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1401 Foggy Glen Ct g// .?’[!ﬂ&
Silver Spring, MD, 20906 st

The Maryland-National Capital Park & Planning Commission
Department of Planning-Development Review Branch

8787 Georgia Avenue

Silver Spring, MD 20910

Dear Mr. Berlage and Fellow Planning Board Commissioners:

On November 21, 2005, Winchester Homes met with the Development Review
Committee to discuss their proposal for 773 homes on the Indian Spring Property.
Winchester’s preliminary plan includes a housing mix of 463 single family detached
homes and 310 townhouses. In addition, there are to be 116 MPDUs. A previously
submitted plan by Winchester included 553 dwellings and that plan, as you know, was
denied due to environmental concerns.

As the state and county focus on smart and planned growth, I do not understand why 220
more homes would be allowed to be built on this property. While it is a goal of the
County Executive to make Silver Spring “more urban”, our neighborhood does not exist
in downtown Silver Spring, but appears to be affected by this county goal. 1livein the
Layhill View Section Two subdivision, which consists of over 46 homes. The Layhill
Road corridor is becoming sprawled with new development, increased density, and
horrific traffic congestion. All of these things have a gut-wrenching impact on my
neighborhood’s quality of life. Most of my neighbors and I did not purchase our homes
in the Layhill area because we wanted to have a “downtown Silver Spring” flavor and
look. We moved here because we loved the natural beauty of Montgomery County, the
quietness of the Layhill Road area, and the family atmosphere. We are concerned that we
will no longer be able to enjoy the tree lined roads and shrubs, but soon will have to live
with concrete roads lined with houses and cars.

With the planned Indian Spring development, there is a possibility of over 1500 cars (2
per household), which would create an overwhelming traffic burden for the Layhill View
Subdivision and Layhill Road. Additional concerns center on the huge avenue for cut-
through traffic via Foggy Glen Drive if approved as an access road for the Indian Spring
development. If Foggy Glen becomes an access road, those of us who live in the Layhill
View Section Two subdivision will have to adjust to an influx of unknown cars coming
through our neighborhood since Foggy Glen does not exit directly out onto Layhill Road
or onto a major road like Tivoli Blvd, which is designated on the master plan. These
roads were never intended or designed to take this amount of traffic. To capriciously turn
small residential streets into major traffic bearing avenues is unconscionable and would
be a breach of your fiduciary responsibility to the citizens of the affected neighborhoods.



I’'m asking you to do a careful study of the impact of traffic on the Layhill Road corridor,
which also has to contend with the additional influx of cars and traffic that will be
brought by the ICC. What is being done to address the effect of planned and recent
development on the Georgia Avenue corridor, which the traffic on Layhill feeds into?
How do the traffic patterns correlate to the Good Counsel development, BB&T site, and
the recently built Brownstones? Most of us travel south on Layhill Road and then South
onto Georgia Avenue. Thinking that many residents will take the METRO is not the
solution. The parking garage at the Glenmont Metro station is already crowded.
However, we are not asking for a new parking garage. [ ask vou to have the State
highway administration and the county to work together on better traffic studies. In
addition, I’m asking that you look at limiting the amount of development on this side of
the county.

- You’ve asked the public to provide input to help with “unintended consequences” like
those in Clarksburg. Well, work with us now to prevent mistakes. Yes, we are frustrated
with growth initiatives that clearly are not smart. I hope you will listen to the residents
who have a real stake in this process.

incerely?]
e
Ahmed Ugnar



Mr. and Mrs. Johnson ’ M \‘}ﬂ
1350 Atwood Road \? ‘?S‘/

1
Silver Spring, MD 20906

The Maryland-National Capital Park & Planning Commission
Department of Planning-Development Review Branch

8787 Georgia Avenue

Silver Spring, MD 20910

Dear Mr. Berlage and Fellow Planning Board Commissioners:

On November 21, 2005, Winchester Homes met with the Development Review
Cormunittee to discuss their proposal for 773 homes on the Indian Spring Property.
Winchester’s preliminary plan includes a housing mix of 463 single family detached
homes and 310 townhouses. In addition, there are to be 116 MPDUs. A previously
submitted plan by Winchester included 553 dwellings and that plan, as you know, was
denied due to environmental concerns.

