
METROPOLITAN WASHINGTON COUNCIL OF GOVERNMENTS 
777 NORTH CAPITOL STREET NE, SUITE 300, WASHINGTON, DC 20002    MWCOG.ORG/TPB (202)    962-3200

MEMORANDUM 

TO:  Transportation Planning Board 
FROM: Lyn Erickson, Plan Development and Coordination Program Director 
SUBJECT:  Public Comment for the February 2024 TPB Meeting 
DATE:  May 15, 2024 

The Transportation Planning Board accepts public comment on a rolling basis. Comments can be 
submitted via email (tpbcomment@mwcog.org), online (mwcog.org/tpbcomment), mail, and phone. 
Comments are collected until noon on the day before the TPB meeting. These comments are 
compiled and shared with the board at the meeting the following day. 

Between noon on Tuesday, April 16, 2024, and noon Tuesday, May 14, the TPB received six letters 
(including one resubmitted letter from the March comment period) and 125 comments submitted via 
email.  

The comments are summarized below. All full comments are attached to this memo. 

IN-PERSON PUBLIC COMMENT SPEAKERS 

Eleven people signed up to speak during the Item 1 Public Comment item: 

• Angela Miller
• Michael Sakata
• Bill Pugh
• Janet Gallant
• Josh Veverka
• Barbara Coufal
• Theofilos Stamatis
• Ashley Hutson
• Gary V. Hodge
• Jason Stanford
• Richard Parsons

PUBLIC COMMENT 

Garret M. Gee – Comments via Letter- May 13, 2024 
The Southern Environmental Law Center (SELC) submitted supplemental written comments to those 
the SELC submitted to the Board on April 16, 2024, and related oral remarks delivered at the Board 
meeting on April 17, 2024. SELC urges the TPB to take all steps necessary to set the region on a 
path to achieve the climate goals adopted by COG, They assert the current plan includes highway 
widening projects that would cause significant increases in emissions and divert scarce resources 
from proven measures to reduce the harmful environmental, safety, and equity impacts of the 
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transportation system. SELC urges the TPB ensure that the cumulative GHG and VMT impacts of the 
Visualize 2050 Transportation Plan put the region on track to meeting its goals. Only projects that 
make progress towards those goals should be candidates for inclusion in the final plan and 
consideration for funding. Any projects that would increase VMT or GHG should be paired with 
sufficient climate mitigation to offset the projects. 
 
SELC offers four recommendations to revise the conformity analysis. The letter also contains specific 
recommendations on several projects. 
 
George “Tad” Aburn- Comments via Letter- May 14, 2024 
Mr. Aburn focused on two issues in the Envision 2050 air quality conformity analysis he declares are 
not well addressed:  

• The Plan's failure to address high-risk air pollution hotspots in EJ communities of color 
created by transportation plans and programs; and,  

• The analysis ignores climate change. 
 
He urges the TPB to review public comments expected to be received during the May 22 MWAQC 
meeting and the May 20 recommendations from ACPAC. 
 
Ashley Hutson- Comments via Letter-May 14, 2024 
On behalf of the Heavy Construction Contractors Association, they resubmitted comments from the 
Northern Virginia Transportation Coalition (NVTC). They share their strong support of the 
transportation projects submitted by Virginia for the Visualize 2050 Air Quality Conformity Analysis. 
They state the projects show a strong commitment to expanding capacity of a multimodal 
transportation network, including key regional upgrades such as the new Long Bridge. They urge 
leaders in DC and Maryland to follow Virginia’s example by investing in infrastructure that expands 
capacity of the transportation network, such as Maryland’s planned upgrades to the American Legion 
Bridge and I-270.  
 
Michael Sakata-Comments via Letter-May 14, 2024 
The Maryland Transportation Builders and Materials Association (MTMBA) expresses their concern 
about comments made during the April 15 TPB meeting seeking to remove highway and bridge 
improvements from the agency-recommended list of projects for inclusion in the air quality 
conformity analysis. They urge the TPB to reject such requests, stating that the highway network is 
aging and severely congested, with key bottlenecks such as the American Legion Bridge. The 
projects are needed to provide congestion relief and improve access to economic development 
locations like National Harbor. The MTBMA supports transit projects, and acknowledges that transit 
alone will not address all transportation needs, including movement of goods and services. Well-
designed multi-modal express or HOT lane projects create new revenue streams, provide new 
opportunities for regional bus rapid transit service, and a portion of their future revenues can be 
dedicated to other transit services. They advocate a wholistic, multi-modal approach that meets all 
transportation needs in a fiscally responsible manner. 
 
Richard Parsons- Comments via Letter-May 14, 2024 
The Suburban Maryland Transportation Alliance (SMTA) writes in support of the entire agency-
recommended list of transit, road and other improvements for inclusion in the air quality analysis for 
Visualize 2050. They urge the TPB to resist calls to remove key road and bridge projects. The 
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American Legion and I-270 is specifically mentioned, stating changes now to this project could result 
in excessive delay. 
 
Raymond Mondor- Comment via Email- May 8, 2024 
Raymond Mondor writes that the idea of building toll lanes on I-495 in Montgomery and Prince 
Georges counties is bad, premised on the intention to continually increase the population density of 
the surrounding locations. People moved to the suburbs because they want to live in suburbia, but 
these actions will lead to sprawl.  
 
Gary V. Hodge-Comment via Email- May 14, 2024 
Gary V. Hodge writes in support of the Southern Maryland Rapid Transit Project—or SMRT. He states 
that the State and regional transit priority will be completed within the 26-year scope of Visualize 
2050 and urges the TPB to include the SMRT project in the update of the Long-Range Transportation 
Plan, the TIP, and the Air Quality Conformity Analysis, 
 
John Musso-Comment via Email-May 14, 2024 
The Arlington Chamber of Commerce expresses their support for all the submitted projects included 
on the Project List. The submitted projects encompass a wide range of important transportation 
improvements, across all modes. They state that a multifaceted approach to transportation 
improvements is critical for the long-term economic success of our metropolitan region.  
 
John P. Boylan-Comment via Email-May 14, 2024 
Mr. Boylan is commenting on behalf of the Committee for Dulles. He states that key transportation 
initiatives such as the American Legion Bridge/270 and Southside Express Lane projects are 
essential to sustain the economic advantage an international airport brings to our region. Supporting 
these essential projects leverage Dulles International Airport and benefit the entire DC Metro area.  
 
Coalition for Smarter Growth Email Campaign- Comments via Email- April 17- May 15, 2024 
The TPB received 121 emails from Wednesday afternoon, April 17 until noon Tuesday from 
community members urging the TPB Board to reject the entire draft project list for Visualize 2050 if 
no changes are made. Four of the emails contained the same content as the campaign last month, 
but were received after the cut-off date for the April meeting. Of the remaining 117 email forms 
received, 15 emails contained some variation in content. There were 6 Instances of an individual 
submitting the exact email more than once. 
 
