sidewalks and 
crosswalks, repair of degraded facilities, improved lighting, 
and stormwater facilities.  As noted in Section 2.3 of the Revised 
Draft EA, proposed curbs will provide the additional benefit of 
traffic calming. 

(Responses are continued on next page) 
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Response to Ulrich Hewer (continued): 

4. The Preferred Alternative is designed to address existing safety 
and stormwater management deficiencies along Broad Branch 
Road. No vehicle-capacity improvements are proposed, and no 
increase in traffic is anticipated. 

5. As indicated in Section 4.1.4 of the Revised Draft EA, tree 
removal on both sides of the roadway will be limited to the 
maximum extent possible by minimizing the extent of cut and 
fill for the proposed improvements.  All trees will be protected 
during construction or replaced according to DDOT’s Standard 
Specifications for Highways and Structures – Section 608 Trees, 
Shrubs, Vines, and Ground Covers. 

6. Rehabilitation of Broad Branch Road requires action beyond 
typical maintenance procedures, including regrading of the 
roadway and replacement of the existing drainage system with 
an improved stormwater management system. The Preferred 
Alternative, Alternative 3 Modified, would address storm 
water runoff erosion and rehabilitate the road, while meeting 
the requirements of the District of Columbia’s Priority Sidewalk 
Assurance Act of 2010, which requires the installation of a 
sidewalk for reconstruction of roadways that are currently 
lacking sidewalks. Alternative 2 would not meet requirements 
of the Act throughout the project corridor. The total estimated 
project cost for Candidate Build Alternative 3 Modified is $56.25 
million (in 2018 dollars), more than the cost of Candidate Build 
Alternative 2 ($37.4 million) and Alternative 3 ($43.7 million) 
yet less than that of Alternative 4 ($57.5 million).   

(Responses are continued on next page) 
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Response to Ulrich Hewer (continued) 

7. As discussed in Section 2.2 of the Revised Draft EA, the No 
Action Alternative would include only short-term minor 
restorations activities (safety and routine maintenance) that 
maintain the continuing operation of the existing roadway.  It 
would not include stormwater management improvements, 
such as changing the grade of the roadway for adequate 
drainage conveyance, installing curb and gutter, reconstructing 
inadequate stormwater inlets and culverts, and installing 
bioswales/rain gardens and water quality catch basins.  Without 
these improvements, there would be continued side-slope 
erosion, ponding of runoff, and deterioration of the roadway 
pavement.  Runoff from the roadway and offsite areas would 
continue to discharge into Broad Branch without any water 
quality treatment.  In addition, existing safety hazards for 
motorists, pedestrians, and bicyclists using Broad Branch Road 
would continue to be present because of limited sight lines, 
poor lighting, and the lack of separate facilities for pedestrians 
or bicyclists.  Under the No Action Alterative, there would be 
no pedestrian linkage between neighborhoods west of Broad 
Branch Road and the Rock Creek Park trails. 

8. The project has been closely coordinated with the National Park 
Service to ensure all proposed improvements minimize 
potential encroachments on Rock Creek Park lands.  The parcels 
of right-of-way to be acquired from NPS are generally less than 
1 foot in width and would not alter the function or use of the 
affected park property (see Section 4.12 of the Revised Draft EA 
for a more detailed description of the potential impacts to this 
Section 4(f) resource). 

9. Closure of Broad Branch Road on weekends and partial closure 
of the roadway would block vehicular access to residential 
properties that can only be accessed via Broad Branch Road. 
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Response to Dean Housden: 

Thank you for your comments. 

Responses to comments: 

1. As indicated in Section 1.2 of the Revised Draft EA, the 
improvements to Broad Branch Road are needed to address 
deficiencies in the roadway infrastructure and stormwater 
management system; the safety of motorists, pedestrians, and 
bicyclists; and linkages to serve pedestrian and bicycle travel 
along the roadway itself as well as to the Rock Creek Park trail 
systems. 

2. The Preferred Alternative, Alternative 3 Modified, is the 
alternative with the least environmental impacts while meeting 
the requirements of the District of Columbia’s Priority Sidewalk 
Assurance Act of 2010, which requires the installation of a 
sidewalk for reconstruction of roadways that are currently 
lacking sidewalks. 

 As indicated in Section 4.1.4 of the Revised Draft EA, tree 
removal on both sides of the roadway will be limited to the 
maximum extent possible by minimizing the extent of cut and 
fill for the proposed improvements.  All trees will be protected 
during construction or replaced according to DDOT’s Standard 
Specifications for Highways and Structures – Section 608 Trees, 
Shrubs, Vines, and Ground Covers. 

3. The Preferred Alternative would result in an additional 80,176 
square feet of impervious surfaces.  Design refinements 
resulted in approximately a 3% reduction in additional 
impervious surface compared to the original Alternative 3 (see 
Table 4-1 of the Revised Draft EA). As discussed in Section 4.1.2 
of the Revised Draft EA, the proposed stormwater sewer would 
include perforations that would allow for some of the 
stormwater to naturally infiltrate as it travels through the 
culverts. This type of system, combined with the proposed rain 
gardens, would improve upon existing conditions by 
compensating for some of the impervious surfaces and allowing 
for groundwater regeneration closer to historic volumes. 

(Responses are continued on next page) 
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Response to Dean Housden (continued): 

4. The Preferred Alternative is designed to address existing safety 
and stormwater management deficiencies along Broad Branch 
Road.  No vehicle-capacity improvements are proposed. Broad 
Branch Road will continue to have one 10-ft travel lane in each 
direction.  As noted in Section 2.3 of the Revised Draft EA, 
proposed curbs will provide the additional benefit of traffic 
calming. 

5. No increase in vehicle usage of Broad Branch Road is expected 
due to the above considerations. Increases in pedestrian use of 
Broad Branch Road as a result of constructing a sidewalk along 
the west side of the road would not increase noise levels or 
introduce a new source of disturbance to which wildlife and 
bird life within Rock Creek Park are not already accustomed. 
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Response to Rosanne Jacuzzi: 

Thank you for your comments. 

Responses to comments: 

1. The Preferred Alternative, Alternative 3 Modified, minimizes 
the width of the roadway by utilizing retaining walls and 
reduced sidewalk widths along portions of the roadway.  As 
discussed in Section 4.3.8 of the Revised Draft EA, the use of 
architecturally compatible designs and materials for 
construction of the new retaining walls and Soapstone Creek 
Culvert would maintain the aesthetic quality associated with 
the rural feel of the roadway and minimize impacts to the 
character and setting of Rock Creek Park.  Tree removal on both 
sides of the roadway will be limited to the maximum extent 
possible by minimizing the extent of cut and fill for the 
proposed improvements.  All trees will be protected during 
construction or replaced according to DDOT’s Standard 
Specifications for Highways and Structures – Section 608 Trees, 
Shrubs, Vines, and Ground Covers (see Revised Draft EA 
Section 4.1.4). 

2. Comment noted.  The Preferred Alternative, Alternative 3 
Modified, is the alternative with the least environmental 
impacts while meeting the requirements of the District of 
Columbia’s Priority Sidewalk Assurance Act of 2010, which 
requires the installation of a sidewalk for reconstruction of 
roadways that are currently lacking sidewalks. 

 The Preferred Alternative will improve the safety of motorists, 
pedestrians, and bicyclists with improvements in sight lines 
and horizontal curves, the addition of sidewalks and 
crosswalks, repair of degraded facilities, improved lighting, 
and stormwater facilities.  Closure of Broad Branch Road on 
weekends would block vehicular access to residential 
properties that can only be accessed via Broad Branch Road.  
DDOT does not have plans at this time to install speed cameras 
as part of this reconstruction project.  
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Response to Michael Jelen: 

Thank you for your comments. 

Responses to comments: 

1. The Preferred Alternative, Alternative 3 Modified, is the 
alternative with the least environmental impacts while meeting 
the requirements of the District of Columbia’s Priority Sidewalk 
Assurance Act of 2010.  All of the Candidate Build Alternatives 
would potentially affect historic resources and parklands 
protected under Section 4(f) of the U.S. Department of 
Transportation Act of 1966.  The Act requires the selection of the 
Least Overall Harm Alternative, which has been determined to 
Alternative 3 Modified.  

 Based on comments received on the EA and subsequent 
coordination efforts with the affected Sovereign Nations, US 
State Department, and the National Park Service, Alternative 3 
was modified to create the Preferred Alternative.  Alternative 3 
Modified avoids encroachments upon sovereign nation 
properties located on the west side of Broad Branch Road.  
While Alternative 3 Modified would require more right-of-way 
acquisition within Rock Creek Park than the original Candidate 
Build Alternative 3, the parcels of right-of-way to be acquired 
are generally less than 1 foot in width and would not alter the 
function or use of the affected park property (see Section 4.12 of 
the Revised Draft EA for a more detailed description of the 
potential impacts to this Section 4(f) resource). In addition, 
Alternative 3 Modified would have fewer impacts to historic 
resources, trees, and streams than Candidate Build Alternatives 
3 and 4. 

(Responses are continued on next page) 
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Response to Michael Jelen (continued): 

 For the reasons cited above and within the Revised Draft EA, a 
dedicated bicycle lane as presented in Candidate Alternative 4 
would require an additional 4 feet of paved surface for the 
length of the proposed roadway corridor.  Although there is 
sufficient DDOT-owned right-of-way along Broad Branch Road 
north of 27th Street to accommodate the bicycle lane, this is not 
the case to the south.  The widening to accommodate the bicycle 
lane would require additional acquisition of properties from 
Rock Creek Park and was not an acceptable proposal to the 
National Park Service.  Although it does not provide a 
dedicated bicycle lane, Alternative 3 Modified would improve 
access to Rock Creek Park and enhance safety for pedestrians, 
cyclists, and motorists by providing a sidewalk and improving 
sight lines and horizontal curves along Broad Branch Road. 

 As described in Section 2.3.1 of the Revised Draft EA, the 
Preferred Alternative includes a 10-foot-wide linear rain garden 
between the sidewalk and the roadway for approximately 1,000 
feet southward of Linnean Avenue where the curb and gutter 
would be located only along the east side of the roadway.  South 
of that to 27th Street, a 4-foot-wide planting strip would separate 
the sidewalk and roadway for the length of the project and the 
curb and gutter would be located on both sides. All trees will be 
protected during construction or replaced according to DDOT’s 
Standard Specifications for Highways and Structures – Section 
608 Trees, Shrubs, Vines, and Ground Covers. 

2. The Options for the proposed project are described in Section 
2.3.2 of the Revised Draft EA, and include Option A Expanded 
Retaining Wall, Option B Sidewalk, and Option C T-
Intersection at Brandywine Street. 

3. Comment noted. Please see response above regarding the Preferred 
Alternative and right-of-way requirements for a bike lane. 

4. As noted above, a linear rain garden would be incorporated on 
the west side, between the sidewalk and the roadway, at the 
north end of the project to incorporate Low Impact 
Development (LID) techniques into the roadway redesign by 
reducing the amount of impervious surface in the project area 
and increasing green space. 
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Response to Cliff Johnson: 

Thank you for your comments. 

Response to comment: 

1. Comment noted.  As stated in Section 2.2 of the Revised Draft 
EA, Alternative 1, the No Action Alternative, does not meet the 
purpose and need of the project.  Uncontrolled runoff from the 
roadway and adjacent parcels would continue to result in 
pavement deterioration, and the topography in Rock Creek 
Park would continue to be altered through erosion without 
proper stormwater management (see Section 4.1.1 of the 
Revised Draft EA). 

 The Preferred Alternative, Alternative 3 Modified, is the 
alternative with the least environmental impacts while meeting 
the requirements of the District of Columbia’s Priority Sidewalk 
Assurance Act of 2010, which requires the installation of a 
sidewalk for reconstruction of roadways that are currently 
lacking sidewalks. 

 As discussed in Section 4.3.8 of the Revised Draft EA, the use of 
architecturally compatible designs and materials for 
construction of the new retaining walls would maintain the 
aesthetic quality associated with the rural feel of the roadway 
and match the rural architectural elements, such as the existing 
Soapstone Creek Culvert and Grant Road Bridge, that are 
characteristic of Rock Creek Park. 

 Tree removal on both sides of the roadway will be limited to the 
maximum extent possible by minimizing the extent of cut and 
fill for the proposed improvements.  All trees will be protected 
during construction or replaced according to DDOT’s Standard 
Specifications for Highways and Structures – Section 608 Trees, 
Shrubs, Vines, and Ground Covers (see Revised Draft EA 
Section 4.1.4). 
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Response to Wendy Jordan: 

Thank you for your comments. 

Responses to comments: 

1. In efforts to reduce the width of the required right-of-way, the 
Preferred Alternative 3 Modified does not include dedicated 
bicycle lanes. 

2. The Preferred Alternative, Alternative 3 Modified, is the 
alternative with the least environmental impacts while meeting 
the requirements of the District of Columbia’s Priority Sidewalk 
Assurance Act of 2010, which requires the installation of a 
sidewalk for reconstruction of roadways that are currently 
lacking sidewalks.  