As the state and county focus on smart and planned growth, I do not understand why 220
more homes would be allowed to be built on this property. While it is a goal of the
County Executive to make Silver Spring “more urban”, our neighborhood does not exist
in downtown Silver Spring, but appears to be affected by this county goal. 1live in the
Layhill View Section Two subdivision, which consists of over 46 homes. The Layhill
Road corridor is becoming sprawled with new development, increased density, and
horrific traffic congestion. All of these things have a gut-wrenching impact on my
neighborhood’s quality of life. Most of my neighbors and I did not purchase our homes
in the Layhill area because we wanted to have a “downtown Silver Spring” flavor and
look. We moved here because we loved the natural beauty of Montgomery County, the
quietness of the Layhill Road area, and the family atmosphere. We are concerned that we
will no longer be able to enjoy the tree lined roads and shrubs, but soon will have to live
with concrete roads lined with houses and cars.

With the planned Indian Spring development, there is a possibility of over 1500 cars (2
per household), which would create an overwhelming traffic burden for the Layhill View
Subdivision and Layhill Road. Additional concerns center on the huge avenue for cut-
through traffic via Foggy Glen Drive if approved as an access road for the Indian Spring
development. If Foggy Glen becomes an access road, those of us who live m the Layhill
View Section Two subdivision will have to adjust to an influx of unknown cars coming
through our neighborhood since Foggy Glen does not exit directly out onto Layhill Road
or onto a major road like Tivoli Blvd, which is designated on the master plan. This is
something that we’ve never had to be concemed with.

Why should the traffic concerns from the planned Indian Spring developmént disrupt our
quality of life? T’m asking you to do'a careful study of the impact of traffic on the
Layhill Road corridor, which also has to contend with the additional influx of cars and



traffic that will be brought by the ICC. Also, what is being done to address the effect of
planned and recent development on the Georgia Avenue corridor, which the traffic on
Layhill feeds into? How do the traffic patterns correlate to the Good Counsel
development, BB&T site, and the recently built Brownstones? Most of us travel south on
Layhill Road and then South onto Georgia Avenue. Thinking that many residents will
take the METRO is not the solution. The parking garage at the Glenmont Metro station
is already crowded. However, we are not asking for a new parking garage. I ask youto
have the State highway administration and the county to work together on better traffic
studies. In addition, I'm asking that you look at limiting the amount of development on
this side of the county.

You’'ve asked the public to provide input to help with “unintended consequences” like
those in Clarksburg. Well, work with us now to prevent mistakes. Yes, we are frustrated
with growth initiatives that clearly are not smart. Thope you will listen to the residents
who have a real stake in this process.

Sincerely,

Pl

Mrs. Pauline Johnson
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Richard D. and Judith S. Burnes
1309 Atwood Road
Silver Spring, MD 20906

The Maryland-National Capital Park & Planning Commission
Department of Planmng-Development Review Branch

8787 Georgia Avenue

Silver Spring, MD 20910

Dear Mr. Berlage and Fellow Planning Board Commissioners:

On November 21, 2005, Winchester Homes met with the Development Review
Committee to discuss their proposal for 773 homes on the Indian Spring Property.
Winchester’s preliminary plan includes a housing mix of 463 single family detached
homes and 310 townhouses. In addition, there are to be 116 MPDUs. A previously
submitted plan by Winchester included 553 dwellings and that plan, as you know, was
denied due to environmental concerns,

