
 
 
 
 
 
 

MULTIMODAL TRANSPORTATION BOARD 
January 23, 2018 

7:00 p.m. 
 

George Howard Building, Columbia-Ellicott Room 
3430 Court House Drive, Ellicott City, MD 21043 

 
*************************************************************************************** 

AGENDA 
 
 
1. Approval of the December 5, 2017 Minutes  

 
2. Announcements 

 
i. US 29 Pedestrian Bridge  

ii. New Transit Buses 
iii. Deborah Myers 
iv. Transit Development Plan Public Hearing 
v. MagLev 

 
3. Public Comment 

 
4. Old Business 

 
i. Transit Development Plan 

ii. Regional Transportation Agency 
iii. Office of Transportation Advisory Groups – update from MTB member liaisons 
iv. US 1 Safety Evaluation 
v. Maryland Department of Transportation Attainment Report 

 
5. New Business 

 
i. FY 2019 Priority Letter 

ii. Walk Howard, Pedestrian Plan 
 

6. Adjournment  
 
Future MTB Meetings Dates 
February 27, 2018 State Transportation Planning 
March 27, 2018 
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MULTIMODAL TRANSPORTATION BOARD MINUTES
  December 5, 2017 at 7:00 p.m. 
 
 

Members Present: Ron Hartman, Chair       Staff: Clive Graham, Executive Secretary  
   Astamay Curtis                                   John Ainsley, Recording Secretary 

Brian Dillard 
      Larry Schoen 

  Rick Wilson 
 

Members Excused: Jason Quan 
   Debbie Meyers 

Alive Giles 
David Zinner 

 
 

1. Approval of the October 24, 2017 Work Session Minutes (minute 011) 
 
Astamay Curtis moved to approve the minutes of the October 24, 2017 meeting and Rick 
Wilson seconded the motion. The minutes were approved by a vote of 5-0.   

 
2. Announcements (minute 01) 

 
Clive Graham, the Administrator Office of Transportation (OoT), announced that the Office 
of Transportation has been awarded two MD Bikeways Grants from the Maryland 
Department of Transportation.  

3. Public Comments (minute 02) 
 
There was no public comment. 
 

 4. Old Business (minute 02) 
 
i. Transit Development Plan (minute 03) 
 
Clive presented highlights of the Draft Final Transit Development Plan to the MTB. The 
TDP presentation included the following major topic areas; 
 
 Current performance of fixed routes 
 Reconfiguration of bus route system 
 Short Term goals- Phase I (next 18 months) major reconfiguration of current routes 
 Long Term Goals- Phase II (three plus year vision), includes additional expansion routes 
 Mobility Service- addressing the high costs of paratransit service/ future increased 

demand 

                                                 
1 Minute references are to the meeting audio recording; see link on the Multimodal Transportation Board webpage. 
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The MTB was in general support of the TDP and would like to forward a resolution of 
support letter to the County Council. Clive advised that the resolution would have to be 
drafted by next week so it would be available for the Council Public Hearing on January 16, 
2018. It was also suggested that MTB members attend the hearing to show their support of 
the plan. 
 

 
ii. Regional Transportation Agency/ Commission (Update) (minute 69) 
 
Clive gave the following updates: 
 
 All four partners have signed the Memorandum of Understanding regarding the 

(Regional Transportation Agency) RTA and the establishment of the RTA Commission  
 The RTA Commission Board was official seated today on December 5, 2017 
 The Board voted and adopted the Bylaws and elected officers  
 
Clive introduced Cristin Tolen, the new RTA General Manager.  Cristin has past experience 
working for the Maryland Department of Transportation and was involved in past efforts to 
form a regional transportation entity in Central Maryland. Cristin said she was looking 
forward to the challenges in her new role.   
 
iii. Office of Transportation Advisory Groups- update from MTB member liaisons 

(minute 72) 
 
Due to time constraints, this item will be taken up at a future MTB meeting.  
 
iv. US 1 Safety Evaluation (time permitting) (minute 72) 
 
Due to time constraints, this item will be taken up at a future MTB meeting.  
 

 
v. Connecting Howard County Status (time permitting) (minute 72) 
 
Due to time constraints, this item will be taken up at a future MTB meeting.  
 