 As indicated in Section 4.1.4 of the Revised Draft EA, tree 
removal on both sides of the roadway will be limited to the 
maximum extent possible by minimizing the extent of cut and 
fill for the proposed improvements. All trees will be protected 
during construction or replaced according to DDOT’s Standard 
Specifications for Highways and Structures – Section 608 Trees, 
Shrubs, Vines, and Ground Covers. 

      As indicated in Section 1.2 of the Revised Draft EA, the 
improvements to Broad Branch Road are needed to address 
deficiencies in the roadway infrastructure and stormwater 
management system; the safety of motorists, pedestrians, and 
bicyclists; and linkages to serve pedestrian and bicycle travel 
along the roadway itself as well as to the Rock Creek Park trail 
systems. Such improvements are consistent with DDOT’s 
mission to enhance the quality of life for residents and visitors 
by ensuring that people, goods, and information move 
efficiently and safely with minimal adverse impact on residents 
and the environment. 

(Responses are continued on next page) 
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Response to Wendy Jordan (continued): 

 DDOT identifies and develops the transportation-related 
projects for the District’s Capital Improvement Program (CIP) 
and the annual Capital Budget. The District’s CIP budget goes 
toward improvements or applicable activities associated with 
streets, bridges, government facilities, public schools, and 
recreational projects. The rehabilitation of Broad Branch Road, 
NW, is included in the District’s FY 2019 - 2024 Capital 
Improvements Plan, as well as the Washington Metropolitan 
Council of Government’s FY 2017-2022 Transportation 
Improvement Program (TIP) and 2016 Financially Constrained 
Long-Range Plan (CLRP) for the Metropolitan Washington 
Region. 

3. DDOT and FHWA published the EA on October 21, 2013. 
Consistent with 23 CFR 771.119, the EA was available for public 
comment for 30 days. Specifically, the public comment period 
for the EA was open until November 22, 2013. 
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Response to Wendy Jordan (continued): 
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Response to Deborah Kavruck: 

Thank you for your comments. 

Responses to comments: 

1. The Preferred Alternative, Alternative 3 Modified, includes a 
sidewalk along the west side of Broad Branch Road.  As 
discussed in Section 1.2 of the Revised Draft EA, the sidewalk 
is needed for the safety of pedestrians and is required for 
reconstruction of the road under the District of Columbia’s 
Priority Sidewalk Assurance Act of 2010.  The sidewalk will 
serve pedestrian travel along Broad Branch Road as well as 
provide a linkage to the Rock Creek Park trail systems (i.e. Rock 
Creek Park Trail, Western Ridge Trail, and Soapstone Valley 
Trail) for areas west of Broad Branch Road. 

2. As described in Section 2.1 of the EA, the Candidate Build 
Alternatives were developed through a multi-step collaborative 
process with the study team, stakeholders, and the public.  The 
first step in the process was project scoping, which included an 
agency coordination meeting [March 24, 2011], a public 
scoping/concept development meeting [July 13, 2011], and an 
alternatives development meeting with federal and local 
agency representatives [August 25, 2011].  At these three 
meetings, input was gathered from the stakeholders and public 
on the perceived deficiencies and problems within the roadway 
corridor.  In addition, the study team collected information on 
desirable roadway, stormwater management and drainage, and 
pedestrian and bicyclist elements that would improve roadway 
operations and safety.  The meetings also provided the 
stakeholders and public an opportunity to mix-and-match the 
various roadway, stormwater management, and pedestrian and 
bicycle elements to develop roadway cross-section concepts.  
These concepts served as the foundation for the development of 
the Candidate Build Alternatives.  The alternatives were 
formally presented at a Public Alternatives Meeting on 
November 8, 2012, in which interested persons were afforded 
an opportunity to provide comments on the alternatives being 
considered for the project. 

(Responses are continued on next page) 
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Response to Deborah Kavruck (continued): 

3. As indicated in Section 1.2 of the Revised Draft EA, the 
improvements to Broad Branch Road are needed to address 
deficiencies in the roadway infrastructure and stormwater 
management system; the safety of motorists, pedestrians, and 
bicyclists; and linkages to serve pedestrian and bicycle travel 
along the roadway itself as well as to the Rock Creek Park trail 
systems. 

 As described in Section 2.3 of the Revised Draft EA, retaining 
walls on both sides of the roadway will be designed to be 
compatible with the roadway setting – see renderings presented 
in Figures 2-4, 2-5 and 2-6.  The higher walls are located on the 
west side of the roadway and are intended to minimize 
encroachment outside the DDOT-owned right-of-way and to 
limit cutting and clearing.  Walls on the east side of the roadway 
will be designed to maintain slope integrity for safety purposes 
and still provide views of areas to the east from the new 
sidewalks.  The walls are not expected to interrupt views of 
Rock Creek Park from residences located on the elevated slopes 
on the west side of the roadway. 

 Vegetation alone would not address the existing stormwater 
runoff and erosion issues within the project corridor.  The 
proposed stormwater management improvements would 
reduce the volume and velocity of stormwater runoff and 
consequent erosion within the roadway and downstream to 
Broad Branch. 
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Response to Chris Kerns: 

Thank you for your comments. 

Responses to comments: 

1. The Preferred Alternative, Alternative 3 Modified, is the 
alternative with the least environmental impacts while meeting 
the requirements of the District of Columbia’s Priority Sidewalk 
Assurance Act of 2010.  All of the Candidate Build Alternatives 
would potentially affect historic resources and parklands 
protected under Section 4(f) of the U.S. Department of 
Transportation Act of 1966.  The Act requires the selection of the 
Least Overall Harm Alternative, which has been determined to 
Alternative 3 Modified. 

 Based on comments received on the EA and subsequent 
coordination efforts with the affected Sovereign Nations, US 
State Department, and the National Park Service, Alternative 3 
was modified to create the Preferred Alternative.  Alternative 3 
Modified avoids encroachments upon sovereign nation 
properties located on the west side of Broad Branch Road.  
While Alternative 3 Modified would require more right-of-way 
acquisition within Rock Creek Park than the original Candidate 
Build Alternative 3, the parcels of right-of-way to be acquired 
are generally less than 1 foot in width and would not alter the 
function or use of the affected park property (see Section 4.12 of 
the Revised Draft EA for a more detailed description of the 
potential impacts to this Section 4(f) resource).  In addition, 
Alternative 3 Modified would have fewer impacts to historic 
resources, trees, and streams than Candidate Build Alternatives 
3 and 4. 

(Responses are continued on next page) 
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Response to Chris Kerns (continued): 

 For the reasons cited above and within the Revised Draft EA, a 
dedicated bicycle lane as presented in Candidate Alternative 4 
would require an additional 4 feet of paved surface for the 
length of the proposed roadway corridor.  Although there is 
sufficient DDOT-owned right-of-way along Broad Branch Road 
north of 27th Street to accommodate the bicycle lane, this is not 
the case to the south.  The widening to accommodate the bicycle 
lane would require additional acquisition of properties from 
Rock Creek Park and was not an acceptable proposal to the 
National Park Service.  Although it does not provide a 
dedicated bicycle lane, Alternative 3 Modified would improve 
access to Rock Creek Park and enhance safety for pedestrians, 
cyclists, and motorists by providing a sidewalk and improving 
sight lines and horizontal curves along Broad Branch Road. 

2. Although the use of porous concrete for the roadway would 
provide improved stormwater management, it would not 
completely eliminate the need for the other proposed 
stormwater improvements.  The majority of stormwater runoff 
originates in areas upgrade of the roadway and cause 
substantial flooding of the roadway.  The use of porous 
roadway treatments alone would not be expected to  handle the 
volumes of runoff shear generally associated with the heavy 
rainfall events and would therefore require the provision of 
curb and gutter and other stormwater management facilities.  
The final stormwater management techniques, including the 
use of porous pavements, will be determined during the final 
design phase of the project.   
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Response to Catherine Lagot: 

Thank you for your comments. 

Response to comment: 

1. As indicated in Section 1.2 of the Revised Draft EA, the 
improvements to Broad Branch Road are needed to address 
deficiencies in the roadway infrastructure and stormwater 
management system; the safety of motorists, pedestrians, and 
bicyclists; and linkages to serve pedestrian and bicycle travel 
along the roadway itself as well as to the Rock Creek Park trail 
systems. 
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Response to Ann La Porta: 

Thank you for your comments. 

Responses to comments: 

1. Comment noted. Each of your comments are addressed below. 

2. As indicated in Section 1.2 of the Revised Draft EA, the needs 
for improvements to Broad Branch Road relate primarily to 
deficiencies in the existing roadway infrastructure and 
stormwater management system; the safety or motorists, 
pedestrians and bicyclist; and linkages to serve pedestrian and 
bicycle travel along the roadway itself as well as to the Rock 
Creek Park trail systems.  Motorists currently encounter 
hazards associated with navigating the curves in the roadway 
and risk running off the road or suddenly coming upon 
pedestrians, bicyclists, or other vehicles using the roadway.  
This safety concern is not dependent on the volume of vehicular 
traffic on Broad Branch Road, but on the limited sight distance 
and lack of separate facilities for pedestrians and bicyclists.  The 
District of Columbia’s Priority Sidewalk Assurance Act of 2010 
requires the installation of a sidewalk for reconstruction of 
roadways that are currently lacking sidewalks.  The Preferred 
Alternative, Alternative 3 Modified, is the alternative with the 
least environmental impacts while meeting the requirements of 
the Priority Sidewalk Assurance Act. 

(Responses are continued on next page) 
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Response to Ann La Porta (continued): 

3. Based on comments received on the EA and subsequent 
coordination efforts with the affected Sovereign Nations, US 
State Department, and the National Park Service, Alternative 3 
was modified to create the Preferred Alternative. Alternative 3 
Modified minimizes the width of the roadway by utilizing 
retaining walls and reduced sidewalk widths along portions of 
the roadway and avoids encroachments upon sovereign nation 
properties located on the west side of Broad Branch Road.  
While Alternative 3 Modified would require more right-of-way 
acquisition within Rock Creek Park than the original Candidate 
Build Alternative 3, the parcels of right-of-way to be acquired 
are generally less than 1 foot in width and would not alter the 
function or use of the affected park property (see Section 4.12 of 
the Revised Draft EA for a more detailed description of the 
potential impacts to this Section 4(f) resource).  In addition, 
design refinements to Alternative 3 Modified reduced the 
amount of clearing and grading required and would have fewer 
impacts to trees and streams than Candidate Build Alternatives 
3 and 4. 

4. The Preferred Alternative does not include a bike lane. 

5. Comment noted.  The Preferred Alternative is the least impactive, 
least costly alternative that meets the purpose and need of the 
project and the requirements of the Priority Sidewalk Assurance 
Act. 
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Response to Renee Licht: 

Thank you for your comments. 

Response to comment: 

1. The Preferred Alternative will improve the safety of motorists, 
pedestrians, and bicyclists with improvements in sight lines 
and horizontal curves, the addition of sidewalks and 
crosswalks, repair of degraded facilities, improved lighting, 
and stormwater facilities. 
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Response to Rebecca McClimans: 

Thank you for your comments. 

Response to comment: 

1. Comment noted.  As indicated in Section 1.2 of the Revised 
Draft EA, the improvements to Broad Branch Road are needed 
to address deficiencies in the roadway infrastructure and 
stormwater management system; the safety of motorists, 
pedestrians, and bicyclists; and linkages to serve pedestrian and 
bicycle travel along the roadway itself as well as to the Rock 
Creek Park trail systems. 
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Response to Nora Maccoby: 

Thank you for your comments. 

Response to comment: 

1. The Preferred Alternative, Alternative 3 Modified, includes the 
construction of a sidewalk along the west side of Broad Branch 
Road for the entire length of the project. 
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Response to William G. McElwain: 

Thank you for your comments. 

Responses to comments: 

1. The Preferred Alternative, Alternative 3 Modified, includes a 
sidewalk, but not a bike lane along Broad Branch Road.  
Alternative 3 Modified is the alternative with the least 
environmental impacts while meeting the requirements of the 
District of Columbia’s Priority Sidewalk Assurance Act of 2010, 
which requires the installation of a sidewalk for reconstruction 
of roadways that are currently lacking sidewalks. 

2. As indicated in Section 4.1.4 of the Revised Draft EA, tree 
removal on both sides of the roadway will be limited to the 
maximum extent possible by minimizing the extent of cut and 
fill for the proposed improvements.  All trees will be protected 
during construction or replaced according to DDOT’s Standard 
Specifications for Highways and Structures – Section 608 Trees, 
Shrubs, Vines, and Ground Covers. 
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Response to Jack McKay: 

Thank you for your comments. 
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Response to Jack McKay (continued): 

Response to comment: 

1. The Preferred Alternative, Alternative 3 Modified, is the alternative 
with the least environmental impacts while meeting the 
requirements of the District of Columbia’s Priority Sidewalk 
Assurance Act of 2010.  All of the Candidate Build Alternatives 
would potentially affect historic resources and parklands protected 
under Section 4(f) of the U.S. Department of Transportation Act of 
1966.  The Act requires the selection of the Least Overall Harm 
Alternative, which has been determined to Alternative 3 Modified. 