As the state and county focus on smart and planned growth, [ do not understand why 220
more homes would be allowed to be built on this property. While it is a goal of the
County Executive to make Silver Spring “more urban”, our neighborhood does not exist
in downtown Silver Spring, but appears to be affected by this county goal. 1live in the
Layhill View Section Two subdivision, which consists of over 46 homes. The Layhill
Road corridor is becoming sprawled with new development, increased density, and
horrific traffic congestion. All of these things have a gut-wrenching impact on my
neighborhood’s quality of life. Most of my neighbors and I did not purchase our homes
in the Layhill area because we wanted to have a “downtown Silver Spring” flavor and
look. We moved here because we loved the natural beauty of Montgomery County, the
quietness of the Layhill Road area, and the family atmosphere. We are concerned that we
will no longer be able to enjoy the tree lined roads and shrubs, but soon will have to live
with concrete roads lined with houses and cars.

With the planned Indian Spring development, there is a possibility of over 1500 cars (2
per household), which would create an overwhelming traffic burden for the Layhill View
Subdivision and Layhill Road. Additional concerns center on the huge avenue for cut-
through traffic via Foggy Glen Drive if approved as an access road for the Indian Spring
development. If Foggy Glen becomes an access road, those of us who hve in the Layhill
View Section Two subdivision will have to adjust to an influx of unknown cars coming
through our neighborhood since Foggy Glen does not exit directly out onto Layhill Road
or onto a major road like Tivoli Blvd, which is designated on the master plan. These
roads were never intended or designed to take this amount of traffic. To capriciously turn
small residential streets into major traffic bearing avenues is unconscionable and would
be a breach of your fiduciary responsibility to the citizens of the affected neighborhoods.

I'm asking you to do a careful study of the impact of traffic on the Layhill Road corridor,
which also has to contend with the additional influx of cars and traffic that will be



brought by the ICC. What is being done to address the effect of planned and recent
development on the Georgia Avenue corridor, which the traffic on Layhill feeds into?
How do the traffic patterns correlate to the Good Counsel development, BB&T site, and
the recently built Brownstones? Most of us travel south on Layhill Road and then South
onto Georgia Avenue. Thinking that many residents will take the METRO is not the
solution.- The parking garage at the Glenmont Mefro station is already crowded.
However, we are not asking for a new parking garage. I ask you to have the State
highway administration and the county to work together on better traffic studies. In

addition, I'm asking that you look at limiting the amount of development on this side of
the county.,

You’ve asked the public to provide input to help with “unintended consequences” like
those in Clarksburg. Well, work with us now to prevent mistakes. Yes, we are frustrated
with growth initiatives that clearly are not smart. I hope you will listen to the residents
who have a real stake in this process.

Sincerely,

S d D T

Richard D. Burnes
- Judith 8. Burnes



Richard D. and Judith S. Bume@ L

1309 Atwood Road
Silver Spring, MD 20906

DEVELOPumENT REVIEW Division
The Maryland-National Capital Park & Planning Commission
Department of Planning-Development Review Branch

8787 Georgia Avenue

Silver Spring, MD 20910

Dear Mr. Berlage and Fellow Planning Board Commissioners:

On November 21, 2005, Winchester Homes met with the Development Review
Comumittee to discuss their proposal for 773 homes on the Indian Spring Property.
Winchester’s preliminary plan includes a housing mix of 463 single family detached
homes and 310 townhouses. In addition, there are to be 116 MPDUs, A previously
submitted plan by Winchester included 553 dwellings and that plan, as vou know, was
denied due to environmental concerns.

As the state and county focus on smart and planned growth, I do not understand why 220
more homes would be allowed to be built on this property. While it is a goal of the
County Executive to make Silver Spring “more urban”, our neighborhood does not exist
in downtown Silver Spring, but appears to be affected by this county goal. I live in the
Layhill View Section Two subdivision, which consists of over 46 homes. The Layhill
Road comidor is becoming sprawled with new development, increased density, and
hornfic traffic congestion. All of these things have a gut-wrenching impact on my
neighborhood’s quality of life. Most of my neighbors and I did not purchase our homes
in the Layhill area because we wanted to have a “downtown Silver Spring” flavor and
look. We moved here because we loved the natural beauty of Montgomery County, the
quietness of the Layhill Road area, and the family atmosphere. We are concerned that we
will no loriger be able to enjoy the tree lined roads and shrubs, but soon will have to hve
with concrete roads lined with houses and cars.