5. New Business (minute 73) 
 
Maryland Department of Transportation Attainment Report (minute 73) 
 
Ron Hartman suggested that the MTB should spend some time on the Report at a future 
meeting. Ron requested the members to review the full report, and bring relevant topics 
back for discussion. It was also suggested a speaker from MDOT might be invited to a 
future meeting. See attached link; 
http://www.mdot.maryland.gov/newMDOT/Planning/CTP/CTP_17_22/Documents/2017_A
R_01_12_17.pdf 
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 6.  Adjournment (minute 75) 
 
Ron adjourned the meeting at 8:23 pm. The next MTB meeting is scheduled for January 
23, 2018 at 7:00 pm. 
 
 

         12/7/17 
       Clive Graham   Date 
       Executive Secretary 

 
 

         12/7/17 
       John Ainsley   Date 
       Recording Secretary 
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Allan Trlt Kittieman
Howard County Executive
aldUlemEm@hQwardpouritymd.gov

April12,2017

The Mbnorable ?ete Rail ti
Gfflc^:of.the Secretary
-Maryland Department of Transpoitation
720]. Corporate Center OnVe | |
Hanoy<ND 21076 [

Eei N2018 Howard County P.ndrifyLeTO | |
I I

Dear Siscfetary Rahn; |

Please accQpt the following -^Ho^ty ^e.tjtel'" fi'Qril Ho-vyarci'County., TJiip letter mclEydGs a I|st.of
transportatiQri projects Howard Couftiy is reciDminendirig: be included and funded by the
Maryland DeparEment qfTranspQitatiqa's (MDOT) IY 2018..2Q23 Cpnsolidated Transispilation
Program ^ihd also incliide.s requests f^r teeiimcal wv^ p.ojioy suppQi't. The projects requested fdr
flmding are listed iii priority order, ar& "Major Capital Projeyfy" as defined by MDOT guidHnce,
and are consistent: with t|ie Marylalicl Ti'an^o^atlQh Plan:.

.Thank You and AtlmowJtca eMe&te

Before listing pur requests, please siccept purthftn!<s and itpprecmtJpn for prior and Rngohig StEtte
fMficEing foi'fhefQlloy/iugproJeGfs:

» Widening of US29 from Seneca Brive to MD .175

MD 32: Corridor Twproveirfents

• Phase 1; Dualization ofMQ 32 from ?> 108 Eo Diliden Churcli Road
» Phas? 2; Liriden CliUrQh Koay to 1-70, l&ctucHng M0::32/MD 144 •intersection

improvements

a Phase 3: Bvaiua.Eion dftke wiclening MD 32 nQrth of1-70 to the CaLToII C,o:Urity line

* Design and constructionjimprovements at the US 1 and Kit JECat Road -intersection
-* US 29,;; Bus Rapid Trai'Tsit^(.BIiT). planamg .for enhanced e^pjess biis ^vifie.to Silver "Spring

^glong fhe.US £9 BRT coiTldor

We also wish to ihauk you for the valued -technical assistance, pmvkied byMDOT'stafli
;Ssp6plaily the eMenslye wisistanpfi from the M^'yl^nd TransitAdmilliSH'atiori and the State
ti igbway Administrfttlbu da tlie -followingprojects:

* US 1 atMontevidebRoadihtersecfjon
o US 40 at Rogers Avenue intGi'sectioti o BlandalrP^i'KJnte.rehEmge.pn MD 175

a I-95 Noise Walls m-EHa'idge
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Requests for li'imdmg

The following recommendations are the result of review and input by County staff from several
departments and offices, as well as by elected and appointed officials. Eiipnf also induded an
extensive public involvement process, including a pub] EC survey with over 1,400 responses, and
over 300 unique written comments and apublic meetmgheld on February21, 2017. The results of
the survey and public meeting materials can be found at:
https://www.howardcountym^.gov/Departments/Coimty-Admm!stratioiVTrarispoL'Eation/20i8-
Priority-Letter