 Based on comments received on the EA and subsequent 
coordination efforts with the affected Sovereign Nations, US 
State Department, and the National Park Service, Alternative 3 
was modified to create the Preferred Alternative.  Alternative 3 
Modified avoids encroachments upon sovereign nation 
properties located on the west side of Broad Branch Road.  
While Alternative 3 Modified would require more right-of-way 
acquisition within Rock Creek Park than the original Candidate 
Build Alternative 3, the parcels of right-of-way to be acquired 
are generally less than 1 foot in width and would not alter the 
function or use of the affected park property (see Section 4.12 of 
the Revised Draft EA for a more detailed description of the 
potential impacts to this Section 4(f) resource).  In addition, 
Alternative 3 Modified would have fewer impacts to historic 
resources, trees, and streams than Candidate Build Alternatives 
3 and 4. 

 For the reasons cited above and within the Revised Draft EA, a 
dedicated bicycle lane as presented in Candidate Alternative 4 
would require an additional 4 feet of paved surface for the 
length of the proposed roadway corridor.  Although there is 
sufficient DDOT-owned right-of-way along Broad Branch Road 
north of 27th Street to accommodate the bicycle lane, this is not 
the case to the south.  The widening to accommodate the bicycle 
lane would require additional acquisition of properties from 
Rock Creek Park and was not an acceptable proposal to the 
National Park Service.  Although it does not provide a 
dedicated bicycle lane, Alternative 3 Modified would improve 
access to Rock Creek Park and enhance safety for pedestrians, 
cyclists, and motorists by providing a sidewalk and improving 
sight lines and horizontal curves along Broad Branch Road. 
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Response to Gueta Mezzetti: 

Thank you for your comments. 

Responses to comments: 

1. The Preferred Alternative is designed to address existing safety 
and stormwater management deficiencies along Broad Branch 
Road.  No vehicle-capacity improvements are proposed.  Broad 
Branch Road will continue to have one 10-ft travel lane in each 
direction.  As noted in Section 2.3 of the Revised Draft EA, 
proposed curbs will provide the additional benefit of traffic 
calming. 

2. Rehabilitation of Broad Branch Road requires action beyond 
typical maintenance procedures, including regrading of the 
roadway and replacement of the existing drainage system with 
an improved stormwater management system. The Preferred 
Alternative, Alternative 3 Modified, would address storm 
water runoff erosion and rehabilitate the road, while meeting 
the requirements of the District of Columbia’s Priority Sidewalk 
Assurance Act of 2010, which requires the installation of a 
sidewalk for reconstruction of roadways that are currently 
lacking sidewalks.  

3. The Preferred Alternative, Alternative 3 Modified, is the 
alternative with the least environmental impacts while meeting 
the requirements of the District of Columbia’s Priority Sidewalk 
Assurance Act of 2010, which requires the installation of a 
sidewalk for reconstruction of roadways that are currently 
lacking sidewalks. 

 As indicated in Section 4.1.4 of the Revised Draft EA, tree 
removal on both sides of the roadway will be limited to the 
maximum extent possible by minimizing the extent of cut and 
fill for the proposed improvements.  All trees will be protected 
during construction or replaced according to DDOT’s Standard 
Specifications for Highways and Structures – Section 608 Trees, 
Shrubs, Vines, and Ground Covers. 

(Responses are continued on next page) 
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Response to Gueta Mezzetti (continued): 

4. As indicated in Section 1.2 of the Revised Draft EA, the 
improvements to Broad Branch Road are needed to address 
deficiencies in the roadway infrastructure and stormwater 
management system; the safety of motorists, pedestrians, and 
bicyclists; and linkages to serve pedestrian and bicycle travel 
along the roadway itself as well as to the Rock Creek Park trail 
systems.  Such improvements are consistent with DDOT’s 
mission to enhance the quality of life for residents and visitors 
by ensuring that people, goods, and information move 
efficiently and safely with minimal adverse impact on residents 
and the environment. 

 DDOT identifies and develops the transportation-related projects 
for the District’s Capital Improvement Program (CIP) and the 
annual Capital Budget.  The District’s CIP budget goes toward 
improvements or applicable activities associated with streets, 
bridges, government facilities, public schools, and recreational 
projects.  The rehabilitation of Broad Branch Road, NW, is 
included in the District’s FY 2019 - 2024 Capital Improvements 
Plan, as well as the Washington Metropolitan Council of 
Government’s FY 2017-2022 Transportation Improvement 
Program (TIP) and 2016 Financially Constrained Long-Range 
Plan (CLRP) for the Metropolitan Washington Region. 

5. As indicated above, improvements to Broad Branch Road are 
needed to address safety and connectivity for all modes of 
travel, as well as improve the roadway infrastructure and 
stormwater management. 

6. The Preferred Alternative, Alternative 3 Modified, includes a 
sidewalk along the west side of Broad Branch to provide safe 
travel for pedestrians.  The inclusion of the sidewalk meets the 
requirements of the District of Columbia’s Priority Sidewalk 
Assurance Act of 2010, which requires the installation of a 
sidewalk for reconstruction of roadways that are currently 
lacking sidewalks.  

7. As indicated above, the Preferred Alternative is designed to 
address existing safety and stormwater management 
deficiencies along Broad Branch Road.  No vehicle-capacity 
improvements are proposed, and no increase in traffic is 
anticipated. 
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Response to Phyllis Myers: 

Thank you for your comments. 

Responses to comments: 

1. The project team responsible for preparation of this EA for the 
Rehabilitation of Broad Branch Road, NW includes DDOT and 
FHWA staff and the consultants from Sheladia Associates, Inc 
and Parsons Transportation Group.  The National Park Service 
is a Cooperating Agency for the EA. As discussed in Section 5.1 
of the Revised Draft EA,  National Park Service representatives 
from Rock Creek Park have been involved throughout the 
scoping, alternatives development, and selection of the 
Preferred Alternative.  

2. The Section 4(f) Evaluation for the Preferred Alternative is 
provided in Section 4.12 of the Revised Draft EA. 
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Response to Phyllis Myers (continued): 
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Response to Phyllis Myers: 

Thank you for your comments. 

Responses to comments: 

1. The project team responsible for preparation of the EA for the 
Rehabilitation of Broad Branch Road, NW includes DDOT and 
FHWA staff and the consultants from Sheladia Associates, Inc 
and Parsons Transportation Group.  The National Park Service 
is a Cooperating Agency for the EA. National Park Service  
representatives from Rock Creek Park have been involved 
throughout the scoping, alternatives development, and 
selection of the Preferred Alternative.  

2. DDOT held two public meetings and a public hearing to help 
inform, as well as solicit input from, the public on the proposed 
project.  The first meeting on July 13, 2011 was a public scoping 
meeting to introduce the project and provide all interested 
persons the opportunity to comment on the project.  The second 
meeting on November 8, 2012 provided an update on study 
activities and invited comments from the community on the 
preliminary alternatives being considered for the project.  The 
EA, which includes the results of the analysis of effects for the 
No Action Alternative and the Candidate Build Alternatives, 
including tree impacts, was made available on the project 
website, at FHWA’s and DDOT’s offices and at multiple D.C.  
public libraries in the vicinity of the project on October 21, 2018.  
Estimated tree impacts associated with the alternatives were 
communicated at the public hearing on November 5, 2013. 

 The Preferred Alternative, Alternative 3 Modified, is the 
alternative with the least environmental impacts while meeting 
the requirements of the District of Columbia’s Priority Sidewalk 
Assurance Act of 2010, which requires the installation of a 
sidewalk for reconstruction of roadways that are currently 
lacking sidewalks.  As indicated in Section 4.1.4 of the Revised 
Draft EA, tree removal on both sides of the roadway will be 
limited to the maximum extent possible by minimizing the 
extent of cut and fill for the proposed improvements.  All trees 
will be protected during construction or replaced according to 
DDOT’s Standard Specifications for Highways and Structures – 
Section 608 Trees, Shrubs, Vines, and Ground Covers. 
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Response to Phyllis Myers (continued): 
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Response to Richard Oliver: 

Thank you for your comments. 

Response to comment: 

1. The Preferred Alternative, Alternative 3 Modified, is the 
alternative with the least environmental impacts while meeting 
the requirements of the District of Columbia’s Priority Sidewalk 
Assurance Act of 2010, which requires the installation of a 
sidewalk for reconstruction of roadways that are currently 
lacking sidewalks. In efforts to reduce the width of the required 
right-of-way, the Preferred Alternative 3 Modified does not 
include dedicated bicycle lanes. 
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Response to John & Beverly Ostenso: 

Thank you for your comments. 

Responses to comments: 

1. The Preferred Alternative, Alternative 3 Modified, meets the 
requirements of the District of Columbia’s Priority Sidewalk 
Assurance Act of 2010, which requires the installation of a 
sidewalk for reconstruction of roadways that are currently 
lacking sidewalks.  Alternative 2 would not meet requirements 
of the Act throughout the project corridor. 

 Maintenance of traffic plans included in Appendix E and 
further refined as part of the project’s final design will provide 
detour arrangements during road closures.  It is also 
recommended that reconstruction of the roadway occur in 
phases to minimize disruptions from road closures. 

(Responses are continued on next page) 
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Response to John & Beverly Ostenso (continued): 

2. Comment noted.  As indicated above, maintenance of traffic 
plans and reconstruction of the roadway in phases would 
minimize disruptions from road closures. 

3. As stated in Section 2.2 of the Draft EA and the Revised Draft 
EA, Alternative 1, the No Action Alternative, does not meet the 
purpose and need of the project.  The first sentence of Section 
2.3 of the Draft EA indicates that the three Candidate Build 
Alternatives will address deficiencies in the existing roadway 
infrastructure and stormwater management systems; improve 
the safety of motorists, pedestrians, and bicyclists; and enhance 
linkages with respect to serving pedestrian and bicycle travel. 

4. As noted in Section 2.3.1 of the Revised Draft EA, the Preferred 
Alternative, Alternative 3 Modified, includes a new sidewalk 
on the west side of Broad Branch Road and crosswalks at the 
intersection of Broad Branch Road and Brandywine Street to 
facilitate pedestrian access to and use of the new sidewalk.  
Alternative 3 Modified meets the requirements of the District of 
Columbia’s Priority Sidewalk Assurance Act of 2010; whereas, 
Alternative 2 does not. 

5. Based on comments received on the EA and subsequent 
coordination efforts with the affected Sovereign Nations, US 
State Department, and the National Park Service, Alternative 3 
was modified to create the Preferred Alternative.  Alternative 3 
Modified avoids encroachments upon the sovereign nation 
properties located on the west side of Broad Branch Road.  The 
project also minimizes potential encroachments on Rock Creek 
Park lands.  The parcels of right-of-way to be acquired from 
NPS are generally less than 1 foot in width and would not alter 
the function or use of the affected park property (see Section 
4.12 of the Revised Draft EA for a more detailed description of 
the potential impacts to this Section 4(f) resource). 

6. As indicated above, maintenance of traffic plans and 
reconstruction of the roadway in phases would minimize 
disruptions from road closures. 
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Response to Tim Outsa: 

Thank you for your comments. 

Response to comment: 

1. Thank you for the conduit drawings. DDOT will continue to 
coordinate with Verizon and Pepco potential utilities conflicts, 
relocations or replacements during the project’s design phase 
and construction phases. 



 

  

Fina
l Environm

enta
l A

ssessm
ent of Broa

d
 Bra

nch Roa
d

, N
W

 

N
-60 

 

 

Response to Mary Beth Ray: 

Thank you for your comments. 

Responses to comments: 

1. DDOT’s intent is to use federal aid funds for the project. 
Typically, the split is 80% federal and 20% local. 

2. Right of Way acquisition estimated will be developed for the 
selected alternative during the design phase. 

3. The T-intersection provides safer movements and allows the 
excess right-of-way to be incorporated into green space that can 
be used for stormwater management purposes.  

4. DDOT staff has coordinated with the affected Sovereign 
Nations, US State Department, and the National Park Service 
following publication of the EA.  Based on such coordination, 
Alternative 3 was modified to create the Preferred Alternative, 
which avoids encroachments upon sovereign nation properties 
located on the west side of Broad Branch Road. 
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Response to Mary Beth Ray (continued): 
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Response to Mary Beth Ray: 

Thank you for your comments. 

Responses to comments: 

1. The Preferred Alternative, Alternative 3 Modified, is the 
alternative with the least environmental impacts while meeting 
the requirements of the District of Columbia’s Priority Sidewalk 
Assurance Act of 2010.  All of the Candidate Build Alternatives 
would potentially affect historic resources and parklands 
protected under Section 4(f) of the U.S. Department of 
Transportation Act of 1966.  The Act requires the selection of the 
Least Overall Harm Alternative, which has been determined to 
Alternative 3 Modified. 