With the planned Indian Spring development, there is a possibility of over 1500 cars (2
per household), which would create an overwhelming traffic burden for the Layhill View
Subdivision and Layhill Road. Additional concerns center on the huge avenue for cut-
through traffic via Foggy Glen Drive if approved as an access road for the Indian Spring
development. If Foggy Glen becomes an access road, those of us who live in the Layhill
View Section Two subdivision will have to adjust to an influx of unknown cars coming
through our neighborhood since Foggy Glen does not exit directly out onto Layhill Road
or onto a major road like Tivoli Blvd, which is designated on the master plan. These
roads were never intended or designed to take this amount of traffic. To capriciously turn
small residential streets into major traffic bearing avenues is unconscionable and would
be a breach of your fiduciary responsibility to the citizens of the affected neighborhoods.

I'm asking you to do a careful study of the impact of traffic on the Layhill Road corridor,
which also has to contend with the additional influx of cars and traffic that will be



brought by the ICC. What is being done to address the effect of planned and recent
development on the Georgia Avenue corridor, which the traffic on Layhill feeds into?
How do the traffic patterns correlate to the Good Counsel development, BB&T site, and
the recently built Brownstones? Most of us travel south on Layhill Road and then South
onto Georgia Avenue. Thinking that many residents will take the METROQ is not the
solution. The parking garage at the Glenmont Metro station is already crowded.
However, we are not asking for a new parking garage. 1 ask you to have the State
highway administration and the county to work together on better traffic studies. In

addition, I'm asking that you look at limiting the amount of development on this side of
the county.

You’ve asked the public to provide input to help with “unintended consequences” like
those in Clarksburg. Well, work with us now to prevent mistakes. Yes, we are frustrated
with growth initiatives that clearly are not smart. I hope you will listen to the residents
who have a real stake in this process.

Sincerely,

Richard D. Burnes
Tudith S. Burnes
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The Maryland-National Capital Park & Planning Commission
Department of Plarming-Development Review Branch

8787 Georgia Avenue

Silver Spring, MD 20910

Dear Mr. Berlage and Fellow Planning Board Commissioners:

On November 21, 2005, Winchester Homes met with the Development Review
Committee to discuss their proposal for 773 homes on the Indian Spring Property.
Winchester’s preliminary plan includes a housing mix of 463 single family detached
homes and 310 townhouses. In addition, there are to be 116 MPDUs. A previously
submitted plan by Winchester included 553 dwellings and that plan, as you know, was
denied due to environmental concerns.

As the state and county focus on smart and planned growth, I do not understand why 220
more homes would be allowed to be built on this property. While it is a goal of the
County Executive to make Silver Spring “more urban”, our neighborhood does not exist
in downtown Silver Spring, but appears to be affected by this county goal. I live in the
Layhill View Section Two subdivision, which consists of over 46 homes. The Layhill
Road corridor is becoming sprawled with new development, increased density, and
horrific traffic congestion. All of these things have a gut-wrenching impact on my
neighborhood’s quality of life. Most of my neighbors and I did not purchage our homes
in the Layhill area because we wanted to have a “downtown Silver Spring” flavor and
look. We moved here because we loved the natural beauty of Montgomery County, the
quietness of the Layhill Road area, and the family atmosphere. We are concerned that we
will no longer be able to enjoy the tree lined roads and shrubs, but soon will have to live
with concrete roads lined with houses and cars.

