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Virginia Department of Historic Resources – 6/12/15
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1.) Comment noted. Additional fieldwork was completed and
more detailed research for the Ody Cemetery was completed.
The cemetery was recommended by VDOT as potentially
eligible for the National Register and VDHR concurred. The
Preferred Alternative will avoid the cemetery. A Final Section
4(f) Evaluation is not necessary since the Preferred Alternative
does not require any use of Section 4(f) property that is not de
minimis.
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This letter was included an attachment to DHR’s preceding June
12th letter.
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State Senator Chap Peterson – 6/17/15
1.) Since the publication of the Tier 2 Draft EA and the public
hearings, the design for the Preferred Alternative has been and
continues to be refined to avoid and/or minimize right of way
impacts along the I-66 corridor:
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•

The Project Team has attempted to reduce the number of
bridge replacements associated with the project by
considering potential design exceptions and design waivers
where it is feasible to maintain the bridge while providing
safe travel along I-66. Unfortunately, many of the bridges
crossing I-66 do not have sufficient length to accommodate
the proposed footprint for I-66. As part of the reconstruction
process, the bridges may be widened to accommodate
additional lanes and/or bicycle/pedestrian facilities. Finally,
as part of the Transportation Management Program (TMP)
being developed to mitigate the impacts of construction on
traffic operations in the corridor, local network improvements
are also being made on the nearby interconnecting roadway
system. Additional details on the TMP are included in the
Tier 2 Revised EA.

•

The stormwater management strategies shown on the
current plans are conceptual. Additional details, including
the types of facilities, will be developed as the project moves
into the design phase, with the goal of further minimizing
impacts. At that time, innovative solutions, including
underground options for the treatment of stormwater, will be
encouraged where reasonable and feasible.
Notwithstanding, based on input received since the
completion of the Tier 2 Draft EA, the conceptual stormwater
management plan has been modified and the Preferred
Alternative reduces impacts to residential, historic, and other
properties.

•

Based on substantial public interest, and in close
coordination with local government staff, a corridor-wide
bikeway and pedestrian plan was developed. Community
impacts and other environmental constraints along the
corridor were considered in developing the plan, and the
improvements proposed as part of this project would not
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require additional right of way. Additional details are
provided in the Preferred Alternative discussion in Chapter
3, Alternatives.
•

Through ongoing coordination with the community, design
concepts at interchanges continue to be refined to minimize
the project footprint and reduce the height of ramps. For
example, at the I-495 interchange, the project team
developed a new alternative (Alternative 2D), which has
been incorporated in the Preferred Alternative. The new
alternative reduces the impacts to the Stenwood Elementary
School and in the vicinity of Prichards Court and reduces the
height of the proposed I-66/I-495 interchange ramp.