Writers urged the TPB to reject the entire draft project list and ask TPB staff to prepare a new plan 
with a smart growth alternative scenario that will help the region meet its urgent climate and equity 
goals if no changes are made to the list of projects. 
 
Writers noted that the region’s local elected official representatives on the TPB voted for resolutions 
to fight climate change, promote equity, improve street safety, foster more walkable and transit-
oriented communities, and to do a major overhaul of the regional transportation plan to support 
these goals. They noted public comments in March and in prior outreach have been overwhelmingly 
in favor of these goals and opposed to highway expansion, which they state are consistent with TPB’s 
Voices of the Region survey, showing 84% of the region’s residents want elected officials to consider 
climate change when planning transportation. They comment the draft plan of projects that will be 
voted on this month by the TPB Board would fail to address these goals.  
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Emails specifically referenced removal several highway and arterial expansion projects in favor of 
prioritizing investments that support walkable, transit-friendly and inclusive communities. The emails 
conclude with the statement that the Visualize 2050 plan will be the last that can make a difference 
in helping the region meet its 2030 climate change goals, appreciating the changes that some 
jurisdictions have made. 
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Laura Bachle

From: Garrett Gee <ggee@selcva.org>
Sent: Monday, May 13, 2024 9:57 PM
To: TPBcomment; Lyn Erickson; chenderson@dccouncil.gov; braddock@fairfaxcounty.gov; 

Allen, Charles (Council)
Cc: Morgan Butler; Trip Pollard
Subject: TPB Item 8: SELC Comments on Visualize 2050 process and projects 
Attachments: TPB Visualize 2050 - SELC supplemental comments 05.13.24 final.pdf

Good evening, 
 
Please find aƩached the Southern Environmental Law Center’s supplemental comments on the Visualize 2050 
TransportaƟon Plan process, the transportaƟon air quality conformity analysis draŌ Scope of Work, and the Visualize 2050 
Air Quality Conformity Network Inputs (including project-specific comments). These comments are provided for the 
Board’s consideraƟon in advance of the May 15th vote on the Visualize 2050 planning process. Please let us know if you 
have any quesƟons or if we can be of any assistance.  
 
Thank you for your consideraƟon,  
 
Garrett M. Gee (he/him) 
Senior Attorney 
 
Southern Environmental Law Center 
122 C Street NW, Suite 325 
Washington, DC 20001 
 
(202) 828-8382 
southernenvironment.org 
 



 

May 14, 2024 

The Honorable Christina Henderson 
Chair, National Capital Region Transportation Planning Board 
777 North Capitol Street NE, Suite 300 
Washington, DC 20002 
tpbcomment@mwcog.org 

VIA EMAIL 

RE: Supplemental Comments on the Visualize 2050 Transportation Plan 

Chair Henderson and Members of the Transportation Planning Board:  

The Southern Environmental Law Center (“SELC”) provides the following 
supplemental comments on the Visualize 2050 Transportation Plan process, the 
transportation air quality conformity analysis (“conformity analysis”) draft Scope of Work, 
and the Visualize 2050 Air Quality Conformity Network Inputs, which includes a list of 
projects proposed to undergo a conformity analysis for the Visualize 2050 planning cycle. 
SELC is a non-partisan, non-profit organization that works throughout Virginia and the 
South to advance transportation and land use decisions that protect our environment and 
public health while promoting more equitable and resilient communities. SELC urges the 
Transportation Planning Board (“the Board” or “TPB”) to take all steps necessary to set our 
region on a path to achieve the climate goals adopted by the Metropolitan Washington 
Council of Governments (“COG”). 

I. Background 

These comments supplement written comments that SELC submitted to the Board 
on April 16, 2024, and oral remarks delivered at the Board meeting on April 17, 2024. 
These comments build on SELC’s longstanding participation in the Board’s Transportation 
Planning Process, including the Visualize 2045 Transportation Plan. Our April comments 
urged the Board to take the following actions: 

1. Conduct detailed climate and vehicle miles traveled (“VMT”) analyses for all 
projects proposed for the conformity analysis.  

2. Ensure that each project ultimately included in the Visualize 2050 
Transportation Plan is aligned with COG’s climate and VMT reduction 
commitments. 

3. Include in the conformity analysis alternatives to highway widenings and other 
projects that are likely to increase VMT and associated greenhouse gas (“GHG”) 
emissions.  

As noted in our prior comments, COG has committed to reducing GHG emissions 
by 50 percent from 2005 levels by 2030 and 80 percent by 2050. Transportation is the 
largest source of GHG emissions nationwide and accounts for approximately 34 percent of 
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regional emissions.1 According to the Board’s Climate Change Mitigation Study scenario 
analysis, the region is unlikely to achieve the reductions necessary to meet COG’s 2030 GHG 
reduction target under even the most aggressive mode shift and technology adoption 
scenarios. To correct course and meet COG’s 2050 goal, the Board’s study found that the 
region must achieve at least a 10 percent VMT reduction by 2030 and a 13 percent 
VMT reduction by 2050, in addition to rapid electrification of the vehicle fleet.2 More 
aggressive VMT reductions likely are needed to meet climate goals, especially if 
electrification adoption does not keep pace with high adoption scenarios.  

Following adoption of the current long-range transportation plan,3 the Board 
committed to a “zero-based budgeting” approach, which required member agencies to re-
examine all projects, programs, and policies from the current plan to determine if those 
projects, programs and policies “reflect the findings from various scenario studies 
conducted by the TPB” to meet its goals and priorities, including GHG and VMT reduction 
commitments.4 While we applaud COG’s and the Board’s climate commitments to date, the 
Board’s planning process does nothing to ensure that we meet those ambitious goals.  

II. Recommendation for the Scope of Work 

The initial list of regionally significant projects submitted by member jurisdictions 
for conformity analysis includes significant proposed investments in major highway and 
arterial roadway capacity expansions, which are widely known to increase VMT and 
associated GHG emissions.5 Induced travel demand, also known as “induced traffic” or 
“induced demand,” is a well-documented phenomenon that describes how roadway 
capacity expansion projects, especially those extending into suburban and exurban areas, 
increase motor vehicle traffic. 6 These projects often preclude adequate alternative 
transportation modes or make those alternatives less convenient, comfortable, or safe. 