With the planned Indian Spring development, there is a possibility of over 1500 cars (2
per household), which would create an overwhelming traffic burden for the Layhill View
Subdivision and Layhill Road. Additional concerns center on the huge avenue for cut-
through traffic via Foggy Glen Drive if approved as an access road for the Indian Spring
development. If Foggy Glen becomes an access road, those of us who Hve in the Layhill
View Section Two subdivision will have to adjust to an influx of unknown cars coming
through our neighborhood since Foggy Glen does not exit directly out onto Layhill Road
or onto a major road like Tivoli Blvd, which is designated on the master plan. These
roads were never intended or designed to take this amount of traffic. To capriciously tum



small residential streets into major traffic bearing avenues is unconscionable and would
be a breach of your fiduciary responsibility to the citizens of the affected neighborhoods.

I'm asking you to do a careful study of the impact of traffic on the Layhill Road corridor,
which also has to contend with the additional influx of cars and traffic that will be
brought by the ICC. What is being done to address the effect of planned and recent
development on the Georgia Avenue corridor, which the traffic on Layhill feeds into?
How do the traffic patterns correlate to the Good Counsel development, BB&T site, and
the recently built Brownstones? Most of us travel south on Layhill Road and then South
onto Georgia Avenue, Thinking that many residents will take the METRO 1s not the
solution. The parking garage at the Glenmont Metro station 1s already crowded.
However, we are not asking for a new parking garage. I ask you to have the State
highway administration and the county to work together on betier traffic studies. in
addition, I'm asking that you look at imiting the amount of development on this side of
the county.

You've asked the public to provide input to help with “unintended consequences” like
those in Clarksburg. Well, work with us now to prevent mistakes. Yes, we are frustrated
with growth initiatives that clearly arc not smart. Thope you will listen to the residents
who have a real stake in this process.

Sincerely,

Charles H. Mead Jr.




Michael Heningburg and Peggy Washburn
5 Atwood Court
Silver Spring, MD 20906

February 21, 2006

The Maryland-National Capital Park & Planning Commission
Department of Planning-Development Review Branch

8787 Georgia Avenue

Silver Spring, MD 20910

Dear Mr. Berlage and Fellow Planning Board Commissioners:

On November 21, 2005, Winchester Homes met with the Development Review
Committee to discuss their proposal for 773 homes on the Indian Spring Property.
Winchester’s preliminary plan includes a housing mix of 463 single family detached
homes and 310 townhouses. In addition, there are to be 116 MPDUs. A previously
submitted plan by Winchester included 553 dwellings and that plan, as you know, was
denied due to environmental concerns.

As the state and county focus on smart and planned growth, I do not understand why 220
more homes would be allowed to be built on this property. While it is a goal of the
County Executive to make Silver Spring “more urban”, our neighborhood does not exist
in downtown Silver Spring, but appears to be affected by this county goal. ‘I live in the
Layhill View Section Two subdivision, which consists of over 46 homes. The Layhill
Road corridor is becoming sprawled with new development, increased density, and
horrific traffic congestion. All of these things have a gut-wrenching impact on my
neighborhood’s quality of life. Most of my neighbors and I did not purchase our homes
in the Layhill area because we wanted to have a “downtown Silver Spring” flavor and
look. We moved here because we loved the natural beauty of Montgomery County, the
quietness of the Layhill Road area, and the family atmosphere. We are concerned that we
will no longer be able to enjoy the tree lined roads and shrubs, but soon will have to live
with concrete roads lined with houses and cars.

With the planned Indian Spring development, there is a possibility of over 1500 cars (2
per household), which would create an overwhelming traffic burden for the Layhill View
Subdivision and Layhill Road. Additional concerns center on the huge avenue for cut-
through traffic via Foggy Glen Drive if approved as an access road for the Indian Spring
development. If Foggy Glen becomes an access road, those of us who live in the Layhill
View Section Two subdivision will have to adjust to an influx of unknown cars coming
through our neighborhood since Foggy Glen does not exit directly out onto Layhill Road
or onto a major road like Tivoli Blvd, which is designated on the master plan. This is
something that we've never had to be concerned with.