2.) Transit service, in conjunction with the express lanes, is an
integral component of the multimodal elements needed to meet
overall transportation needs in the corridor. The draft transit
service plan includes enhanced point-to-point commuter
services in expanded peak periods in the express lanes to
provide additional multimodal options in the corridor. These
services would connect and interact with the existing transit
services in the corridor, which are expected to continue. The
draft transit service plan was developed in coordination with
local, regional, and state transit service providers, taking into
consideration the proposed interstate access along I-66 and the
express lanes and locations of park-and-ride facilities, and it will
be refined as the design for improvements progresses.
3.) See sub-item 3 in the response to #1 above.
4.) Congestion relief on I-66 inside the Beltway is being
developed as part of a separate study. Additional information
can be found at http://inside.transform66.org/.
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State Delegate David Bulova – 5/12/15
1.) Comment noted. Since the publication of the Tier 2 Draft EA
and the public hearings, the design for the Preferred Alternative
has been and continues to be refined to avoid and/or minimize
right of way impacts along the I-66 corridor. On December 8,
2015, the VDOT Commissioner released his decision to finance
the project under the Public-Private Transportation Act. The full
release can be found on the project website here:
http://www.virginiadot.org/newsroom/statewide/2015/vdot_comm
issioner_selects_toll88826.asp.
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2.) The stormwater management locations shown on the current
plans are conceptual. Additional details, including the types of
facilities, will be developed as the project moves into the design
phase, with the goal of further minimizing impacts. At that time,
innovative solutions, including underground options for the
treatment of stormwater, will be encouraged where reasonable
and feasible. Notwithstanding, based on input received since
the completion of the Tier 2 Draft EA, the conceptual stormwater
management plan has been modified and the Preferred
Alternative reduces impacts to residential, historic, and other
properties. The purchase of nutrient credits is part of the overall
stormwater management plan.
3.) The preliminary noise analysis identified numerous noise
barriers that appear to be feasible and reasonable. However,
final decisions on noise barriers would not be made until the
final design noise analysis is completed during the design phase
of the project. The schedule for construction of the noise
barriers would be developed in concert with the contractor that is
selected to construct the improvements.
4.) Three general purpose lanes would continue to be available
on I-66 within the project limits, and the existing HOV lane,
together with a new lane to be added along the corridor, would
serve as express lanes, one of many strategies being pursued
to move more people with the existing system. The current
HOV-2 requirement on I-66 would be raised to HOV-3 by 2020
independent of the project, consistent with transportation
planning for the region.
5.) Comment noted. Recognizing the cost and complexity of the
proposed improvements, VDOT has recommended that the
project be implemented in phases. Phase I reserves space in
the median for future transit in the eastern portion of the
corridor, with an ultimate goal of providing a dedicated
transitway in the median throughout the corridor in the future.
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6.) Comment noted. VDOT is developing a detailed
Transportation Management Plan (TMP) to address temporary
changes in local traffic patterns during construction.
Coordination with local, state, and federal agencies is an integral
part of the development of the TMP.
7.) VDOT will continue extensive coordination with local
governments throughout the design and construction of the
project.
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State Delegate Mark Keam – 6/18/15
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1.) Existing traffic volumes and forecasts for design year 2040
confirm the need for additional capacity in the corridor. Three
general purpose lanes will continue to be available on I-66 within
the project limits, and the existing HOV lane, together with a
new lane to be added along the corridor, will serve as express
lanes. The express lanes will offer a new choice to highway
drivers, utilize additional HOV lane capacity, encourage carpools
and vanpools, and provide more reliable travel times. Together
with enhanced transit service and additional park-and-ride
facilities, more people will be moved in the I-66 corridor. The
Tier 1 EIS, a precursor to this Tier 2 study, evaluated ten
improvement concepts, independently as well as in combination
with one another. The improvement concepts included adding
general purpose lanes, adding managed lanes, Metrorail and
VRE extensions, light rail and BRT. The Tier 1 EIS concluded
that no one improvement could meet all the travel demand in the
corridor. Of the four highest performing improvement concept
combinations, adding two managed lanes, which would be free
of charge to HOV-3 and transit vehicles, was the only
improvement concept common to all four. Managed lanes
would also benefit existing transit riders as well as the new
transit service planned as part of the project. The Preferred
Alternative is being designed in such a way that a dedicated
transitway can be accommodated. Note that VRE extension is
proceeding independently.
2.) The “Do No Harm” Alternative would entail ending the I-66
express lanes between Chain Bridge Road and Nutley Street
(instead of extending them to I-495) and offering five general
purpose lanes through to I-495. Traffic operations analysis of
this alternative has shown that it would result in significant
operational and safety issues along the mainline of I-66 in both
directions. A description of the “Do No Harm” Alternative and
the results of the analyses are summarized in the Tier 2 Revised
EA and additional details are included in the revised
Transportation Technical Report. In response to concerns
raised about the impacts to the Stenwood Elementary School
and communities around the I-66/I-495 interchange, the project
team developed a new alternative (Alternative 2D), which has
been incorporated in the Preferred Alternative. The new
alternative reduces the impacts to the Stenwood Elementary
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School and eliminates the impact to the recreational facilities at
the school (the baseball field and track). In addition, the new
alternative reduces the impacts in the vicinity of Prichards Court
and reduces the height of the proposed I-66/I-495 interchange
ramp.
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