Auto-dependent development facilitated by these projects induces additional traffic in a 
cycle that locks in motor vehicle dependence and the need for further highway capacity 
expansions. As a result, transportation demand models routinely overestimate the 

 
1 COG, Metropolitan Washington 2030 Climate and Energy Action Plan (Nov. 18, 2020), 50 (referencing the 
Community-Wide Greenhouse Gas Inventory).  
2 TPB, TPB Climate Change Mitigation Study of 2021 Scenario Analysis Findings Final Report (Jan. 7, 2022), 38-
39 (identified as Mode Shift Scenario 1). More aggressive scenarios that are likely needed to meet 
transportation climate goals would require even greater VMT reductions: from 14%-20% by 2030 and from 
20%-25% by 2050. Id., at 42-23 and 46-47 (describing Mode Shift Scenarios 2 and 3). 
3 Known as Visualize 2045.  
4 TPB Resolution, R19-2022 (adopted June 16, 2022); TPB, Frequently Asked Questions: On the next National 
Capital Region Transportation Plan – Visualize 2050 (updated April 11, 2024), https://visualize2050.org/wp-
content/uploads/2024/04/Visualize-2050-FAQs-updated.pdf (“TPB FAQs”).   
5 Specific Virginia projects of concern are addressed in the following section of this letter.  
6 Susan Handy & Marlon G. Boarnet, Impact of Highway Capacity and Induced Travel on Passenger Vehicle Use 
and Greenhouse Gas Emissions, California Environmental Protection Agency, Air Resources Board (Sept. 30, 
2014), https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/2020-
06/Impact_of_Highway_Capacity_and_Induced_Travel_on_Passenger_Vehicle_Use_and_Greenhouse_Gas_Emiss
ions_Technical_Background_Document.pdf;  

https://visualize2050.org/wp-content/uploads/2024/04/Visualize-2050-FAQs-updated.pdf
https://visualize2050.org/wp-content/uploads/2024/04/Visualize-2050-FAQs-updated.pdf
https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/2020-06/Impact_of_Highway_Capacity_and_Induced_Travel_on_Passenger_Vehicle_Use_and_Greenhouse_Gas_Emissions_Technical_Background_Document.pdf
https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/2020-06/Impact_of_Highway_Capacity_and_Induced_Travel_on_Passenger_Vehicle_Use_and_Greenhouse_Gas_Emissions_Technical_Background_Document.pdf
https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/2020-06/Impact_of_Highway_Capacity_and_Induced_Travel_on_Passenger_Vehicle_Use_and_Greenhouse_Gas_Emissions_Technical_Background_Document.pdf


congestion relief benefits (and purported air quality benefits) of highway capacity 
expansion projects, overstate their need and economic value, and underestimate their long-
term climate and public health impacts.7 Recent analysis by the Georgetown Climate Center 
found that the influx of federal funding for transportation projects under the Bipartisan 
Infrastructure Law will cause emissions to increase if the funds are primarily invested in 
highway capacity expansions.8 And the Board’s own climate and mitigation study 
recognized the urgent need to reduce VMT through mode shift, travel demand 
management, transit enhancements, and transit-oriented development.9  

The Board’s guidance on the Visualize 2050 planning process seeks to hand wave 
away the results of its own climate study, stating simply that “it would be incorrect to 
generalize that all roadway capacity adding projects will increase emissions” and providing 
broad categories of project characteristics where this may be the case.10 The guidance goes 
on to suggest, but does not require, that member agencies submit studies, analyses, or 
technically reasonable assumptions to support their “Regional Policy Alignment 
Documentation” in such cases.11 

As a result, what should be an exception has swallowed the rule. The policy 
alignment documentation for several of the proposed roadway capacity expansions claims 
to address TPB’s GHG reduction and environmental protection goals, without providing 
any supporting documentation or analyses. Without such documentation, the public—and 
the Board—are left with no option but to take these assertions at face value and either 
reject or accept the project based on speculative assertions. This flawed approach 
contradicts the entire purpose of zero-based budgeting—to take a clear-eyed look at all 
projects to ensure that they align with the Board’s goals and priorities. Instead, the Board 
should put the onus on project proponents to justify counter-intuitive assertions.  

 

 

 

 
7 National Association of City Transportation Officials, Design Year (adapted from the Urban Street Design 
Guide), https://nacto.org/publication/urban-street-design-guide/design-controls/design-year/ (last 
accessed May 7, 2024); see also Duranton and Turner, The Fundamental Law of Road Congestion: Evidence 
from US Cities, American Economic Review (2009), https://www.nber.org/papers/w15376.  
8 James Bradbury, et al, Issue Brief: States Are in the Driver’s Seat on Transportation Carbon Pollution, 
GEORGETOWN CLIMATE CENTER (Mar. 24, 2023), https://www.georgetownclimate.org/blog/states-in-the-driver-
eys-seat.html; Georgetown Climate Center, Issue Brief: Estimating the Greenhouse Gas Impact of Federal 
Infrastructure Investments in the IIJA (Dec. 16, 2021), https://www.georgetownclimate.org/articles/federal-
infrastructure-investment-analysis.html. 
9 TPB Climate Change Mitigation Study of 2021 Scenario Analysis Findings Final Report, at 38-39.  
10 TPB FAQs, at 2 (emphasis added). 
11 Id.   

https://nacto.org/publication/urban-street-design-guide/design-controls/design-year/
https://www.nber.org/papers/w15376
https://www.georgetownclimate.org/blog/states-in-the-driver-eys-seat.html
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To rectify this problem and provide the Board and the public with the information 
needed to make an evidence-based judgement on the merit of proposed projects, the 
proposed Scope of Work for the conformity analysis should be revised to explicitly include 
the following:  

1. Initiate a third-party evaluation of the travel demand models used to ensure 
adequate accounting for induced demand. This can be accomplished by 
utilizing dynamic traffic assignment that evaluates travel demand at a network 
level.  

2. Require detailed GHG and VMT analyses for all projects proposed for the 
conformity analysis. While VMT is an input in the conformity analysis, VMT 
impacts should be evaluated as an output, along with GHG emissions.12 If these 
are already intended to be outputs of the analysis, explicitly state that in the 
Scope of Work.  

3. Ensure that reasonable and site-specific alternatives to proposed roadway 
capacity expansion projects (such as public transportation, complete streets, 
micromobility, operational improvements, travel demand management, or a 
combination of these measures) are included in the emissions modeling for 
all corridors with projects undergoing the conformity analysis. This will 
ensure that the Board can consider specific project alternatives in a corridor 
with the benefit of comparative GHG and VMT impact data. This information 
must be available when the Board determines which projects to include in the 
long-range plan in 2025.  

4. Commit to a final assessment of the GHG and VMT impacts of the full slate of 
planned projects prior to finalizing the 2050 plan. If the results do not 
demonstrate a pathway to achieve VMT and GHG reduction commitments, 
require GHG and VMT mitigation measures consistent with the Board’s climate 
mitigation study sufficient to address projected climate impacts.  