Capital.&Cpnsfit'uctiou Projects

1. US 29 from the Middle Patuxent River to Seneca Drive, 'wideningjncludihg aooess
improvefnents to the Rivers,Edge Community, and accommodations for BRT,

2. Transit Capital Improvemehts:

• Purchase rollingstock (buses) to replace vehioles that have exhausted their useful life to
mamtaiuafleetwlthastateofgoodt'epau'micltb expand service on anunlberpfthempsj;
traveled fixed routes

e Rolling stock, road and signal improvemeiits and development of high quality BR.T
stations m Downtown Columbia and future stations for the US 29 BK.T system

3, US 1 Sidewalk: Construct sidewaUc along US 1 southbound in the median betweeh North
Laurel Roa.d and the Prince George's County line

4. MD 108: Consfmct intersection Improveinenfs along MD 108 at Ton Miliy Road

5. MD 100 and MD 103: Replacement of the existing-interchange

Design 8i Engineering Fri&jects

1. 1-70 Corridor

* ] -70: US 29 to US 4P^ widen one lane In each dh-eotipn
• LTpgl'ade/reGonstL'uot the I~7Q/MamoHsviUe Road interchange
* Design and implement I-7Q/US 29 interchange capacity enhancements

MD 175 Corridor

2. MD 175: Evaluate the impf-ovement of existing access points into CQlumbia Gateway
Drive^ including a third aocess pQhit through the potential extension ofMD 108 across MD
175 into Columbia Gateway Drive and da-cct access to Columbia Gateway Drive from I-
95

3. MD 175:: US 1 to Snowden H-ivefPailcway; epntinuecl comprehensive traf^c modeling
leading to design alternatives including-the US 1/MD US and US 1/1-95 interchanges
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I
4, Pedestrian, IMcyoIo, and ADA Access and Safety Improvements: Design smdconstmot |

sidewalks, pedestrmn safety improvements, bicycle safety im^rovetnents and fmEil designi and
coi-is'ttuctlon'oftheshoi'l; term neiwork projects in Howard County's Bicycle Master Plan and |

Pedestrian Master Plans. Specifically, we will be requesting state .grant ftmding for the |
fellowmg projects;, |

I

• Conduct plamimg for pedestrian .and bicyole access into the Cplumbia Gateway area |
* Finaliz;e design of thes Do^/fifowA Columbia IR SteveasPorest Road coritte6t0t* I
* Fimlt^ design of pedestrian and bicycle improvements along Dobbin and McGiiw

JRuads
* Finalize design of this INiorth Laurel Coj-ineotjons projecttp join Savage and LaLirei •

in a connected bicycle arid p&destriah Tietwork |

5. MD, 10.8; Suilford Road tQ Trotter Road^ ctesigiii aildl, coi-tstfuc.tipedesti'iant.^iGyqle,

^ay;tbmQb!le» and streetscape improvemerits | j

6, MD 175; US I to Dorsey Run RQ^d; widehing and recQrtsU'uctjion: including tinal 9esign and
construction, of the US I/MD 175 interciiange

7. MR 103 at US 29: AciciitiQnofa third lane along MD 103 onto the ramp towards US -29
northbo.und

8- Traffic Signal Bapk-up Generators; EvEttuate and plan 9 sysfem foi'.ctevelpping a bafik-up
gene.rator thstaUation program at koy state highway traffic signals witlim Howtird Coitnty

9; Noise Walls:-Evaluate, clesigrij and oonstruct noise walls atDumhartXo^d, ^tfh^ sQuthwest-
coriler o£I"95 and tlie.MD 21^ interchange

Requests for TechriicaK Assisfauice aiiff Suooojt't

We would lifce to request .M D OTis cooppratipn and technical suppoit apd assistanc& for several
imppjrtant county led projwts wd initiatives on state roQds afid higKw&ys, TJie3e..proJe:cts reflect the

'county's desire to adv.snc&projectejncoprdinaEion with the stftte b ensure timely and effective
project delivery. These projecfs are:

«. investigating safety snd. congestion issues on th6 MQ 99 coiyido^ betWQeri jMarriottsvlUe Koad | |
sue} US ^'9/MD 99 intersectton :| |