 Based on comments received on the EA and subsequent 
coordination efforts with the affected Sovereign Nations, US 
State Department, and the National Park Service, Alternative 3 
was modified to create the Preferred Alternative.  Alternative 3 
Modified avoids encroachments upon sovereign nation 
properties located on the west side of Broad Branch Road.  
While Alternative 3 Modified would require more right-of-way 
acquisition within Rock Creek Park than the original Candidate 
Build Alternative 3, the parcels of right-of-way to be acquired 
are generally less than 1 foot in width and would not alter the 
function or use of the affected park property (see Section 4.12 of 
the Revised Draft EA for a more detailed description of the 
potential impacts to this Section 4(f) resource).  In addition, 
Alternative 3 Modified would have fewer impacts to historic 
resources, trees, and streams than Candidate Build Alternatives 
3 and 4. 

 For the reasons cited above and within the Revised Draft EA, a 
dedicated bicycle lane as presented in Candidate Alternative 4 
would require an additional 4 feet of paved surface for the 
length of the proposed roadway corridor.  Although there is 
sufficient DDOT-owned right-of-way along Broad Branch Road 
north of 27th Street to accommodate the bicycle lane, this is not 
the case to the south.  The widening to accommodate the bicycle 
lane would require additional acquisition of properties from 
Rock Creek Park and was not an acceptable proposal to the 
National Park Service. 

 (Responses are continued on next page) 
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Response to Mary Beth Ray (continued): 

 Although it does not provide a dedicated bicycle lane, 
Alternative 3 Modified would improve access to Rock Creek 
Park and enhance safety for pedestrians, cyclists, and motorists 
by providing a sidewalk and improving sight lines and 
horizontal curves along Broad Branch Road.  The Preferred 
Alternative would improve stormwater management and 
reduce erosion and associated tree loss by incorporating 
various stormwater management improvements, including 
perforated stormwater sewers, rain gardens, and water quality 
catch basins. 

2. DDOT will continue to coordinate with other agencies 
including DC Water, PEPCO and DDOE to minimize 
environmental impacts within the project corridor, including 
temporary road closures during construction.  Undergrounding 
of overhead lines is not within the scope of this project. 

3. As indicated in Section 4.1.4 of the Revised Draft EA, tree 
removal on both sides of the roadway will be limited to the 
maximum extent possible by minimizing the extent of cut and 
fill for the proposed improvements.  All trees will be protected 
during construction or replaced according to DDOT’s Standard 
Specifications for Highways and Structures – Section 608 Trees, 
Shrubs, Vines, and Ground Covers. 

(Responses are continued on next page) 
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Response to Mary Beth Ray (continued): 

4. As described in Section 2.3 retaining walls on both sides of the 
roadway will be designed to be compatible with the roadway 
setting – see renderings presented in Figures 2-4, 2-5 and 2-6.  
The higher walls are located on the west side of the roadway 
and are intended to minimize encroachment outside the DDOT-
owned right-of-way and to limit cutting and clearing.  Walls on 
the east side of the roadway will be designed to maintain slope 
integrity for safety purposes and still provide views of areas to 
the east from the new sidewalks.  The walls are not expected to 
interrupt views of Rock Creek Park from residences located on 
the elevated slopes on the west side of the roadway. 

5. DDOT continued to coordinate with the Sovereign Nations 
regarding potential impacts to their lands following public 
distribution of the EA in October 2013.  Widening to 
accommodate a bicycle lane would require acquisition of 
sovereign nation lands or additional acquisition of National 
Park Service lands, which was not an acceptable proposal to the 
Sovereign Nations or National Park Service.  Based on 
comments received on the EA and subsequent coordination 
efforts with the affected Sovereign Nations, US State 
Department, and the National Park Service, Alternative 3 was 
modified to create the Preferred Alternative.  Alternative 3 
Modified avoids encroachments upon the sovereign nation 
properties located on the west side of Broad Branch Road. 

6. The Preferred Alternative would result in an additional 80,176 
square feet of impervious surfaces.  Design refinements 
resulted in approximately a 3% reduction in additional 
impervious surface compared to the original Alternative 3 (see 
Table 4-1 of the Revised Draft EA). As discussed in Section 4.1.2, 
the proposed stormwater sewer would include perforations 
that would allow for some of the stormwater to naturally 
infiltrate as it travels through the culverts.  This type of system, 
combined with the proposed rain gardens, would improve 
upon existing conditions by compensating for some of the 
impervious surfaces and allowing for groundwater 
regeneration closer to historic volumes.  The use of alternative 
pavement types, including pervious pavements, will be 
considered during the project’s final design.  All such designs 
much be consistent with DDOT’s standard specifications. 



 

 

N
. C

itizens C
om

m
ents a

nd
 Resp

onses on the Initia
l EA

 
  

N
-65 

 

Response to Mary Rowse: 

Thank you for your comments. 

Responses to comments: 

1. As described in Section 5.1 of the Revised Draft EA, the Section 
106 process of the National Historic Preservation Act (NHPA) 
was initiated with the District of Columbia State Historic 
Preservation Office (DC SHPO) on February 24, 2011 after an 
introductory project meeting on December 8, 2010.  DDOT met 
with the DC SHPO multiple times to define the Area of 
Potential Effect, which considered elements of the proposed 
action; the existence of buildings, vegetation, and terrain; 
possible visual concerns in terms of changes to viewshed 
caused by roadway modifications; audible impacts; and 
construction activities necessary for the proposed action. 

 On April 18, 2013, FHWA formally initiated consultation under 
Section 106 of the NHPA with the DC SHPO and requested 
concurrence with the APE, previously submitted by DDOT for 
review.  Subsequent to the release of the EA in October 2013, a 
Determination of Effect and draft Section 106 Compliance 
Review was submitted to DC SHPO and the Advisory Council 
on Historic Preservation (ACHP).  A Draft Memorandum of 
Agreement (MOA) was prepared and submitted for comment 
to DC SHPO, NPS, and the Commission of Fine Arts (CFA) in 
February 2014, and is provided in Appendix O.  Although 
FHWA had not made a formal determination of effect, the 
agency anticipates that the project will result in an “adverse 
effect” as a result of reconstruction of the Soapstone Creek 
Culvert and the project’s proximity to contributing elements of 
the Rock Creek Park Historic District.  In consultation with the 
DC SHPO and NPS, the MOA resolves “adverse effects” to 
historic properties.  

2. As indicated in Section 1.2 of the Revised Draft EA, the 
improvements to Broad Branch Road are needed to address 
deficiencies in the roadway infrastructure and stormwater 
management system; the safety of motorists, pedestrians, and 
bicyclists; and linkages to serve pedestrian and bicycle travel 
along the roadway itself as well as to the Rock Creek Park trail 
systems. 

(Responses are continued on next page) 
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Response to Mary Rowse (continued): 

2. As indicated in Section 1.2 of the Revised Draft EA, the 
improvements to Broad Branch Road are needed to address 
deficiencies in the roadway infrastructure and stormwater 
management system; the safety of motorists, pedestrians, and 
bicyclists; and linkages to serve pedestrian and bicycle travel 
along the roadway itself as well as to the Rock Creek Park trail 
systems. 

 The Preferred Alternative, Alternative 3 Modified, is the 
alternative with the least environmental impacts while meeting 
the requirements of the District of Columbia’s Priority Sidewalk 
Assurance Act of 2010, which requires the installation of a 
sidewalk for reconstruction of roadways that are currently 
lacking sidewalks. 

 As indicated in Section 4.1.4 of the Revised Draft EA, tree 
removal on both sides of the roadway will be limited to the 
maximum extent possible by minimizing the extent of cut and 
fill for the proposed improvements.  All trees will be protected 
during construction or replaced according to DDOT’s Standard 
Specifications for Highways and Structures – Section 608 Trees, 
Shrubs, Vines, and Ground Covers. 

3. DDOT and FHWA are conducting Section 106 Consultation 
with the DC SHPO for the proposed improvements. 

(Responses are continued on next page) 
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Response to Mary Rowse (continued): 

4. Comment noted.  As discussed in Section 2.2 of the Revised 
Draft EA, the No Action Alternative would include only short-
term minor restorations activities (safety and routine 
maintenance) that maintain the continuing operation of the 
existing roadway.  It would not include stormwater 
management improvements, such as changing the grade of the 
roadway for adequate drainage conveyance, installing curb and 
gutter, reconstructing inadequate stormwater inlets and 
culverts, and installing bioswales/rain gardens and water 
quality catch basins.  Without these improvements, there would 
be continued side-slope erosion, ponding of runoff, and 
deterioration of the roadway pavement.  Runoff from the 
roadway and offsite areas would continue to discharge into 
Broad Branch without any water quality treatment.  In addition, 
existing safety hazards for motorists, pedestrians, and bicyclists 
using Broad Branch Road would continue to be present because 
of limited sight lines, poor lighting, and the lack of separate 
facilities for pedestrians or bicyclists.  Under the No Action 
Alterative, there would be no pedestrian linkage between 
neighborhoods west of Broad Branch Road and the Rock Creek 
Park trails. 
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Response to Mary Rowse (continued): 
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Response to Andrew Salas: 

Thank you for your comments. 

Responses to comments: 

1. Comment noted. 

2. Comment noted. 

3. The Preferred Alternative, Alternative 3 Modified, will improve 
pedestrian access to Rock Creek Park by providing a sidewalk 
along Broad Branch Road.  The sidewalk will provide safe 
pedestrian access to the Park from several locations including 
27th Street, Grant Road and Beach Drive.  The proposed 
improvements will also provide safer passage for pedestrians 
and bicyclists along its entire length. 

4. For the reasons cited above and within the Revised Draft EA, a 
dedicated bicycle lane as presented in Candidate Alternative 4 
would require an additional 4 feet of paved surface for the 
length of the proposed roadway corridor.  Although there is 
sufficient DDOT-owned right-of-way along Broad Branch Road 
north of 27th Street to accommodate the bicycle lane, this is not 
the case to the south.  The widening to accommodate the bicycle 
lane would require additional acquisition of properties from 
Rock Creek Park and was not an acceptable proposal to the 
National Park Service.  Although it does not provide a 
dedicated bicycle lane, Alternative 3 Modified would improve 
bicyclist safety along Broad Branch Road by improving sight 
lines, horizontal curves, and stormwater drainage. 

(Responses are continued on next page) 
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Responses to Andrew Salas (continued): 

5. Based on comments received on the EA and subsequent 
coordination efforts with the affected Sovereign Nations, US 
State Department, and the National Park Service, Alternative 3 
was modified to create the Preferred Alternative.  Alternative 3 
Modified avoids encroachments upon sovereign nation 
properties located on the west side of Broad Branch Road.  
While Alternative 3 Modified would require slightly more 
right-of-way acquisition within Rock Creek Park than the 
original Candidate Build Alternative 3, the parcels of right-of-
way to be acquired are generally less than 1 foot in width and 
would not alter the function or use of the affected park property 
(see Section 4.12 of the Revised Draft EA for a more detailed 
description of the potential impacts to this Section 4(f) 
resource).  These minor encroachments on the park property 
were reviewed in detail with the National Park Service and 
determined to have no impact on the Park’s functions.  Potential 
effects of the Preferred Alternative on Rock Creek Park are 
addressed in Section 4.3.10 of the Revised Draft EA and in the 
Section 4(f) Evaluation in Sections 4.12.1.8 and 4.12.1.9. 
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Response to Lorrie Scally: 

Thank you for your comments. 

Response to comment: 

1. The Preferred Alternative, Alternative 3 Modified, is the 
alternative with the least environmental impacts while meeting 
the requirements of the District of Columbia’s Priority Sidewalk 
Assurance Act of 2010, which requires the installation of a 
sidewalk for reconstruction of roadways that are currently 
lacking sidewalks.  Alternative 2 would not meet requirements 
of the Act throughout the project corridor. 

2. Rehabilitation of Broad Branch Road requires action beyond 
typical maintenance procedures, including regrading of the 
roadway and replacement of the existing drainage system with 
an improved stormwater management system. The Preferred 
Alternative, Alternative 3 Modified, would address storm 
water runoff erosion and rehabilitate the road, while meeting 
the requirements of the District of Columbia’s Priority Sidewalk 
Assurance Act of 2010, which requires the installation of a 
sidewalk for reconstruction of roadways that are currently 
lacking sidewalks.  
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Response to Shelley Schonberger: 

Thank you for your comments. 

Response to comment: 

1. The Preferred Alternative, Alternative 3 Modified, includes a 
sidewalk, but not a bike lane along Broad Branch Road.  
Alternative 3 Modified is the alternative with the least impacts 
on Rock Creek Park while meeting the requirements of the 
District of Columbia’s Priority Sidewalk Assurance Act of 2010, 
which requires the installation of a sidewalk for reconstruction 
of roadways that are currently lacking sidewalks. 
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Response to Diane Seibert: 

Thank you for your comments. 