Ultimately, if mitigation or alternatives are not sufficient to align the long-range plan with 
VMT and GHG reduction commitments, projects that are inconsistent with climate goals 
should be excluded from the final plan.  

III. Project-Specific Recommendations  

Below, SELC highlights specific projects of concern that would undercut the region’s 
GHG and VMT reduction goals. In addition, several of these proposed projects would impact 
natural resources like forested areas and wetlands that are critical carbon sinks, facilitate 
stormwater infiltration, and reduce urban heat island effects. Several of these projects 
would also have safety and equity impacts beyond the environmental impacts discussed. 
We look forward to engaging with the Board about these projects in further detail as the 
Visualize 2050 planning process unfolds. 

 
12 Carbon dioxide is not defined as a criteria pollutant for the purposes of transportation conformity.  



VA 234 Bypass Extension North (CE 1897) and Pageland Road (VA 704) Widening from 
Sudley Road (VA 234) to Lee Highway (US 29) (CE 3308)  

Important information is lacking on both of these proposals. The VA 234 Bypass Extension 
North project is not included in the supplemental project summary table,13 and that table’s 
link for the Pageland Road widening proposal leads incorrectly to a description of an Arcola 
Boulevard project. However, based on the limited information provided, we read both 
projects as encompassing some portion, or all, of the highly controversial Bi-County 
Parkway proposal—a destructive and incredibly costly project that would form a key 
segment of an outer beltway around Washington, D.C., and fuel sprawling development 
patterns in some of the few remaining rural areas in northern Virginia. It would also cause 
significant damage to valuable historic and environmental resources such as Manassas 
National Battlefield Park and a number of headwater streams that source the Occoquan 
Reservoir—an important component of the regional water supply for northern Virginia.  

Whether labeled and described as new construction or as the widening of existing Pageland 
Lane, building a major highway north along or adjacent to the existing Pageland Lane 
corridor would route heavy traffic alongside the western border of the Manassas 
Battlefield and through the rural lands to the north of the Battlefield. It would also spur 
more driving and automobile-dependent development. Targeted upgrades to existing 
north-south corridors in the area and improved transit would be more beneficial, reduce 
emissions, and cause less damage, and therefore neither the 234 Bypass Extension North 
nor the Pageland widening proposal should be included in the region’s long-range 
transportation plan. 

Manassas National Battlefield Park Bypass (CE 3791)  

While we support efforts to reduce through traffic from the portions of US 29 and VA 234 
that cross the Manassas Battlefield National Park, we have long opposed the so-called 
Manassas National Battlefield Park Bypass as an appropriate or even viable means of doing 
so. Much like the Bi-County Parkway discussed above, this project would promote 
construction of a sprawl-inducing outer beltway and inflict serious damage on the 
Battlefield. Instead of building four more highway lanes next to the Battlefield, alternatives 
should be pursued. These include shifting east-west traffic on US 29 in the vicinity of the 
Battlefield to I-66 (which is currently being expanded), and smoothing north-south traffic 
flow by building roundabouts at the intersections of VA 234 with Pageland Lane and VA 
659. The proposed bypass is fundamentally inconsistent with the Board’s climate 

 
13 Staff prepared an unofficial project summary table to assist the Board in reviewing the projects proposed 
for inclusion in the conformity analysis, but the Air Quality Conformity Input Tables is the document under 
consideration for the May board meeting. These documents are available on the Visualize 2050 website, at 
https://www.mwcog.org/documents/2024/02/23/visualize-2050-national-capital-region-transportation-
plan-air-quality-conformity-tpb-visualize-2050/.  

https://www.mwcog.org/documents/2024/02/23/visualize-2050-national-capital-region-transportation-plan-air-quality-conformity-tpb-visualize-2050/
https://www.mwcog.org/documents/2024/02/23/visualize-2050-national-capital-region-transportation-plan-air-quality-conformity-tpb-visualize-2050/


commitments and should be removed from the conformity analysis and replaced with 
these or similar operational improvements. 

US 15 Widening between Battlefield Parkway and Montresor Road (CE 3608) 

We continue to have serious concerns with the proposal to widen a segment of this 
National Scenic Byway because it would attract more traffic—especially regional trips—to 
the historic corridor. Further, once one portion of the road is widened to four lanes, the 
new bottlenecks it generates upstream will generate pressure to widen the next segment. 
The result—a quintessential example of induced demand—is a wasteful and repetitive 
cycle of successive and expensive widening projects that simply shift the location of 
congestion while destroying the historic character of the corridor. An alternative approach 
that manages traffic flow on US 15 north of Leesburg with traffic-calming improvements 
and roundabouts would be both effective and protective while inducing less traffic, so we 
urge you to include those alternatives in the air quality conformity analysis.  

VA 28 Manassas Bypass (CE 1865) 

In addition to encouraging more single-driver trips, this poorly conceived project raises 
major water quality and environmental justice concerns and would damage parkland and 
historic resources. The proposed highway would cut through two census tracts included as 
COG Equity Emphasis Areas, and recent estimates indicate the project could require taking 
nearly 60 homes, many of which are in the Bull Run Mobile Home Park where most of the 
residents are Latino. Options to improve the existing Route 28 corridor should be 
prioritized over building a new highway through this sensitive area, and this proposal 
should be removed from the conformity analysis.  

Tall Cedars Parkway Extension (CE 3739) 

This proposal to build a new four-lane, median divided highway parallel to Route 50 from 
Tall Cedars Parkway to the Air and Space Museum Parkway Interchange on Route 28 in 
Fairfax County raises serious environmental concerns.  The route would need to cross Cub 
Run and its tributaries, traversing an environmentally sensitive area while encouraging 
more driving. We urge the Board to remove this proposal from the conformity analysis.   

US 50 Widening: Eastern City Limit of Fairfax to Arlington County Line (CE 2182)  

A half billion-dollar urban highway widening is not the solution to the serious safety and 
operational issues on Route 50. VDOT and Fairfax County recently conducted a Safety and 
Operational Improvement Study of a major section of this corridor inside the Beltway, and 
those recommendations should be included as a project-specific alternative to widening. 
Significant transit improvements are needed, and bus rapid transit should be studied. This 
is a key example of the flawed “policy alignment documentation” process, in which the 
applicant self-scored a perfect 8 out of 8 for alignment with regional goals.  