US 1 Gwridw

a US 1: Development of a safety, audit 'for US I

We want to draw.yoni* attehtioh .agftin to the:spjke:in tlie.nurrib^i' pf pedestrians killgcl by
csss in thb US 1 pqm.dpr din-hig 2016. Six people—-a higher aimnal nitmber than ever
before—were hit W killed by cars in th^ rapidly gtQWing, .evQ.lVlng ^nct pconoiuically
impOrtan.t 4^ea- We sttoiigty urge you to support and enhance elTopts and Initiatives to pit't
.safety.first for the.-State's an.cHh'e Connty^s Vyjlnerable road us'e.rs aud'th? 4eVGloPn'le^ P?

s.nfe mtotLWfure for all,

» :lyS F; MD 175 tojiistjEiortlioFMpntevidDo Road; phased arbrial highway t.'econstiuotion
including pedei-itiija.nj. trmisit and isti'eGtscaipe innpi'oveTncnts
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* US I;: Cohstrnc.t Intersection Improvements ajong US 1 at MD 103 (Mteadowridge Road),
:and Whiskey Bottom Road

a 'Widening otihe Mart'iQU'svilIeRoad Bridge over I"70 to enable Future widening of
MarnotfevUIe Ro^d. north to MD 99 gnd south to US 40

* Study of ^potential transitway that would connect Downtowa Columbia; Oskignd MiUs, and
Coi.umbin Gateway Office/Parl^ irtoludmg a possible transit bridge oyef US 29

* Constt'uotion .of safety and aesthetio imprbvennents to the exisE:mgpedestrian"Ndyc1ci bridge
over US 29 between Downtown Columbia and Oakland Mills

® XorHi 9ot.ith Gonnecloi'/jug Handle; a inajor collectoi: planned to conneci the US 29/Broto
Land Parkway interchange to Ll&Ele Patuxsnt Paikway, inchdmg a spin- Qff.the exigting
iTpfflitboimd US29 o^f-Tamp pursuant to the Do\vntown Columbia Plan

» MD I08i GohstrLtctHitei'secEion Improvements along M^ 108£itCentennmll.ane

* Designating Downtown Columbia as 3 Transit Oriented Devol:opmejit

Other State Tnitiayves

I, The County urges the state to fully fund and implement MDOT's MARC Growth aiid
Investment Plan improvements on the Csmden Line, moluding track imiirQYements, rolling
stock and additional service,

2. The County fully supports the 5!HA°s 1-95 Active Traffic Maiiagement.project. We ufge ttie
MDOT to continue to'adv.ance Jt;

Both of these projects are; needed to.ensure safe and efficient it'avel througliputtlie rpgio.i-1 afid

Howard County.

Tlianjk y.oy fw. ooAsJdeii'ing. Howard County's priority transportetion needs.

SinOerely,

Allan H, ICittleiTimi
County Executive
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AttaGhm&nl's

Thank you for your positive enctoi's.siTHsnt of Howarci County's sfaEe transportatEon p.rojects and
ptJtonties.

COUm^GQUNCIL

on Weins^in, Council Ctiairperson

HOWARD COUNTY DELBGATION

f-^} ^
Sonar^-GiiyJ. Guzxfcne, Chair ^-

Delegate Vanessa Atterbeary, Chair

Copy:

Howard Coimfy DelegatEon
Howard County Council Members
JamesP. Ports Jr., DepLttySecretat'yfoy Ope-rations, MOOT
R. Earl Lewis Jr., D.Bputy Secrefary for Policy, PIanhmg, & Enterpnse Services, MDOT
Tyson Byrne, Manager of Regional Planning, MOOT
Gr&gory glater, AdminIstt'Ator, SHA
Erfc Bcokett Gbief, J^egloiiai & Inter^odal P1nrt.ning Division, SHA
Joho Concannon, AutjngDhtriet Engiue&i', Distnpt 7 SMA
Paul X Comfort, Admmistratoi, MTA
Submit' a! Khafib, De-putyAdminislrator & Chief Pl^nnmg, Programming & Bngineering Officer,
MTA
Elizabeth Kreidei't Director, Lo.cal TransH S.iipporfi MTA
Tocid Lang, Director of Transportation, Baltjmore Metropolitan Counoii
Loimie Robbhis, Ch.iofActminislriitive O.Ticer, Howard County Governm&iE:

Pile; GTP Priority Letter FY 2018- PY 2023
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Attachments

Thcinkyou for your pot3'?tivccndL'rsamcnt of Howard Cntiniy'1; ylate lransj)OE'ta(jon projects rtnd

pi'tontics.