Responses to comments: 

1. The Preferred Alternative, Alternative 3 Modified, will repair 
the structural deficiencies of the roadway while providing 
stormwater management improvements to address erosion 
caused by existing stormwater runoff patterns. 

2. The Preferred Alternative will improve the safety of motorists, 
pedestrians, and bicyclists with improvements in sight lines 
and horizontal curves, the addition of sidewalks and 
crosswalks, repair of degraded facilities, improved lighting, 
and stormwater facilities. 

3. See above response. 

4. The Preferred Alternative incorporates a reduced typical 
section and retaining walls to minimize encroachment on the 
west side of the roadway.  The walls will be installed within 
DDOT-owned right-of-way and thus minimize the extent of 
grading and tree removal required on the adjacent sloped areas.  
Design refinements incorporated into the Preferred Alternative 
3 Modified resulted in reduced clearing and grading. This 
modification reduced the estimated number of trees impacted 
under Alternative 3 by approximately 18% or 83 trees.   

     All trees will be protected during construction or replaced 
according to DDOT’s Standard Specifications for Highways 
and Structures – Section 608 Trees, Shrubs, Vines, and Ground 
Covers. 

 5. As noted in Section 2.3 of the Revised Draft EA, proposed curbs 
will provide the additional benefit of traffic calming. 

(Responses are continued on next page) 



 

  

Fina
l Environm

enta
l A

ssessm
ent of Broa

d
 Bra

nch Roa
d

, N
W

 

N
-74 

 

 

Response to Diane Seibert (continued): 

6. Comment noted.  The Preferred Alternative, Alternative 3 
Modified, is the alternative with the least environmental 
impacts while meeting the requirements of the District of 
Columbia’s Priority Sidewalk Assurance Act of 2010.  All of the 
Candidate Build Alternatives would require impacts to historic 
resources and parklands protected under Section 4(f) of the U.S. 
Department of Transportation Act of 1966.  The Act requires the 
selection of the Least Overall Harm Alternative, which has been 
determined to Alternative 3 Modified. 

 Based on comments received on the EA and subsequent 
coordination efforts with the affected Sovereign Nations, US 
State Department, and the National Park Service, Alternative 3 
was modified to create the Preferred Alternative.  Alternative 3 
Modified avoids encroachments upon sovereign nation 
properties located on the west side of Broad Branch Road.  
While Alternative 3 Modified would require more right-of-way 
acquisition within Rock Creek Park than the original Candidate 
Build Alternative 3, the parcels of right-of-way to be acquired 
are generally less than 1 foot in width and would not alter the 
function or use of the affected park property (see Section 4.12 of 
the Revised Draft EA for a more detailed description of the 
potential impacts to this Section 4(f) resource).  In addition, 
Alternative 3 Modified would have fewer impacts to historic 
resources, trees, and streams than Candidate Build Alternatives 
3 and 4. 

 For the reasons cited above and within the Revised Draft EA, a 
dedicated bicycle lane as presented in Candidate Alternative 4 
would require an additional 4 feet of paved surface for the 
length of the proposed roadway corridor.  Although there is 
sufficient DDOT-owned right-of-way along Broad Branch Road 
north of 27th Street to accommodate the bicycle lane, this is not 
the case to the south.  The widening to accommodate the bicycle 
lane would require additional acquisition of properties from 
Rock Creek Park and was not an acceptable proposal to the 
National Park Service.  Although it does not provide a 
dedicated bicycle lane, Alternative 3 Modified would improve 
bicyclist safety along Broad Branch Road by improving sight 
lines, horizontal curves, and stormwater drainage. 



 

 

N
. C

itizens C
om

m
ents a

nd
 Resp

onses on the Initia
l EA

 
  

N
-75 

 

Response to Tom Selden: 
Thank you for your comments. 
Responses to comments: 
1. As indicated in Section 1.2 of the Revised Draft EA, the improvements 

to Broad Branch Road are needed to address deficiencies in the 
roadway infrastructure and stormwater management system; the 
safety of motorists, pedestrians, and bicyclists; and linkages to 
serve pedestrian and bicycle travel along the roadway itself as well 
as to the Rock Creek Park trail systems. The Preferred Alternative, 
Alternative 3 Modified, is the alternative with the least 
environmental impacts while meeting the requirements of the 
District of Columbia’s Priority Sidewalk Assurance Act of 2010, 
which requires the installation of a sidewalk for reconstruction of 
roadways that are currently lacking sidewalks. 

2. The proposed improvements are consistent with DDOT’s mission 
to enhance the quality of life for residents and visitors by ensuring 
that people, goods, and information move efficiently and safely 
with minimal adverse impact on residents and the environment.  
Rehabilitation of Broad Branch Road requires action beyond typical 
maintenance procedures, including regrading of the roadway and 
replacement of the existing drainage system with an improved 
stormwater management system. The Preferred Alternative, 
Alternative 3 Modified, would address storm water runoff erosion 
and rehabilitate the road, while meeting the requirements of the  
Sidewalk Assurance Act (as noted above). The total estimated 
project cost for Candidate Build Alternative 3 Modified is $56.25 
million (in 2018 dollars), more than the cost of Candidate Build 
Alternative 2 ($37.4 million) and Alternative 3 ($43.7 million) yet 
less than that of Alternative 4 ($57.5 million).   

 DDOT identifies and develops the transportation-related projects 
for the District’s Capital Improvement Program (CIP) and the 
annual Capital Budget.  The District’s CIP budget goes toward 
improvements or applicable activities associated with streets, 
bridges, government facilities, public schools, and recreational 
projects.  The rehabilitation of Broad Branch Road, NW, is included 
in the District’s FY 2019 - 2024 Capital Improvements Plan, as well 
as the Washington Metropolitan Council of Government’s FY 2017-
2022 Transportation Improvement Program (TIP) and 2016 
Financially Constrained Long-Range Plan (CLRP) for the 
Metropolitan Washington Region. 
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Response to Maarten Sengers: 

Thank you for your comments. 

Response to comment: 

1. The Preferred Alternative, Alternative 3 Modified, will improve 
pedestrian access to Rock Creek Park by providing a sidewalk 
along Broad Branch Road.  A dedicated bicycle lane as 
presented in Candidate Alternative 4 would require an 
additional 4 feet of paved surface for the length of the proposed 
roadway corridor.  Although there is sufficient DDOT-owned 
right-of-way along Broad Branch Road north of 27th Street to 
accommodate the bicycle lane, this is not the case to the south.  
The widening to accommodate the bicycle lane would require 
additional acquisition of properties from Rock Creek Park and 
was not an acceptable proposal to the National Park Service.  
Although it does not provide a dedicated bicycle lane, 
Alternative 3 Modified would improve bicyclist safety along 
Broad Branch Road by improving sight lines, horizontal curves, 
and stormwater drainage. 
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Response to Sam Serebin: 

Thank you for your comments. 

Responses to comments: 

1. The Preferred Alternative, Alternative 3 Modified, is the 
alternative with the least environmental impacts while meeting 
the requirements of the District of Columbia’s Priority Sidewalk 
Assurance Act of 2010.  All of the Candidate Build Alternatives 
would require impacts to historic resources and parklands 
protected under Section 4(f) of the U.S. Department of 
Transportation Act of 1966.  The Act requires the selection of the 
Least Overall Harm Alternative, which has been determined to 
Alternative 3 Modified. 

 Based on comments received on the EA and subsequent 
coordination efforts with the affected Sovereign Nations, US 
State Department, and the National Park Service, Alternative 3 
was modified to create the Preferred Alternative.  Alternative 3 
Modified avoids encroachments upon sovereign nation 
properties located on the west side of Broad Branch Road.  
While Alternative 3 Modified would require more right-of-way 
acquisition within Rock Creek Park than the original Candidate 
Build Alternative 3, the parcels of right-of-way to be acquired 
are generally less than 1 foot in width and would not alter the 
function or use of the affected park property (see Section 4.12 of 
the Revised Draft EA for a more detailed description of the 
potential impacts to this Section 4(f) resource).  In addition, 
Alternative 3 Modified would have fewer impacts to historic 
resources, trees, and streams than Candidate Build Alternatives 
3 and 4. 

(Responses are continued on next page) 
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Response to Sam Serebin (continued): 

 For the reasons cited above and within the Revised Draft EA, a 
dedicated bicycle lane as presented in Candidate Alternative 4 
would require an additional 4 feet of paved surface for the 
length of the proposed roadway corridor.  Although there is 
sufficient DDOT-owned right-of-way along Broad Branch Road 
north of 27th Street to accommodate the bicycle lane, this is not 
the case to the south.  The widening to accommodate the bicycle 
lane would require additional acquisition of properties from 
Rock Creek Park and was not an acceptable proposal to the 
National Park Service.  Although it does not provide a 
dedicated bicycle lane, Alternative 3 Modified would improve 
bicyclist safety along Broad Branch Road by improving sight 
lines, horizontal curves, and stormwater drainage. 

2. Comment noted.  The proposed project focuses on improving 
pedestrian and bicyclist safety within the Broad Branch Road 
corridor.  DDOT’s Bicycle Program is committed to providing 
safe and convenient bicycle access throughout the city.  DDOT’s 
2005 DC Bicycle Master Plan includes proposed multi-use trails 
within Northwest DC, specifically along Nebraska Avenue, 
Massachusetts Avenue, and Dalecarlita Parkway. 
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Response to Kalim Shah: 

Thank you for your comments. 

Response to comment: 

1. The Preferred Alternative, Alternative 3 Modified, is the 
alternative with the least environmental impacts while meeting 
the requirements of the District of Columbia’s Priority Sidewalk 
Assurance Act of 2010, which requires the installation of a 
sidewalk for reconstruction of roadways that are currently 
lacking sidewalks.  Alternative 2 would not meet requirements 
of the Act throughout the project corridor. 
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Response to Marjorie Share: 

Thank you for your comments. 

Response to comment: 

1. The Preferred Alternative, Alternative 3 Modified, is the 
alternative with the least environmental impacts while meeting 
the requirements of the District of Columbia’s Priority Sidewalk 
Assurance Act of 2010, which requires the installation of a 
sidewalk for reconstruction of roadways that are currently 
lacking sidewalks.  Alternative 2 would not meet requirements 
of the Act throughout the project corridor. 
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Response to Caleb Shreve: 

Thank you for your comments. 

Response to comment: 

1. As indicated in Section 1.2 of the Revised Draft EA, the 
improvements to Broad Branch Road are needed to address 
severe deficiencies in the roadway’s infrastructure and 
stormwater management system; the safety of motorists, 
pedestrians, and bicyclists; and linkages to serve pedestrian and 
bicycle travel along the roadway itself as well as to the Rock 
Creek Park trail systems.  The Preferred Alternative, 
Alternative 3 Modified, is the alternative with the least 
environmental impacts while meeting the requirements of the 
District of Columbia’s Priority Sidewalk Assurance Act of 2010, 
which requires the installation of a sidewalk for reconstruction 
of roadways that are currently lacking sidewalks. 



 

  

Fina
l Environm

enta
l A

ssessm
ent of Broa

d
 Bra

nch Roa
d

, N
W

 

N
-82 

 

 

Response to Adam Sieminski: 

Thank you for your comments. 

Responses to comments: 

1. The Preferred Alternative, Alternative 3 Modified, is the 
alternative with the least environmental impacts while meeting 
the requirements of the District of Columbia’s Priority Sidewalk 
Assurance Act of 2010.  All of the Candidate Build Alternatives 
would require impacts to historic resources and parklands 
protected under Section 4(f) of the U.S. Department of 
Transportation Act of 1966.  The Act requires the selection of the 
Least Overall Harm Alternative, which has been determined to 
Alternative 3 Modified. 

 Based on comments received on the EA and subsequent 
coordination efforts with the affected Sovereign Nations, US 
State Department, and the National Park Service, Alternative 3 
was modified to create the Preferred Alternative.  Alternative 3 
Modified avoids encroachments upon sovereign nation 
properties located on the west side of Broad Branch Road.  
While Alternative 3 Modified would require more right-of-way 
acquisition within Rock Creek Park than the original Candidate 
Build Alternative 3, the parcels of right-of-way to be acquired 
are generally less than 1 foot in width and would not alter the 
function or use of the affected park property (see Section 4.12 of 
the Revised Draft EA for a more detailed description of the 
potential impacts to this Section 4(f) resource).  In addition, 
Alternative 3 Modified would have fewer impacts to historic 
resources, trees, and streams than Candidate Build Alternatives 
3 and 4. 