This segment of Route 50 experiences significant congestion at key bottlenecks at peak 
periods. It also has a high volume of pedestrian crossings, driven by considerable 
residential development on either side of the roadway, as well as retail, services, schools, 
and other civic destinations. The combination of dangerous design, frequent but 
intermittent congestion, poor infrastructure for transit riders, and the desire for pedestrian 
crossings has caused high rates of serious injuries and fatalities at several intersections. 
Further widening the roadway will exacerbate these safety issues and do little to improve 
multimodal access for the many residents near Route 50 that do not own a car. Redefine 
the scope of this proposed project to consider alternatives, such as safety, access, and 
transit improvements accompanied with targeted operational improvements at major 
bottlenecks to improve this key route. Targeted grade separations ultimately be necessary 
to reduce conflicts and should undergo study as an alternative to widening.  

I-495 Southside Express Toll Lanes: Springfield Interchange to MD210 (CE 3814)  

This project should include commitments to expand Metrorail over the bridge to connect 
the Blue Line to Prince George’s County. While the project submission claims that rail 
would not be precluded by the toll lanes, binding commitments to expand rail transit are 
needed. Otherwise, we will miss a generational opportunity to connect the inner DC 
suburbs with high-capacity transit.  

Dulles Airport Access Road Widening (CE 1965)  

This outdated $400 million proposal is unnecessary and would undermine the region’s 
major investment in the Silver Line. Congestion on this route is limited and frequent transit 
alternatives are readily available. Remove this project from the conformity analysis.  

Northstar Boulevard Widening (T 12002) 

Widening this existing stretch of Northstar Boulevard would increase pressure to construct 
a major limited-access highway along this corridor that would induce driving and 
accelerate development in more rural areas further to the south. We understand the need 
to address transportation challenges in the vicinity of Arcola, but any widening of this 
existing segment should be designed with a low design speed and traffic calming features 
to ensure it serves a local collector purpose.  

Chain Bridge Road Widening (VA 123) Widening (CE 3376)  

Further widening this already expansive, dangerous, highway within the Tysons and 
McLean area would undermine investments in the Silver Line and a transit-oriented, 
walkable Tysons. It would also cut against other investments in the plan that would help to 
right size streets around the Tysons metro stations, such as the Greensboro Drive 
extension. This project is another example of the “policy alignment documentation” 
process, in which the project sponsor claims and 8 out of 8 score in meeting the Board’s 
regional goals from TPB, including climate, clean air, safety, and equity.  



IV. Conclusions 

We strongly support the Board’s commitments to reducing GHG emissions and VMT. 
However, these commitments mean nothing without sufficient follow-through. The stakes 
are too high, and the timing is too urgent to rely on mere assurances. The proposed long-
range transportation plan includes hundreds of lane miles of highway widening projects 
that would not only cause significant increases in emissions, but also divert scarce 
resources from proven measures to reduce the harmful environmental, safety, and equity 
impacts of the transportation system. To achieve meaningful climate progress, the Board 
must ensure that the cumulative GHG and VMT impacts of the Visualize 2050 
Transportation Plan put the region on track to meeting its goals. Only projects that make 
progress towards those goals should be candidates for inclusion in the final plan and 
consideration for funding. Any projects that would increase VMT or GHG should be paired 
with sufficient climate mitigation to offset the projects that set our region back.  

Thank you for your consideration.  

 

Sincerely,  

 

 
 
Garrett M. Gee 
Senior Attorney 
Southern Environmental Law Center 
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Laura Bachle

From: George Aburn <tadaburn@gmail.com>
Sent: Tuesday, May 14, 2024 8:11 AM
To: TPBcomment; Lyn Erickson
Cc: Jeffrey King; chenderson@dccouncil.gov
Subject: Item 1 Virtual Comment Opportunity
Attachments: TPB 05152024 Final Written TPB Comment Tad w DC EJC (1) (1).pdf

Lyn - Please register me to provide virtual comments during the May 15, 2024 TPB meeting.  I will not be attending the 
meeting to provide in-person comments. 
 
My comments are attached. 
 
If you could please confirm receipt, and provide a response consistent with the TPB Public Participation Plan and 
guidance, it would be greatly appreciated. 
 
Thanks again for your help. 
 
Tad Aburn 
 
(443) 829-3652 



Comments for the May 15, 2024 TPB Meeting
Tad Aburn1

tadaburn@gmail.com
(443) 829-3652
******************************************

Madame Chair, TPB members … Thank you for the opportunity to provide virtual public
comment today.

Could you please use the language below (bold Italics) in the MWCOG staff summary of
my comments:

“My comments today focus on the proposed approval of the air quality
conformity analysis scope of work during today's meeting. I believe that
TPB should approve the scope but make it clear in the scope and
elsewhere that the conformity analysis is simply a minimal federal
requirement that has little to do with the transportation driven air quality
problems of 2024.

The air quality conformity process is outdated and does not meaningfully
address air pollution. It uses budgets that are no longer relevant and
standards that have been replaced by EPA with stronger standards. The
standards used in the TPB conformity analysis are weaker than the
standards used by MWAQC in the region’s air quality SIP.

The major reasons that the current conformity process does not address
2024 air quality priorities include:

● The analysis fails to address high-risk air pollution hotspots in EJ
communities of color created by the transportation plan, and

● The analysis ignores climate change … the region’s and the nation's
most pressing and urgent air quality problem. TPB’s minimalistic
approach to climate change uses weak MWCOG climate change
goals and fails to adequately reduce greenhouse gasses to address
the climate change crisis.

1 As background, my name is Tad Aburn. I have submitted comments at every TPB meeting since 11/22. I was a MD
resident for 68 years. I am now retired and doing volunteer work for overburdened communities in PG County and
DC. I am also a member of the DC EJ Coalition. I was the Chair of MWAQC TAC multiple times. I was an MWAQC
member for over 15 years. For almost 20 years I was the Director of the air pollution program in Maryland. I worked
for MDE for 40 years. I was a two-term President and long-time SIP policy Committee Chair with the NACAA.

mailto:tadaburn@gmail.com


These two issues should be covered in detail in Envision 2050.”

In closing, I would also urge TPB to review the public comments expected to be
discussed during the 5/22/24 MWAQC Meeting and the 5/20/24 recommendation
from ACPAC on climate change. Many of the MWAQC comments touch upon
the TPB responsibility to address air pollution hotspots in EJ communities caused
by transportation.

Thank you again for providing the opportunity to provide public comment. The
courtesy of a response is requested.

In closing, I would like to request the courtesy of a response that explains how TPB will
consider these comments.2 I would also like to again request that TPB Tech and
MWAQC TAC be asked by the TPB and the MWCOG Board to evaluate the
comprehensive set of data, research and analyses on the issue of transportation driven
air pollution hot-spots in communities of color that is now available.

Thank you again for providing the opportunity to provide public comment. I would be
happy to discuss these comments with you.