COUNTY COUNCIL

.Ion Wmiistciti, Councii Chairperson

HOWARD COUNTY DGLEGATiON

Scnatof OuyJ. Gu/.zonc, Chair

fa.^i^a^
DybgHte Vanessa-Att(-:rbi:;«ry, Ciiair

Copy:

f lowi;u-<f County DcloyaUon

HuwBi-d County Council Members
JaineK i?, Parl.s Jr,, Deput.y SecrclEiry ror Opsrations, MOOT
R, n'A\'{ Lewis Jr,, i)Rputy Seurotary for Policy, Planning, & Enlc.rpn.su Scrviues, MDOT
Tyson Byrne,?vhifmgcrof'l<ugional Pianiiing, MOOT

Gregory Slater, AdtrimisU'ator, SHA
Bfic Backer ChieF, Regional & inlyimodEii Planning Divisioiii SH/V
John Conciumon, Acting Di^itript Rnginee!', DiMrioi 7 SllA
Paul W, Comfort, Adminislmtor, MTA
Snhair a! Kliatib, DupuLy /Vdntinialmtor ^ OucfTIanniiig, Programming & Hngmcc-ring OfHcct,
MTA
.Eli?:?iteth Kreidcr, Dircciof, Local 'J.'mnsit Siippoi1!, MTA
Todd Lfing> DiL'cctor ofTransporlrttion, Bciitiinorc Muli'opiiiiftiti Cuunui]
Loimie r<obh(n'!, CliicfAdmiius-lrativc; Officer, I-Faw;u'cl County Gov'ei'tim6nt

[•He; CTP I'rios-iiy Letter FY 2018- FY ?.023
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These are preliminary initial alternatives which are
symbolic ontv and do not reflect precise locations or the
width of an SCMAGLEV route. Alternatives following the
same route are represented with parallel lines to
prevent one of the colors from disappearing; for
example, the red and yellow lines between Odenton
and BWI Marshall Airport follow the same route.
The width of the colored lines does not represent the
width of the SCMAGLEV system, or potential
construction or property acquisition.

WasKingto'n

BALTIMORE-WASHINGTON SCMAGLEV PROJECT
Preliminary Alternative Alignments and Station Zones
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BALTIMORE.WASHINGTOH
SUPERCOHGUCTING MAGLEV PROJECT

Project Information:

The Baltimore Washington Super Conducting Maglev Project proposes

to construct a new highspeed rail line between Washington DC and Bal-

timore/ with a stop at BWI airport, using a super conducting magnetic

system train to allow travel speeds of up to 311 MPH for a 20 minute

end to end travel time. The project is part of the northeast maglev

group; who are working to develop a system that will connect Washing-

ton DC/ Baltimore/ Philadelphia and New York with a one hourtravel

time.

Typical Cross Sections

Typical Vladiict Section

r -_.-.-^:;.- .-

Typical Tunnel Section

The total project cost for the

DC to Baltimore route is esti-

mated at $10 Billion. This esti-

mate is based on figures pro-

vided by the sponsor/ howev-

er, costs could increase greatly

since a significant portion of

the project will involve tunnel-

ing and elevated structures.

The Japan Bank for International Cooperation has committed to a $5

Billion loan; therefore, the project sponsors would have to secure the

balance of the funding for the project. The $10 billion cost does not

appear to include the cost to operate the system

Howard County Impact:

Howard County submitted scoping comments based on the project area, re-

questing the project asses short and long term impacts on existing and

planned passenger rail transportation, local and regional bus transit, and

bicycle/pedestrian transportation.