(Responses are continued on next page) 
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Response to Adam Sieminski (continued): 

 For the reasons cited above and within the Revised Draft EA, a 
dedicated bicycle lane as presented in Candidate Alternative 4 
would require an additional 4 feet of paved surface for the 
length of the proposed roadway corridor.  Although there is 
sufficient DDOT-owned right-of-way along Broad Branch Road 
north of 27th Street to accommodate the bicycle lane, this is not 
the case to the south.  The widening to accommodate the bicycle 
lane would require additional acquisition of properties from 
Rock Creek Park and was not an acceptable proposal to the 
National Park Service.  Although it does not provide a 
dedicated bicycle lane, Alternative 3 Modified would improve 
bicyclist safety along Broad Branch Road by improving sight 
lines, horizontal curves, and stormwater drainage. 

2. As indicated in Section 2.3.1 of the Revised Draft EA, the 
Preferred Alternative would include a T-intersection at the 
intersection of Broad Branch Road and Brandywine Street with 
minor changes to the width of travel lanes on Brandywine 
Street.  The modification is proposed to improve traffic 
operations and safety at the intersection.  
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Response to Sam Simmens: 

Thank you for your comments. 

Responses to comments: 

1. Comment noted. 

2. As indicated in Section 4.1.4 of the Revised Draft EA, tree 
removal on both sides of the roadway will be limited to the 
maximum extent possible by minimizing the extent of cut and 
fill for the proposed improvements.  All trees will be protected 
during construction or replaced according to DDOT’s Standard 
Specifications for Highways and Structures – Section 608 Trees, 
Shrubs, Vines, and Ground Covers. 

 The Preferred Alternative would result in an additional 80,176 
square feet of impervious surfaces.  Design refinements 
resulted in approximately a 3% reduction in additional 
impervious surface compared to the original Alternative 3 (see 
Table 4-1 of the Revised Draft EA). As discussed in Section 4.1.2 
of the Revised Draft EA, the proposed stormwater sewer would 
include perforations that would allow for some of the 
stormwater to naturally infiltrate as it travels through the 
culverts.  This type of system, combined with the proposed rain 
gardens, would improve upon existing conditions by 
compensating for some of the impervious surfaces and allowing 
for groundwater regeneration closer to historic volumes. 

(Responses are continued on next page) 
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Response to Sam Simmens (continued): 

3. The Preferred Alternative, Alternative 3 Modified, is the 
alternative with the least environmental impacts while meeting 
the requirements of the District of Columbia’s Priority Sidewalk 
Assurance Act of 2010.  All of the Candidate Build Alternatives 
would require impacts to historic resources and parklands 
protected under Section 4(f) of the U.S. Department of 
Transportation Act of 1966.  The Act requires the selection of the 
Least Overall Harm Alternative, which has been determined to 
Alternative 3 Modified. 

 Based on comments received on the EA and subsequent 
coordination efforts with the affected Sovereign Nations, US 
State Department, and the National Park Service, Alternative 3 
was modified to create the Preferred Alternative.  Alternative 3 
Modified avoids encroachments upon sovereign nation 
properties located on the west side of Broad Branch Road.  
While Alternative 3 Modified would require more right-of-way 
acquisition within Rock Creek Park than the original Candidate 
Build Alternative 3, the parcels of right-of-way to be acquired 
are generally less than 1 foot in width and would not alter the 
function or use of the affected park property (see Section 4.12 of 
the Revised Draft EA for a more detailed description of the 
potential impacts to this Section 4(f) resource).  In addition, 
Alternative 3 Modified would have fewer impacts to historic 
resources, trees, and streams than Candidate Build Alternatives 
3 and 4. 

 For the reasons cited above and within the Revised Draft EA, a 
dedicated bicycle lane as presented in Candidate Alternative 4 
would require an additional 4 feet of paved surface for the 
length of the proposed roadway corridor.  Although there is 
sufficient DDOT-owned right-of-way along Broad Branch Road 
north of 27th Street to accommodate the bicycle lane, this is not 
the case to the south.  The widening to accommodate the bicycle 
lane would require additional acquisition of properties from 
Rock Creek Park and was not an acceptable proposal to the 
National Park Service.  Although it does not provide a 
dedicated bicycle lane, Alternative 3 Modified would improve 
bicyclist safety along Broad Branch Road by improving sight 
lines, horizontal curves, and stormwater drainage. 
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Response to Randy Speck: 

Thank you for your comments. 

Response to comment: 

1. Information regarding project cost and construction duration 
for the Preferred Alternative and the Candidate Build 
Alternatives are included in the Revised Draft EA, in Section 
2.3.1 and Section 2.3.2, respectively. 
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Response to R. Darryl Stephens: 

Thank you for your comments. 

Responses to comments: 

1. As indicated in Section 1.2 of the Revised Draft EA, the 
improvements to Broad Branch Road are needed to address 
deficiencies in the roadway infrastructure and stormwater 
management system; the safety of motorists, pedestrians, and 
bicyclists; and linkages to serve pedestrian and bicycle travel 
along the roadway itself as well as to the Rock Creek Park trail 
systems. 

 The Preferred Alternative, Alternative 3 Modified, is the 
alternative with the least environmental impacts while meeting 
the requirements of the District of Columbia’s Priority Sidewalk 
Assurance Act of 2010, which requires the installation of a 
sidewalk for reconstruction of roadways that are currently 
lacking sidewalks. 

2. The proposed sidewalk will serve pedestrian travel along Broad 
Branch Road as well as provide a linkage to the Rock Creek Park 
trail systems (i.e. Rock Creek Park Trail, Western Ridge Trail, 
and Soapstone Valley Trail) for areas west of Broad Branch 
Road. 

3. As indicated in Section 4.1.4 of the Revised Draft EA, tree 
removal on both sides of the roadway will be limited to the 
maximum extent possible by minimizing the extent of cut and 
fill for the proposed improvements.  All trees will be protected 
during construction or replaced according to DDOT’s Standard 
Specifications for Highways and Structures – Section 608 Trees, 
Shrubs, Vines, and Ground Covers. 

4. As discussed in Section 4.3.8 of the Revised Draft EA, the use of 
architecturally compatible designs and materials for 
construction of the new retaining walls would maintain the 
aesthetic quality associated with the rural feel of the roadway 
and match the rural architectural elements, such as the existing 
Soapstone Creek Culvert and Grant Road Bridge, that are 
characteristic of Rock Creek Park. 

 (Responses are continued on next page) 
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Response to R. Darryl Stephens (continued): 

5. As discussed in Section 2.3.1 of the Revised Draft EA, the 
proposed curb is intended to prevent the edge of the new 
roadway from unraveling and discourage tree roots from 
disturbing the roadway base, as well as protect side slopes from 
stormwater runoff.  In addition, curbs would provide the 
additional benefit of traffic calming. 

6. While NEPA does not place restrictions on public comments based 
upon address, extensive efforts have been made to obtain input from 
the local community throughout the project process.  Public scoping 
meetings and a public hearing were held at local community centers. 
The EA has been made available at FHWA’s and DDOT’s offices and 
at multiple D.C. public libraries in the vicinity of the project.  Many 
comments were received from people residing in within 
communities adjacent to the project area, including Forest Hills and 
Chevy Chase. DDOT and FHWA take into account all public 
comments during the NEPA decision-making process. 

7. The Preferred Alternative, Alternative 3 Modified, is the 
alternative with the least environmental impacts while meeting 
the project purpose and need, and the requirements of the 
District of Columbia’s Priority Sidewalk Assurance Act of 2010. 

 As described in Section 2.3, retaining walls on both sides of the 
roadway will be designed to be compatible with the roadway 
setting – see renderings presented in Figures 2-4, 2-5 and 2-6.  
The higher walls are located on the west side of the roadway 
and are intended to minimize encroachment outside the DDOT-
owned right-of-way and to limit cutting and clearing.  Walls on 
the east side of the roadway will be designed to maintain slope 
integrity for safety purposes and still provide views of areas to 
the east from the new sidewalks. 

 As indicated in Section 4.1.4 of the Revised Draft EA, tree 
removal on both sides of the roadway will be limited to the 
maximum extent possible by minimizing the extent of cut and 
fill for the proposed improvements.  All trees will be protected 
during construction or replaced according to DDOT’s Standard 
Specifications for Highways and Structures – Section 608 Trees, 
Shrubs, Vines, and Ground Covers. 

(Responses are continued on next page) 



 

 

N
. C

itizens C
om

m
ents a

nd
 Resp

onses on the Initia
l EA

 
  

N
-89 

 

Response to R. Darryl Stephens (continued): 

8. Rehabilitation of Broad Branch Road requires action beyond 
typical maintenance procedures, including regrading of the 
roadway and replacement of the existing drainage system with 
an improved stormwater management system. The Preferred 
Alternative, Alternative 3 Modified, would address storm 
water runoff erosion and rehabilitate the road, while meeting 
the requirements of the District of Columbia’s Priority Sidewalk 
Assurance Act of 2010, which requires the installation of a 
sidewalk for reconstruction of roadways that are currently 
lacking sidewalks. Alternative 2 would not meet requirements 
of the Act throughout the project corridor. The total estimated 
project cost for Candidate Build Alternative 3 Modified is $56.25 
million (in 2018 dollars), more than the cost of Candidate Build 
Alternative 2 ($37.4 million) and Alternative 3 ($43.7 million) 
yet less than that of Alternative 4 ($57.5 million).    

9. Maintenance of traffic plans included in Appendix E and 
further refined as part of the project’s final design will provide 
detour arrangements during road closures required for project 
construction.  It is also recommended that reconstruction of the 
roadway occur in phases to minimize disruptions from road 
closures. 

10. Comment noted. 
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Response to Carol F. Stoel: 

Thank you for your comments. 

Responses to comments: 

1.  The Preferred Alternative, Alternative 3 Modified, includes the 
construction of a sidewalk along the west side of Broad Branch 
Road for the entire length of the project. An existing crosswalk 
at the southern end of Broad Branch Road would provide a 
linkage between the new sidewalk and the Western Ridge Trail 
in Rock Creek Park. 
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Response to Aaron Swerdlow: 

Thank you for your comments. 

Response to comment: 

1. The Preferred Alternative, Alternative 3 Modified, is the 
alternative with the least environmental impacts while meeting 
the requirements of the District of Columbia’s Priority Sidewalk 
Assurance Act of 2010, which requires the installation of a 
sidewalk for reconstruction of roadways that are currently 
lacking sidewalks.  Alternative 2 would not meet requirements 
of the Act throughout the project corridor. 
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Response to Joel L. Swerdlow: 

Thank you for your comments. 

Response to comment: 

1. The Preferred Alternative, Alternative 3 Modified, is the 
alternative with the least environmental impacts while meeting 
the requirements of the District of Columbia’s Priority Sidewalk 
Assurance Act of 2010, which requires the installation of a 
sidewalk for reconstruction of roadways that are currently 
lacking sidewalks.  Alternative 2 would not meet requirements 
of the Act throughout the project corridor. 
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Response to Jennifer, Jake, Alice, and Jack Tapper: 

Thank you for your comments. 

Response to comment: 

1. The Preferred Alternative, Alternative 3 Modified, includes the 
construction of a sidewalk along the west side of Broad Branch 
Road for the entire length of the project. 
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Response to Ken Terzian: 

Thank you for your comments. 

Response to comment: 

1. The Preferred Alternative, Alternative 3 Modified, includes the 
construction of a sidewalk along the west side of Broad Branch 
Road for the entire length of the project. 
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Response to Denise Warner: 

Thank you for your comments. 

Responses to comments: 

1. The Preferred Alternative is designed to address existing safety 
and stormwater management deficiencies along Broad Branch 
Road.  No vehicle-capacity improvements are proposed, and no 
increase in traffic is anticipated. 

2. A pedestrian/bike bridge from Albemarle would not address 
safety concerns for vehicles, pedestrians, and bicyclists along 
Broad Branch Road. 
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Response to Steven Weiner: 
Thank you for your comments. 

Responses to comments: 
1. Comment noted.  The Preferred Alternative, Alternative 3 

Modified, is the alternative with the least environmental 
impacts while meeting the requirements of the District of 
Columbia’s Priority Sidewalk Assurance Act of 2010.  All of the 
Candidate Build Alternatives would require impacts to historic 
resources and parklands protected under Section 4(f) of the U.S. 
Department of Transportation Act of 1966.  The Act requires the 
selection of the Least Overall Harm Alternative, which has been 
determined to Alternative 3 Modified. 

 Based on comments received on the EA and subsequent coordination 
efforts with the affected Sovereign Nations, US State Department, and 
the National Park Service, Alternative 3 was modified to create the 
Preferred Alternative.  Alternative 3 Modified avoids encroachments 
upon sovereign nation properties located on the west side of Broad 
Branch Road.  While Alternative 3 Modified would require more right-
of-way acquisition within Rock Creek Park than the original 
Candidate Build Alternative 3, the parcels of right-of-way to be 
acquired are generally less than 1 foot in width and would not alter the 
function or use of the affected park property (see Section 4.12 of the 
Revised Draft EA for a more detailed description of the potential 
impacts to this Section 4(f) resource).  In addition, Alternative 3 
Modified would have fewer impacts to historic resources, trees, and 
streams than Candidate Build Alternatives 3 and 4. 