2 The TPB federally approved public participation plan says: “The TPB will give thoughtful
consideration to how public input might affect its decisions and how input might improve TPB
plans and products. The TPB will acknowledge the comments that were received and how
they were considered.”
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Laura Bachle

From: Ashley Hutson <ashley@hcca.net>
Sent: Tuesday, May 14, 2024 11:54 AM
To: TPBcomment
Subject: Item 1 Comment Opportunity
Attachments: Coalition TPB Letter - March 20th.pdf

Hello Lyn, 
 
On behalf of the HCCA, please sign me up to comment at tomorrow’s meeƟng. I would also like to submit the 
aƩached leƩer as comment from HCCA> 
 
Thank you, 
 
Ashley Hutson 
Director of Member Engagement 
Heavy Construction Contractors Association 
9251 Industrial Court Suite 201, Manassas VA 20109 
O: 703-392-7410 | C: 703-508-4305 

 
 



NORTHERN VIRGINIA TRANSPORTATION COALITION 
PO BOX 6149 · MCLEAN, VIRGINIA  22106 · 703/883-1830 · FAX 703/883-1850 

March 20, 2024 

The Honorable Christina Henderson, Chair 
National Capital Region Transportation Planning Board 
Metropolitan Washington Council of Governments 
777 North Capitol Street NE, Suite 300 
Washington, DC 20002-4239 

RE:  Visualize 2050 Transportation Project Inputs 

Dear Chair Henderson: 

As representatives of the vast majority of private and nonprofit employers across Northern 
Virginia, we are writing to share our strong support for the transportation projects 
submitted by Virginia for Visualize 2050’s Air Quality Conformity Analysis.  

These projects represent Virginia’s strong commitment to expanding the capacity of our 
multimodal transportation network that supports the growing housing and economic 
development needs of our community.  

Virginia’s project list includes key regional upgrades such as a new Long Bridge, major rail 
upgrades to the I-95 corridor and Virginia Railway Express, a significantly expanded 
regional BRT network, I-95 Bi-Directional Express Lanes, and the I-495 Southside Express 
Lanes. Furthermore, Northern Virginia has submitted a number of other critical regional 
transportation improvements that will move more people through our key corridors.  

We applaud Virginia’s leaders for investing in transportation improvements across all 
modes: roadways, transit, bike and pedestrian, and new technology to improve reliability, 
relieve travel congestion and reduce travel times throughout Northern Virginia.  

In addition, we urge leaders in DC and Maryland to follow Virginia’s example by investing in 
infrastructure that expands the capacity of our transportation network. For example, we 
implore you to approve Maryland’s planned upgrades to the American Legion Bridge and I-
270 in Visualize 2050. These improvements are essential to regional connectivity and the 
continued economic success of the DC area. If the DC region expects to gain 1.3 million 
new people and 1 million new jobs by 2050, we must continue to invest in the vital 
transportation infrastructure that will keep our region moving.  

Now that the TPB’s zero-based submission strategy has refocused our approach, it’s time 
to move forward with the improvements that each jurisdiction deems vital to its continued 
long-term transportation needs. Therefore, we urge you to approve all projects submitted 
by Virginia for evaluation in the 2050 Air Quality Conformity Analysis. 

Thank you for your time and consideration of this important matter. 



Sincerely,  

 

Northern Virginia Transportation Coalition 
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Laura Bachle

From: Michael Sakata <msakata@mtbma.org>
Sent: Tuesday, May 14, 2024 11:55 AM
To: Laura Bachle; TPBcomment
Subject: RE: Virtual Comments at the Transportation Planning Board (TPB)
Attachments: MTBMA TPB Comments May 15th.pdf

Laura – thank you for checking, here are my written comments.  
 
Can you add me to speak in person as well.  
 
Mike 
 

 

 
Michael Sakata 
President & CEO 
Maryland/Metropolitan TransportaƟon Builders & Materials AssociaƟon  
410.760.9505 | 301.377.9706 | msakata@mtbma.org  
www.mtbma.org  
2408 Peppermill Drive, Ste. F, Glen Burnie, MD 21061  

 
 
 
 
 
 

From: Laura Bachle <lbachle@mwcog.org>  
Sent: Tuesday, May 14, 2024 11:47 AM 
To: TPBcomment <tpbcomment@mwcog.org> 
Subject: Virtual Comments at the Transportation Planning Board (TPB) 
 
Hello, 
Thanks for your interest in providing virtual comments to the TPB. As you may recall, the 
guidelines for providing commentary are on the TPB meeting page here.  For your ease of 
reference, here’s what’s on the page: 
 
“Interested members of the public will be given the opportunity to make brief comments on 
transportation issues under consideration by the TPB. For any member of the public who 
wishes to address the board on the day of the meeting, they may do so by registering to 
attend and speak in person, by emailing comments to TPBcomment@mwcog.org with the 
subject line “Item 1 Virtual Comment Opportunity”, or by calling and leaving a phone message 
at (202) 962-3315. Comments will be summarized and shared with TPB members as part of 
their published meeting materials. These statements and registration must be received by 
staff no later than 12:00 P.M. (Noon) on Tuesday, May 14, 2024, to be relayed to the board at 
the meeting.” 



2

So, you need to be in-person to provide direct testimony. If you’d like to appear in-person, we 
start at 12 noon with public comments. Commenters are called on in the order of the requests 
received. We may need to adjust the time allocated to each speaker depending on the number 
of speakers. If you can’t make it in-person, please submit your comments as directed above. 
We will verbally summarize your comments, and we provide all the written comments we 
receive to everyone. 

Please contact me directly if you have any further questions. 
 
Laura Bachle, AICP 
Transportation Planner 
National Capital Region Transportation Planning Board (TPB) 
Metropolitan Washington Council of Governments 
lbachle@mwcog.org l Office: (202) 962-3273 
 



 
 
May 15th, 2024 
 
Hon. Christina Henderson, Chair  
National Capital Transportation Planning Board 
Metropolitan Washington Council of Governments 
777 North Capitol Street NE, Suite 300 
Washington, DC 20002 
 
RE: Agenda Item 8, May 15th Meeting, Transportation Planning Board (TPB) – Air Quality 
Conformity Analysis Inputs   
 
Dear Chair Henderson and Members of the TPB:  
 
The Maryland Transportation Builders and Materials Association (“MTBMA”) has been and 
continues to serve as the voice for Maryland’s transportation construction industry since 1932. Our 
association is comprised of 200 members. MTBMA proactively works with regulatory agencies and 
governing bodies to represent the interests of the transportation industry, advocate for adequate 
state and federal funding, and promote greater regional collaboration to improve Maryland’s 
multimodal transportation system.  

We are concerned with some of the comments made during the April 15th TPB meeting seeking to 
remove major highway and bridge improvements from the agency-recommended lists of projects 
for inclusion in the air quality conformity analysis for Visualize 2050 and the TIP, and strongly urge 
you to reject any such request.  