Scooping comments also recommended that the study include a build

alternative that includes significantty-Smproved train service along the current

tracks between Baltimore and Washington, D.C. This alternative could include

improvements such as the construction of a third track on a!! or portions of the

current alignment, in this way, the study will be able to determine not only the

increase in demand between no-build and MAGLEV, but also the increase in

demand between significantiy-improved conventional rail and MAGLEV- as

we!! as the concomitant difference in cost"

Project Area: Includes DC, PG HC, AA/

BC and Baltimore C'rty with 14 align-

merits and a no build.

Station Areas: The first round of

screenings eliminated two of five sta-

tion areas in Baltimore and two of four

station areas in Washington. BWI Air-

port was retained.

Alignments: The first round of screen-

ing eliminated 7 alignments, second

round eliminated 3 more, and following

public meetings, the revised second

round retained 3, including the no

build. This eliminated all potential

alignments in Howard County.

Alternates for Additional Study:

• East side of 295

• West Side of 295

For more information, please see the pro-

ject website:

http://www.bwmaglev.info/index.php
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HOWARD COUNTY TRANSPORTATION PRIORITIES
PRIORITY LETTER AND PROJECT SCORING

Maryland Department of Transportation Consolidated Transportation Plan 
Fiscal Years 2019 - 2024

HOWARD COUNTY 

MULTIMODAL 

TRANSPORTATION BOARD



 Purpose of the meeting
 What is the priority letter and chapter 30 

scoring
 What we did last year
 Important changes 
 Public input process and schedule

Agenda and Purpose



How They Relate

Ch. 
30



What Role Does The Priority Letter Play

 Priority letters represent each County’s internal 
ranking of transportation priorities

 Priority letters involve requests for a wide variety of 
projects, such as transit improvements, highway 
reconstruction, highway capacity projects

 Multi-modal submissions enable local governments 
to have a greater impact on all State transportation 
investment decisions



What Goals Do Projects Need To Meet

Support Goals of State Transportation Plan

 Safety & Security
 System Preservation
 Quality of Service
 Environmental Stewardship
 Community Vitality
 Economic Prosperity



Last Year’s Letter



What’s New

 Updated scoring method
 Establishes 9 goals and 23 measures in the 

law that each major transportation 
project shall be evaluated against in the 
project-based scoring model. 

 Scoring method mostly technical, not 
qualitative

 Is not prescriptive for MDOT
 Maximum of 10 projects for each county
 A subset of projects in the priority letter
 Must have completed planning process 

with selected alternates

Chapter 30 – Project Scoring Law 



Priority Letter Process
 Utilized by MDOT to consider system preservation, safety and all highway/transit 

capacity or enhancement projects under $5 million, TOD designations, local 
transit or aviation projects, etc. 

 Priority Letters shall still include Major Transportation project priorities but they will 
not be evaluated and considered for funding if they do no have a Chapter 30 
Application submitted by March 1st. 

 Does Not Require an Application or Any Project Data 

Chapter 30 Scoring  
 Only Applies to Major Transportation Projects over $5 Million 
 Requires Separate Application Process for Funding Consideration 
 Requires Project, Cost & Local Impact Information 

Priority Letter and Scoring



What Projects Require Scoring



Public Input Opportunities

 Public Meeting on 

January 24 at 7 PM

 Office of  Transportation 

Website

 Survey 





Initial Survey 

 91 Responses as of January 22

 45% or more of responders ranked as high priority

High Priority Medium Priority Low Priority I choose not to rank this project

Questions Percent Responses Percent Responses Percent Responses Percent Responses
Total Responses (Totals due not add up to 

91, due to data pull date)

Pedestrian, Bicycle, and ADA Access and Safety Improvements: Develop countywide bicycle and pedestrian 
networks to provide safe, comfortable, and convenient transportation for all ages and abilities. 53.01% 44.00 18.07% 15.00 20.48% 17.00 8.43% 7.00 83.00 

I- 70 Corridor: 
US 29 to US 40 This project will provide one additional lane on I-70 (from US 29 to US 40) in both directions. 48.24% 41.00 30.59% 26.00 10.59% 9.00 10.59% 9.00 85.00 