 For the reasons cited above and within the Revised Draft EA, a 
dedicated bicycle lane as presented in Candidate Alternative 4 
would require an additional 4 feet of paved surface for the length 
of the proposed roadway corridor.  Although there is sufficient 
DDOT-owned right-of-way along Broad Branch Road north of 
27th Street to accommodate the bicycle lane, this is not the case to 
the south.  The widening to accommodate the bicycle lane would 
require additional acquisition of properties from Rock Creek Park 
and was not an acceptable proposal to the National Park Service.  
Although it does not provide a dedicated bicycle lane, Alternative 
3 Modified would improve bicyclist safety along Broad Branch 
Road by improving sight lines, horizontal curves, and stormwater 
drainage. 

(R   i d   ) 
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Response to Steven Weiner (continued): 

2. The Options for the proposed project are described in Section 
2.3.2 of the Revised Draft EA, and include Option A Expanded 
Retaining Wall, Option B Sidewalk, and Option C T-
Intersection at Brandywine Street. 

3. The Preferred Alternative will improve the safety of motorists, 
pedestrians, and bicyclists with improvements in sight lines 
and horizontal curves, the addition of sidewalks and 
crosswalks, repair of degraded facilities, improved lighting, 
and stormwater facilities. 



 

  

Fina
l Environm

enta
l A

ssessm
ent of Broa

d
 Bra

nch Roa
d

, N
W

 

N
-98 

 

 

Response to Eric Weinstein: 
Thank you for your comments. 

Response to comment: 
1. As indicated in Section 1.2 of the Revised Draft EA, the 

improvements to Broad Branch Road are needed to address 
deficiencies in the roadway infrastructure and stormwater 
management system; the safety of motorists, pedestrians, and 
bicyclists; and linkages to serve pedestrian and bicycle travel 
along the roadway itself as well as to the Rock Creek Park trail 
systems. 
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Response to Larry Werner: 

Thank you for your comments. 

Responses to comments: 

1. As indicated in Section 1.2 of the Revised Draft EA, the 
improvements to Broad Branch Road are needed to address 
deficiencies in the roadway infrastructure and stormwater 
management system; the safety of motorists, pedestrians, and 
bicyclists; and linkages to serve pedestrian and bicycle travel 
along the roadway itself as well as to the Rock Creek Park trail 
systems. 

 As indicated in Section 4.1.4 of the Revised Draft EA, tree 
removal on both sides of the roadway will be limited to the 
maximum extent possible by minimizing the extent of cut and 
fill for the proposed improvements.  All trees will be protected 
during construction or replaced according to DDOT’s Standard 
Specifications for Highways and Structures – Section 608 Trees, 
Shrubs, Vines, and Ground Covers. 

2. The proposed improvements are consistent with DDOT’s 
mission to enhance the quality of life for residents and visitors 
by ensuring that people, goods, and information move 
efficiently and safely with minimal adverse impact on residents 
and the environment.  DDOT identifies and develops the 
transportation-related projects for the District’s Capital 
Improvement Program (CIP) and the annual Capital Budget.  
The District’s CIP budget goes toward improvements or 
applicable activities associated with streets, bridges, 
government facilities, public schools, and recreational projects.  
The rehabilitation of Broad Branch Road, NW, is included in the 
District’s FY 2019 - 2024 Capital Improvements Plan, as well as 
the Washington Metropolitan Council of Government’s FY 
2017-2022 Transportation Improvement Program (TIP) and 
2016 Financially Constrained Long-Range Plan (CLRP) for the 
Metropolitan Washington Region. 

(Responses are continued on next page) 
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Response to Larry Werner (continued): 

3. The Preferred Alternative, Alternative 3 Modified, does not 
include a dedicated bike lane. 

4. The Preferred Alternative includes a sidewalk, not a multi-use 
trail. Bicyclists would continue to travel on the roadway. 

5. Air quality effects during project construction are addressed in 
Section 4.9.6 of the Revised Draft EA.  As noted in that section, 
District regulations regarding dust control and other air quality 
emission reduction controls, including DCMR Title 20 and 
other measures specified in DDOT’s Standard Specifications for 
Highways and Structures – 107.17 Environmental Protection, 
would be followed.  Other measures to reduce construction 
generated dust would include misting water over demolition or 
excavation operations, covering trucks when moving materials, 
minimizing unnecessary vehicular and machinery activities, 
and providing vegetative cover for all exposed soils during and 
upon completion of construction. 

 Maintenance of traffic plans included in Appendix E and 
further refined as part of the project’s final design will provide 
detour arrangements during road closures required for project 
construction.  It is also recommended that reconstruction of the 
roadway occur in phases to minimize disruptions from road 
closures. 

6. DDOT and FHWA published the EA on October 21, 2013. 
Consistent with 23 CFR 771.119, the EA was available for public 
comment for 30 days.  Specifically, the public comment period 
for the EA was open until November 22, 2013. 



 

 

N
. C

itizens C
om

m
ents a

nd
 Resp

onses on the Initia
l EA

 
  

N
-101  

Response to Clay G. Wescott: 

Thank you for your comments. 

Response to comment: 

1. As discussed in Sections 2.3 and 4.4 of the Revised Draft EA, the 
Preferred Alternative, Alternative 3 Modified, will improve the 
safety of motorists, pedestrians, and bicyclists with 
improvements in sight lines and horizontal curves, the addition 
of sidewalks and crosswalks, repair of degraded facilities, 
improved lighting, and stormwater facilities.  DDOT will 
consider the inclusion of speed cameras during the design 
phase of the project. 
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Response to Nancy White: 

Thank you for your comments. 

Responses to comments: 

1. The Preferred Alternative, Alternative 3 Modified, is the 
alternative with the least environmental impacts while meeting 
the requirements of the District of Columbia’s Priority Sidewalk 
Assurance Act of 2010, which requires the installation of a 
sidewalk for reconstruction of roadways that are currently 
lacking sidewalks.  In efforts to reduce the width of the required 
right-of-way, the Preferred Alternative 3 Modified does not 
include dedicated bicycle lanes. 

 As indicated in Section 4.1.4 of the Revised Draft EA, tree 
removal on both sides of the roadway will be limited to the 
maximum extent possible by minimizing the extent of cut and 
fill for the proposed improvements.  Design refinements 
incorporated into the Preferred Alternative 3 Modified resulted 
in reduced clearing and grading. This modification reduced the 
estimated number of trees impacted under Alternative 3 by 
approximately 18% or 83 trees. All trees will be protected 
during construction or replaced according to DDOT’s Standard 
Specifications for Highways and Structures – Section 608 Trees, 
Shrubs, Vines, and Ground Covers. 

(Responses are continued on next page) 
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Response to Nancy White (continued): 

2. As indicated in Section 1.2 of the Revised Draft EA, the 
improvements to Broad Branch Road are needed to address 
deficiencies in the roadway infrastructure and stormwater 
management system; the safety of motorists, pedestrians, and 
bicyclists; and linkages to serve pedestrian and bicycle travel 
along the roadway itself as well as to the Rock Creek Park trail 
systems.  Such improvements are consistent with DDOT’s 
mission to enhance the quality of life for residents and visitors 
by ensuring that people, goods, and information move 
efficiently and safely with minimal adverse impact on residents 
and the environment. 

 DDOT identifies and develops the transportation-related 
projects for the District’s Capital Improvement Program (CIP) 
and the annual Capital Budget.  The District’s CIP budget goes 
toward improvements or applicable activities associated with 
streets, bridges, government facilities, public schools, and 
recreational projects.  The rehabilitation of Broad Branch Road, 
NW, is included in the District’s FY 2019 - 2024 Capital 
Improvements Plan, as well as the Washington Metropolitan 
Council of Government’s FY 2017-2022 Transportation 
Improvement Program (TIP) and 2016 Financially Constrained 
Long-Range Plan (CLRP) for the Metropolitan Washington 
Region. 
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Response to Don Winkler: 

Thank you for your comments. 

Responses to comments: 

1. Comment noted.  As indicated in Section 1.2 of the Revised 
Draft EA, the improvements to Broad Branch Road are needed 
to address deficiencies in the roadway infrastructure and 
stormwater management system; the safety of motorists, 
pedestrians, and bicyclists; and linkages to serve non-vehicular 
modes of travel along the roadway itself as well as to the Rock 
Creek Park trail systems. 

2. The Preferred Alternative, Alternative 3 Modified, is the 
alternative with the least environmental impacts while meeting 
the requirements of the District of Columbia’s Priority Sidewalk 
Assurance Act of 2010, which requires the installation of a 
sidewalk for reconstruction of roadways that are currently 
lacking sidewalks.  As indicated in Section 4.1.4 of the Revised 
Draft EA, tree removal on both sides of the roadway will be 
limited to the maximum extent possible by minimizing the 
extent of cut and fill for the proposed improvements.  All trees 
will be protected during construction or replaced according to 
DDOT’s Standard Specifications for Highways and Structures – 
Section 608 Trees, Shrubs, Vines, and Ground Covers. 

3. The Preferred Alternative would result in an additional 80,176 
square feet of impervious surfaces.  Design refinements 
resulted in approximately a 3% reduction in additional 
impervious surface compared to the original Alternative 3 (see 
Table 4-1 of the Revised Draft EA). As discussed in Section 4.1.2 
of the Revised Draft EA, the proposed stormwater sewer would 
include perforations that would allow for some of the 
stormwater to naturally infiltrate as it travels through the 
culverts.  This type of system, combined with the proposed rain 
gardens, would improve upon existing conditions by 
compensating for some of the impervious surfaces and allowing 
for groundwater regeneration closer to historic volumes. 

(Responses are continued on next page) 
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Response to Don Winkler (continued):: 

4. The Preferred Alternative is designed to address existing safety 
and stormwater management deficiencies along Broad Branch 
Road.  No vehicle-capacity improvements are proposed, and no 
increase in vehicle usage of Broad Branch Road is expected.  
Increases in pedestrian use of Broad Branch Road as a result of 
constructing a sidewalk along the west side of the road would 
not increase noise levels or introduce a new source of 
disturbance to which wildlife and bird life within Rock Creek 
Park are not already accustomed. 

5. Repaving and maintenance actions alone would not address 
existing deficiencies in the roadway infrastructure and 
stormwater management system; improve the safety of 
motorists, pedestrians, and bicyclists; or provide linkages to 
serve non-vehicular modes of travel along the roadway. 
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Response to Carolyn Winter: 

Thank you for your comments. 

Responses to comments: 

1. As indicated in Section 1.2 of the Revised Draft EA, the 
improvements to Broad Branch Road are needed to address 
deficiencies in the roadway infrastructure and stormwater 
management system; the safety of motorists, pedestrians, and 
bicyclists; and linkages to serve pedestrian and bicycle travel 
along the roadway itself as well as to the Rock Creek Park trail 
systems. 

2. The Preferred Alternative, Alternative 3 Modified, is the 
alternative with the least environmental impacts while meeting 
the requirements of the District of Columbia’s Priority Sidewalk 
Assurance Act of 2010, which requires the installation of a 
sidewalk for reconstruction of roadways that are currently 
lacking sidewalks. 

 As indicated in Section 4.1.4 of the Revised Draft EA, tree 
removal on both sides of the roadway will be limited to the 
maximum extent possible by minimizing the extent of cut and 
fill for the proposed improvements.  All trees will be protected 
during construction or replaced according to DDOT’s Standard 
Specifications for Highways and Structures – Section 608 Trees, 
Shrubs, Vines, and Ground Covers. 

3. The Preferred Alternative would result in an additional 80,176 
square feet of impervious surfaces.  Design refinements 
resulted in approximately a 3% reduction in additional 
impervious surface compared to the original Alternative 3 (see 
Table 4-1 of the Revised Draft EA). As discussed in Section 4.1.2 
of the Revised Draft EA, the proposed stormwater sewer would 
include perforations that would allow for some of the 
stormwater to naturally infiltrate as it travels through the 
culverts.  This type of system, combined with the proposed rain 
gardens, would improve upon existing conditions by 
compensating for some of the impervious surfaces and allowing 
for groundwater regeneration closer to historic volumes. 

(Responses are continued on next page) 
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Response to Carolyn Winter (continued): 

4. The Preferred Alternative is designed to address existing safety 
and stormwater management deficiencies along Broad Branch 
Road.  No vehicle-capacity improvements are proposed. Broad 
Branch Road will continue to have one 10-ft travel lane in each 
direction.  As noted in Section 2.3 of the Revised Draft EA, 
proposed curbs will provide the additional benefit of traffic 
calming. 

5. No increase in vehicle usage of Broad Branch Road is expected 
due to the above considerations.  Increases in pedestrian use of 
Broad Branch Road as a result of constructing a sidewalk along 
the west side of the road would not increase noise levels or 
introduce a new source of disturbance to which wildlife and 
bird life within Rock Creek Park are not already accustomed. 

6. A sidewalk along Broad Branch Road is needed for the safety of 
pedestrians and is required for reconstruction of the road under 
the District of Columbia’s Priority Sidewalk Assurance Act of 
2010.  In addition, pedestrian linkages between the trails within 
Rock Creek Park and areas west of Broad Branch Road are 
absent. 