The National Capital Region’s highway network is aging and severely congested. Significant 
capacity improvements are needed to address key bottlenecks including: The American Legion 
Bridge, sections of I-495 on both sides of the Woodrow Wilson Bridge, I-270 and US15, just to name 
a few. Several of these improvements are either currently undergoing federal environmental review 
or have already completed this process. All will need some level of federal funding for which they 
would not be eligible if they are changed or removed from the Visualize 2050 long-range plan.  

These projects will provide significant congestion relief, boost our economy and improve access to 
key economic development locations like the I-270 corridor and National Harbor. There are also 
important multi-modal elements that would improve transit access by expanding our network of 
managed lanes to accommodate faster and more reliable regional express-bus service. These 
projects were submitted for further analysis for good reason and are significant elements in 
Visualize 2050 that contribute greatly to expanding access to jobs in all parts of our region.  

While MTBMA understands the importance of transit projects and supports their inclusion in 
Visualize 2050 and the TIP, it is clear that transit alone will not address all of our future 
transportation needs. In particular, the movement of goods and services so vital to our economy, or 
interstate through-trips, or the vast majority of commuting and non-commuting daily trips are taken 
on our region’s road and bridge network. This will remain the case in 2050 and beyond according to 
TPB’s projections. Further, an “all transit-no roads” approach has no realistic possibility of ever 



being affordable given our fiscal realities, declines in post-COVID transit ridership and farebox 
revenues, and rising transit operating costs.  

In contrast, well designed multi-modal express lane or HOT lane projects create new revenue 
streams that more than cover their capital and operating costs over time. In addition, they can 
provide new opportunities for regional bus rapid transit service and a portion of their future 
revenues can be dedicated to help subsidize other transit services. At the very least, these critical 
multimodal projects are worth further study. Taking them out of the plan now would prevent us from 
knowing their impacts and would be short-sighted and irresponsible.  

For these reasons, it is imperative to maintain a wholistic, multi-modal approach that meets all our 
transportation needs in a fiscally responsible manner.  

We appreciate you taking the time to consider the expert advice of transportation professionals in 
our industry and request that you support all the major transit, road and bridge improvements that 
our state transportation agencies are recommending for inclusion in the air quality conformity 
analysis for Visualize 2050.  

Thank you,  
 

 
 
Michael Sakata President and CEO  
Maryland Transportation Builders and Materials Association 
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Laura Bachle

From: rnparsons@comcast.net
Sent: Tuesday, May 14, 2024 12:51 PM
To: Laura Bachle
Subject: Corrected version attached
Attachments: TPB Commentts 2024-05-15  SMTA.docx

Here it is. Please replace the previous version with this one (sans typos!).  Thanks.  
 
Richard Parsons  
Rnparsons@comcast.net  
301-503-0697 



 
 

 
May 15th, 2024 
 
Hon. Christina Henderson, Chair  
National Capital Transportation Planning Board 
Metropolitan Washington Council of Governments 
777 North Capitol Street NE, Suite 300 
Washington, DC 20002 
 
RE: Agenda Item #8 – Air Quality Conformity Analysis Inputs   
 
The Suburban Maryland Transportation Alliance was formed in 2009 to educate policymakers and 
stakeholders about our transportation options, to advocate for increased funding for all transportation 
modes, and to encourage leaders to commit those funds to priority transit and road improvements that do 
the most to relieve congestion and improve mobility for the residents of the National Capital Region. We 
are here today to support the entire agency-recommended list of transit, road and other improvements 
for inclusion in the air quality analysis for the next update to our region’s Visualize 2050 long-range plan. 

In a region that already suffers from some of the nation’s worst congestion, we urge you to resist calls 
from some of the interest groups that spoke at last month’s meeting to remove key road and bridge 
improvements from this analysis. This would not be in keeping with TPB’s mission and we urge you to 
keep the plan intact. Every study confirms we need a multimodal approach that includes both road and 
transit improvements if we are to meet the growing travel demand of a region that is projected to add 
another 1.3 million residents by 2050.  

We also have serious concerns about depriving policymakers and the public of the information they need 
to make informed decisions by choosing not to even study major improvements that have long been 
prominent features in previous regional plans. TPB’s own data show that even with all the infrastructure 
improvements in this plan, travel delays and access to jobs within a 45-minute commute radius continue 
to decline by 2050. Of course, things get much worse in the no-build scenarios you’ve tested.  So the 
obvious question we have is, why would you even consider taking major projects OUT of a long-range plan 
that already falls far short in addressing congestion delays? You should be focusing instead on what else 
we can add to this plan, but that is likely a more long-term discussion.  

I want to focus my comments today on one particular project that is recommended for inclusion in the list 
of air quality conformity analysis inputs, the American Legion Bridge (ALB) and I-270 program. As you 
know, the first phase of this project has already completed the federal National Environmental Policy Act 
(NEPA) review process, including a completed Final Environmental Impact Statement and has received an 
approved Record of Decision. This project is now ready to proceed to final design and construction and 
has Montgomery County’s support as well as the support of the Maryland Department of Transportation. 

At the last meeting some suggested that changes could be made to this project in this update to the 
Visualize 2050 plan. However, there is great risk in making any changes to this project at this point in the 
process. Among other things, it could risk re-opening the litigation (the previous lawsuits against this 
project have already been dismissed as baseless). Any change in its status in the TPB’s long-range plan 
could trigger another round of litigation and potentially cause years of additional delay and hundreds of 
millions of taxpayer dollars that Maryland does not have, endangering the entire project. So, make no 



mistake, any vote to remove or make significant changes to any portion of the ALB/I-270 project puts the 
entire American Legion Bridge replacement at risk and will be seen as a vote against the American Legion 
Bridge. 

In closing, I’d like to share some perspective, as an active participant in many transportation project 
studies, expert task forces, and policy debates since the mid-1990s. SMTA and our coalition partners, 
including some of the local officials and state legislators on this Board, have spent over three decades 
urging state leaders to address the horrific congestion on I-270 and replace an aging and functionally 
obsolete American Legion Bridge. Despite the fact that this project effectively addresses some of the 
region’s worst traffic chokepoints, has overwhelming public support, and the bridge itself needs extensive 
repairs in any case, the environmental impact review process still took over three decades to complete 
and construction has yet to begin. That is not good enough. Not by a long shot.  

That is what is at stake in this vote today. The LAST thing we need now is the TPB throwing sand in the 
gears yet again by making any changes to this project and risking even more delay. This entire project is 
critical to our region – including the ALB and ALL of I-270 (as well as related improvements to US 15 in 
Frederick). We are now at the finish line and seeing it sidetracked yet again would send the clearest 
possible message that the transportation planning process in this region is fundamentally broken. Let’s not 
go there.   