MDOT's MARC Growth and Investment Plan Howard County urges the state to fully fund and implement MDOT's 
MARC Growth and Investment Plan improvements on the Camden Line, including track improvements, rolling 
stock and additional service. 47.50% 38.00 18.75% 15.00 18.75% 15.00 15.00% 12.00 80.00 

I- 70 Corridor: US 29 Interchange This project will be to design and implement a new interchange to meet capacity 
enhancements. 47.06% 40.00 30.59% 26.00 11.76% 10.00 10.59% 9.00 85.00 

Transit Capital Improvements
Study and design a Bus Rapid Transit system to relieve congestion on busy commuting corridors in Howard County, 
in particular to the Washington Metro area. 45.35% 39.00 15.12% 13.00 29.07% 25.00 10.47% 9.00 86.00 

Transit Capital Improvements 
Add buses to the RTA fleet. RTA buses are currently in short supply, causing service disruptions when regularly 
scheduled buses need service. 45.35% 39.00 16.28% 14.00 24.42% 21.00 13.95% 12.00 86.00 



Initial Survey 

 91 Responses as of January 22

 36% or more of responders ranked as low priority
High Priority Medium Priority Low Priority I choose not to rank this project

Questions Percent Responses Percent Responses Percent Responses Percent Responses
Total Responses (Totals due not add up to 

91, due to data pull date)

Noise Walls
Evaluate, design, and construct noise walls at Dumhart Road, at the southwest corner of l-95 and the MD 216 
interchange. 10.84% 9.00 12.05% 10.00 50.60% 42.00 26.51% 22.00 83.00 

Downtown Columbia Transitway
Study of a potential transitway that would connect Downtown Columbia; Oakland Mills, and Columbia Gateway 
Office Park, including a possible transit bridge over US 29. 13.75% 11.00 26.25% 21.00 43.75% 35.00 16.25% 13.00 80.00 

Downtown Columbia Pedestrian Bridge
Construction of safety and aesthetic improvements to the existing pedestrian-bicycle bridge over US 29 between 
Downtown Columbia and Oakland Mills. 17.50% 14.00 27.50% 22.00 41.25% 33.00 13.75% 11.00 80.00 

MD 100 & MD 103 Interchange 
Howard County is proposing a Diverging Diamond Interchange (DDI) at this location to replace the existing grade-
separation. A DDI is a type of diamond interchange in which the two directions of traffic on the non-freeway road 
cross to the opposite side on both sides of the bridge at the freeway. 17.65% 15.00 17.65% 15.00 38.82% 33.00 25.88% 22.00 85.00 

MD 108: Guilford Rd. to Trotter Rd. The project will provide dedicated shared use pathways, intersection 
improvements for pedestrians and cyclists, and selected roadway expansions for automobiles and commercial traffic 
in order to improve safety and accessibility within the project corridor. 28.92% 24.00 19.28% 16.00 36.14% 30.00 15.66% 13.00 83.00 

I-70 Corridor: Marriottsville Rd. BridgeWidening of the Marriottsville Road Bridge over 1-70 to enable future 
widening of Marriottsville Road north to MD 99 and south to US 40. 26.51% 22.00 19.28% 16.00 36.14% 30.00 18.07% 15.00 83.00 

US 1 Corridor: US 1 @ Meadowridge Rd. Construct intersection improvements along US 1 at MD 103 (Meadowridge 
Road). 24.10% 20.00 18.07% 15.00 36.14% 30.00 21.69% 18.00 83.00 



January
• Public Meeting
• Multimodal 

Transportation  
Board

February
• Ch. 30 Scoring Input 
• Compile Comments
• Review Results
• Multimodal 

Transportation Board

March
• Develop Draft 2019 

Letter
• Send Draft Letter to 

County Council and 
State Delegates for 
Feedback

• Chap 30. Finalized

Early 
April
• Finalize Letter
• Submit Letter to 

Maryland 
Department of 
Transportation 



Questions?

David Cookson | Planning Manager

Howard County Office of Transportation

3430 Court House Drive | Ellicott City, MD 21043
410.313.3842 (w) | 202.812.1300 (m)
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