 While Alternative 3 Modified would require more right-of-way 
acquisition within Rock Creek Park than the original Candidate 
Build Alternative 3, the parcels of right-of-way to be acquired 
are generally less than 1 foot in width and would not alter the 
function or use of the affected park property (see Section 4.12 of 
the Revised Draft EA for a more detailed description of the 
potential impacts to this Section 4(f) resource).  In addition, 
Alternative 3 Modified would have fewer impacts to historic 
resources, trees, and streams than Candidate Build Alternatives 
3 and 4. 
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Response to Michele Wolin: 

Thank you for your comments. 

Response to comment: 

1. As described in Section 2.3.1 of the Revised Draft EA, the rain 
garden would include a bioretention area adjacent to the 
roadway where runoff from the roadway would flow and be 
filtered through a layer of sand and into perforated underdrain 
pipes surrounded by aggregate and geotextile.  Filtered 
stormwater would then be discharged to the existing storm 
drain system through an inlet structure connected to the 
existing drain system.  The planting plan for the rain garden 
may include deer-resistant plant species to reduce the potential 
for loss from foraging deer. 
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Response to Michele Wolin: 

Thank you for your comments. 

Responses to comments: 

1. As indicated in Section 1.2 of the Revised Draft EA, the 
improvements to Broad Branch Road are needed to address 
deficiencies in the roadway infrastructure and stormwater 
management system; the safety of motorists, pedestrians, and 
bicyclists; and linkages to serve pedestrian and bicycle travel 
along the roadway itself as well as to the Rock Creek Park trail 
systems. 

 The Preferred Alternative, Alternative 3 Modified, is the 
alternative with the least environmental impacts while meeting 
the requirements of the District of Columbia’s Priority Sidewalk 
Assurance Act of 2010, which requires the installation of a 
sidewalk for reconstruction of roadways that are currently 
lacking sidewalks.  

 As indicated in Section 4.1.4 of the Revised Draft EA, tree 
removal on both sides of the roadway will be limited to the 
maximum extent possible by minimizing the extent of cut and 
fill for the proposed improvements. All trees will be protected 
during construction or replaced according to DDOT’s Standard 
Specifications for Highways and Structures – Section 608 Trees, 
Shrubs, Vines, and Ground Covers. 

(Responses are continued on next page) 
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Response to Michele Wolin (continued): 

2. Based on comments received on the EA and subsequent 
coordination efforts with the affected Sovereign Nations, US 
State Department, and the National Park Service, Alternative 3 
was modified to create the Preferred Alternative.  The Preferred 
Alternative avoids encroachments upon sovereign nation 
properties located on the west side of Broad Branch Road.  
While Alternative 3 Modified would require more right-of-way 
acquisition within Rock Creek Park than the original Candidate 
Build Alternative 3, the parcels of right-of-way to be acquired 
are generally less than 1 foot in width and would not alter the 
function or use of the affected park property (see Section 4.12 of 
the Revised Draft EA for a more detailed description of the 
potential impacts to this Section 4(f) resource).  

 Alternative 3 Modified includes a sidewalk throughout the 
length of the project, consistent with requirements of the 
District of Columbia’s Priority Sidewalk Assurance Act of 2010. 
A dedicated bicycle lane as presented in Candidate Alternative 
4 would require an additional 4 feet of paved surface for the 
length of the proposed roadway corridor.  Although there is 
sufficient DDOT-owned right-of-way along Broad Branch Road 
north of 27th Street to accommodate the bicycle lane, this is not 
the case to the south.  The widening to accommodate the bicycle 
lane would require additional acquisition of properties from 
Rock Creek Park and was not an acceptable proposal to the 
National Park Service.  Although it does not provide a 
dedicated bicycle lane, Alternative 3 Modified would improve 
bicyclist safety along Broad Branch Road by improving sight 
lines, horizontal curves, and stormwater drainage. 
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Response to Michele Wolin: 

Thank you for your comments. 

Responses to comments: 

1. As indicated in Section 1.2 of the Revised Draft EA, the 
improvements to Broad Branch Road are needed to address 
deficiencies in the roadway infrastructure and stormwater 
management system; the safety of motorists, pedestrians, and 
bicyclists; and linkages to serve pedestrian and bicycle travel 
along the roadway itself as well as to the Rock Creek Park trail 
systems. 

 The Preferred Alternative, Alternative 3 Modified, is the 
alternative with the least environmental impacts while meeting 
the requirements of the District of Columbia’s Priority Sidewalk 
Assurance Act of 2010, which requires the installation of a 
sidewalk for reconstruction of roadways that are currently 
lacking sidewalks. 

 As indicated in Section 4.1.4 of the Revised Draft EA, tree 
removal on both sides of the roadway will be limited to the 
maximum extent possible by minimizing the extent of cut and 
fill for the proposed improvements.  All trees will be protected 
during construction or replaced according to DDOT’s Standard 
Specifications for Highways and Structures – Section 608 Trees, 
Shrubs, Vines, and Ground Covers. 

2. The Options for the proposed project are described in Section 
2.3.2 of the Revised Draft EA, and include Option A Expanded 
Retaining Wall, Option B Sidewalk, and Option C T-
Intersection at Brandywine Street. 

3. Alternative 2 would not meet requirements of the District of 
Columbia’s Priority Sidewalk Assurance Act throughout the 
project corridor.  Neighborhoods north of Brandywine would 
not benefit from the improved safety and access provided by a 
separated sidewalk facility. 

(Responses are continued on next page) 
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Response to Michele Wolin (continued): 

4. As indicated in Section 1.2 of the Revised Draft EA, the 
improvements to Broad Branch Road are needed to address 
deficiencies in the roadway infrastructure and stormwater 
management system; the safety of motorists, pedestrians, and 
bicyclists; and linkages to serve pedestrian and bicycle travel 
along the roadway itself as well as to the Rock Creek Park trail 
systems. 

 The Preferred Alternative, Alternative 3 Modified, is the 
alternative with the least environmental impacts while meeting 
the requirements of the District of Columbia’s Priority Sidewalk 
Assurance Act of 2010, which requires the installation of a 
sidewalk for reconstruction of roadways that are currently 
lacking sidewalks. 

 As indicated in Section 4.1.4 of the Revised Draft EA, tree 
removal on both sides of the roadway will be limited to the 
maximum extent possible by minimizing the extent of cut and 
fill for the proposed improvements.  All trees will be protected 
during construction or replaced according to DDOT’s Standard 
Specifications for Highways and Structures – Section 608 Trees, 
Shrubs, Vines, and Ground Covers. 

(Responses are continued on next page) 
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Response to Michele Wolin (continued): 

5. Based on comments received on the EA and subsequent 
coordination efforts with the affected Sovereign Nations, US 
State Department, and the National Park Service, Alternative 3 
was modified to create the Preferred Alternative.  The Preferred 
Alternative avoids encroachments upon sovereign nation 
properties located on the west side of Broad Branch Road.  
While Alternative 3 Modified would require more right-of-way 
acquisition within Rock Creek Park than the original Candidate 
Build Alternative 3, the parcels of right-of-way to be acquired 
are generally less than 1 foot in width and would not alter the 
function or use of the affected park property (see Section 4.12 of 
the Revised Draft EA for a more detailed description of the 
potential impacts to this Section 4(f) resource). 

 Alternative 3 Modified includes a sidewalk throughout the 
length of the project, consistent with requirements of the 
District of Columbia’s Priority Sidewalk Assurance Act of 2010. 
A dedicated bicycle lane as presented in Candidate Alternative 
4 would require an additional 4 feet of paved surface for the 
length of the proposed roadway corridor.  Although there is 
sufficient DDOT-owned right-of-way along Broad Branch Road 
north of 27th Street to accommodate the bicycle lane, this is not 
the case to the south.  The widening to accommodate the bicycle 
lane would require additional acquisition of properties from 
Rock Creek Park and was not an acceptable proposal to the 
National Park Service.  Although it does not provide a 
dedicated bicycle lane, Alternative 3 Modified would improve 
bicyclist safety along Broad Branch Road by improving sight 
lines, horizontal curves, and stormwater drainage. 
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Response to Ellen Wormser: 

Thank you for your comments. 
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Response to Ellen Wormser (continued): 

Responses to comments: 

1. Thank you for the commendation. The stream, Broad Branch, is 
included on the project location exhibit, Figure 1-1; however, it 
is not so easy to see because it is not the emphasis of that exhibit, 
which focuses on highlighting the project limits. Please see 
Figure 3-1 for the location of the stream in relation to Broad 
Branch Road. 

2. Comment noted. 

3. Rehabilitation of Broad Branch Road requires action beyond 
typical maintenance procedures, including regrading of the 
roadway and replacement of the existing drainage system with 
an improved stormwater management system. The Preferred 
Alternative, Alternative 3 Modified, would address storm 
water runoff erosion and rehabilitate the road, while meeting 
the requirements of the District of Columbia’s Priority Sidewalk 
Assurance Act of 2010, which requires the installation of a 
sidewalk for reconstruction of roadways that are currently 
lacking sidewalks. Alternative 2 would not meet requirements 
of the Act throughout the project corridor. The total estimated 
project cost for Candidate Build Alternative 3 Modified is $56.25 
million (in 2018 dollars), more than the cost of Candidate Build 
Alternative 2 ($37.4 million) and Alternative 3 ($43.7 million) 
yet less than that of Alternative 4 ($57.5 million).  Similarly, the 
construction duration of the Preferred Alternative (i.e., 30 
months) would be longer than Candidate Build Alternative 2 
(24 months), yet shorter than Candidate Build Alternative 4 (36 
months).  

 

 (Responses are continued on next page) 
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Response to Ellen Wormser (continued): 

4. As discussed in Section 2.3.1 of the Revised Draft EA, the 
Preferred Alternative incorporates various stormwater 
management improvements to address deficiencies in the 
existing stormwater management systems and stabilize the 
roadway. Proposed improvements include grading and 
placement of clean fill to prepare a stable bed for the roadway 
and provide adequate drainage conveyance.  In general, the 
roadway will have a normal cross slope and runoff will be 
directed toward the curbs and collected in water quality catch 
basins to be installed on the east and west sides of the roadway.  
Cross culverts would be used where it is necessary and feasible 
to prevent offsite runoff from entering the roadway and divert it 
to the existing outfalls. 

 A linear rain garden will be incorporated on the west side, 
between the sidewalk and the roadway, at the north end of the 
project.  The rain garden will include a bioretention area 
adjacent to the roadway where runoff from the roadway will 
flow and be filtered through a layer of sand and into perforated 
underdrain pipes surrounded by aggregate and geotextile.  
Filtered stormwater would then be discharged to the existing 
storm drain system through an inlet structure connected to the 
existing drain system.   

 Some sections of roadway will require retaining walls (or 
coping walls) to minimize right-of-way requirements and 
stabilize slopes.  Runoff from uphill areas behind the walls will 
be collected in concrete ditches behind the retaining walls and 
conveyed to existing outfalls via channels or storm sewers. 

5. Construction of the proposed improvements within 12 months 
is not feasible. As noted in Section 2.3.1 of the Revised Draft EA, 
the estimated construction duration of the Preferred Alternative 
is 30 months. Maintenance of traffic plans included in Appendix 
E and further refined as part of the project’s final design will 
provide detour arrangements during road closures. It is also 
recommended that reconstruction of the roadway occur in 
phases to minimize disruptions from road closures. 
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Response to Ellen Wormser (continued) 
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Response to Gretchen Zucker: 

Thank you for your comments. 

Response to comment: 

1. The Preferred Alternative, Alternative 3 Modified, is the 
alternative with the least environmental impacts while meeting 
the requirements of the District of Columbia’s Priority Sidewalk 
Assurance Act of 2010, which requires the installation of a 
sidewalk for reconstruction of roadways that are currently 
lacking sidewalks.  Alternative 2 would not meet requirements 
of the Act throughout the project corridor. 
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Response to Anonymous Commenter: 

Thank you for your comments. 

Response to comment: 

1. Rehabilitation of Broad Branch Road requires action beyond 
typical maintenance procedures, including regrading of the 
roadway and replacement of the existing drainage system with 
an improved stormwater management system. The Preferred 
Alternative, Alternative 3 Modified, would address storm 
water runoff erosion and rehabilitate the road, while meeting 
the requirements of the District of Columbia’s Priority Sidewalk 
Assurance Act of 2010, which requires the installation of a 
sidewalk for reconstruction of roadways that are currently 
lacking sidewalks. Alternative 2 would not meet requirements 
of the Act throughout the project corridor. The total estimated 
project cost for Candidate Build Alternative 3 Modified is $56.25 
million (in 2018 dollars), more than the cost of Candidate Build 
Alternative 2 ($37.4 million) and Alternative 3 ($43.7 million) 
yet less than that of Alternative 4 ($57.5 million).   
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