We urge you to approve this and the other major highway, bridge and mass transit projects our 
transportation agencies have recommended with no changes that could cause even more delay, drive up 
costs even further, and doom another generation of area residents to three more decades of miserable 
congestion and lost economic opportunity. Thank you. 

Sincerely,  

Richard Parsons 
Richard Parsons 
Vice Chair, Suburban Maryland Transportation Alliance 
 

 



NORTHERN VIRGINIA TRANSPORTATION COALITION 
PO BOX 6149 · MCLEAN, VIRGINIA  22106 · 703/883-1830 · FAX 703/883-1850 

March 20, 2024 

The Honorable Christina Henderson, Chair 
National Capital Region Transportation Planning Board 
Metropolitan Washington Council of Governments 
777 North Capitol Street NE, Suite 300 
Washington, DC 20002-4239 

RE:  Visualize 2050 Transportation Project Inputs 

Dear Chair Henderson: 

As representatives of the vast majority of private and nonprofit employers across Northern 
Virginia, we are writing to share our strong support for the transportation projects 
submitted by Virginia for Visualize 2050’s Air Quality Conformity Analysis.  

These projects represent Virginia’s strong commitment to expanding the capacity of our 
multimodal transportation network that supports the growing housing and economic 
development needs of our community.  

Virginia’s project list includes key regional upgrades such as a new Long Bridge, major rail 
upgrades to the I-95 corridor and Virginia Railway Express, a significantly expanded 
regional BRT network, I-95 Bi-Directional Express Lanes, and the I-495 Southside Express 
Lanes. Furthermore, Northern Virginia has submitted a number of other critical regional 
transportation improvements that will move more people through our key corridors.  

We applaud Virginia’s leaders for investing in transportation improvements across all 
modes: roadways, transit, bike and pedestrian, and new technology to improve reliability, 
relieve travel congestion and reduce travel times throughout Northern Virginia.  

In addition, we urge leaders in DC and Maryland to follow Virginia’s example by investing in 
infrastructure that expands the capacity of our transportation network. For example, we 
implore you to approve Maryland’s planned upgrades to the American Legion Bridge and I-
270 in Visualize 2050. These improvements are essential to regional connectivity and the 
continued economic success of the DC area. If the DC region expects to gain 1.3 million 
new people and 1 million new jobs by 2050, we must continue to invest in the vital 
transportation infrastructure that will keep our region moving.  

Now that the TPB’s zero-based submission strategy has refocused our approach, it’s time 
to move forward with the improvements that each jurisdiction deems vital to its continued 
long-term transportation needs. Therefore, we urge you to approve all projects submitted 
by Virginia for evaluation in the 2050 Air Quality Conformity Analysis. 

Thank you for your time and consideration of this important matter. 



Sincerely,  

 

Northern Virginia Transportation Coalition 
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Laura Bachle

From: rgwoollett@everyactioncustom.com on behalf of Ruth Woollett 
<rgwoollett@everyactioncustom.com>

Sent: Saturday, May 11, 2024 10:36 AM
To: TPBcomment
Subject: Please fix the regionõs long-range transportation plan before itõs too late

Dear Transportation Planning Board (TPB), 
 
This region’s local elected official representatives on the Transportation Planning Board (TPB) 
voted overwhelmingly for resolutions to fight climate change, promote equity, improve street 
safety, foster more walkable and transit-oriented communities, and do a major overhaul of the 
regional transportation plan, Visualize 2050, to support these goals (See TPB R19-2021). 
 
Public comments in March and in prior outreach have been overwhelmingly in favor of these 
goals and opposed to highway expansion. The comments are consistent with TPB’s scientific 
Voices of the Region survey, which showed that 84% of the region’s residents want elected 
officials to consider climate change when planning transportation.  
 
However, the draft plan of projects that will be voted on this month by the TPB board would 
fail to address the goals in any serious way. Therefore, I join others in recommending removal 
of the I-495 Southside Express Lanes widening, Maryland I-495/270 widening, and other 
wasteful highway and arterial expansion projects that threaten our climate and other goals. 
And instead prioritizing investments that support walkable, transit-friendly and inclusive 
communities. 
 
This Visualize 2050 plan will be the last that can make a difference in helping the region meet 
its 2030 climate change goals. We appreciate the changes that some jurisdictions have made, 
but more are needed. Please follow through on this board’s commitments. 
 
If no changes are made to the list of projects, I urge you, through your jurisdiction’s 
representative on the TPB, to reject the entire draft project list and ask TPB staff to prepare a 
new plan with a smart growth alternative scenario that will help the region meet its urgent 
climate and equity goals. 
 
Sincerely, 
Ms. Ruth Woollett 
3711 14th St N  Arlington, VA 22201-4927 rgwoollett@yahoo.com 
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Laura Bachle

From: bmwray0@everyactioncustom.com on behalf of Brendan Wray <bmwray0
@everyactioncustom.com>

Sent: Sunday, May 12, 2024 3:17 PM
To: TPBcomment
Subject: Please fix the region’s long-range transportation plan before it’s too late

Dear Transportation Planning Board (TPB), 
 
This region’s local elected official representatives on the Transportation Planning Board (TPB) 
voted overwhelmingly for resolutions to fight climate change, promote equity, improve street 
safety, foster more walkable and transit-oriented communities, and do a major overhaul of the 
regional transportation plan, Visualize 2050, to support these goals (See TPB R19-2021). 
 
Public comments in March and in prior outreach have been overwhelmingly in favor of these 
goals and opposed to highway expansion. The comments are consistent with TPB’s scientific 
Voices of the Region survey, which showed that 84% of the region’s residents want elected 
officials to consider climate change when planning transportation.  
 
However, the draft plan of projects that will be voted on this month by the TPB board would 
fail to address the goals in any serious way. Therefore, I join others in recommending removal 
of the I-495 Southside Express Lanes widening, Maryland I-495/270 widening, and other 
wasteful highway and arterial expansion projects that threaten our climate and other goals. 
And instead prioritizing investments that support walkable, transit-friendly and inclusive 
communities. 
 
This Visualize 2050 plan will be the last that can make a difference in helping the region meet 
its 2030 climate change goals. We appreciate the changes that some jurisdictions have made, 
but more are needed. Please follow through on this board’s commitments. 
 
If no changes are made to the list of projects, I urge you, through your jurisdiction’s 
representative on the TPB, to reject the entire draft project list and ask TPB staff to prepare a 
new plan with a smart growth alternative scenario that will help the region meet its urgent 
climate and equity goals. 
 
Sincerely, 
Mr. Brendan Wray 
9122 Baltimore Ave Apt 3049  College Park, MD 20740-1375 bmwray0@gmail.com 
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