Why should the tratfic concerns from the planned Indian Spring development disrupt our
quality of hife? I'm asking you to do a careful study of the impact of traffic on the
Layhill Road corridor, which also has to contend with the additional influx of cars and
traffic that will be brought by the ICC. Also, what is being done to address the effect of
planned and recent development on the Georgia Avenue corridor, which the traffic on
Layhill feeds into? How do the traffic patterns correlate to the Good Counsel
development, BB&T site, and the recently built Brownstones? Most of us travel south on
Layhill Road and then South onto Georgia Avenue. Thinking that many residents will
take the METRO is not the solution. The parking garage at the Glenmont Metro station
is already crowded. However, we are not agking for a new parking garage. 1ask youto
have the State highway administration and the county to work together on better traffic
studies. In addition, I’'m asking that you look at limiting the amount of development on
this side of the county.

You’ve asked the public to provide input to help with “unintended consequences” like
those in Clarksburg. Well, work with us now to prevent mistakes. Yes, we are frustrated
with growth initiatives that clearly are not smart. 1 hope you will listen to the residents
who have a real stake in #1iS process.

Sincerely,

%



February 22, 2006

Jeffrey L & Mary Boichct\/wlﬁw

1305 Atwood Road AW
Silver Spring, Md f
20906

The Maryland-National Capital Park & Planning Commission
Department of Planning-Development Review Branch

8787 Georgia Avenue

Silver Spring, MD 20910

re: Indian Springs Development

Dear Mr. Berlage and Fellow Planning Board Commissioners:

On November 21, 2005, Winchester Homes met with the Development
Review Commuittee to discuss their proposal for 773 homes on the Indian
Spring Property. Winchester’s preliminary plan includes a housing mix of
463 single family homes and 310 townhouses. In addition, there are to be
116 MPDUs. A previously submitted plan by Winchester included 553
dwellings and that plan, as you know, was denied due to environmental
CONCETnS.

Since there were environmental concerns regarding the original plan that
included 553 dwellings, we are hard pressed to understand why an additional
220 homes (and their additional impact upon the environment) would be
allowed to be built on this property. Not only would this plan encroach upon
the natural beauty and tranquility of the area, we feel it would encroach
upon our personal environment hence causing us personal environmental
concerns. Approving an increased number of dwellings upon this property
beyond the original request brings to mind a situation similar to that



recently experienced in Clarksburg. If the original request was like the one
now proposed, we would have vehemently opposed it from its start.

We live in the Layhill View Section Two subdivision, which consists of over
46 homes. We moved here because we loved the natural beauty, the
quietness of the Layhill Road area, and in particular, of this community.
There was no 700+ dwelling development on the original planning charts,
only Indian Springs Country Club, which provided for a natural buffer from
a congested city atmosphere. If this development is approved as proposed,
we are concerned that we will no longer be able to enjoy our currently safe
and tranquul environment which we have grown to love. We look to the
Planning Board and the County Executive to maintain or improve our
standard of living environment, not to degrade it.

Concerns During Construction :

Among other things, we are wondering what rules the developer will be
required to follow to minimize the environmental impact of moving earth
ete. around the site and minimize the impact of construction upon local
residents. Will we be hearing the sounds of heavy machinery going at 6 am
every morning while the developer attempts to beat a schedule etc. or can
we expect a reasonable starting time 7 Can we continue to expect the
currently quiet weekends during development or will there be 7 day a week
construction sounds emanating from the site ? What are those rules and
what recourse does a resident have if the developer is perceived to violate
said rules (if any). Will the tree buffers along Atwood Road be maintained to
reduce any windswept dirt/dust from blowing into the community during
heavy machinery operations ? Is the Board committed to minimizing
negative impacts upon adjacent communities such as ours ?

Environmen ffic Conc

While it may be our current County Executive’s goal to make Silver Spring
“ more urban “, we did not purchase our home in this community because
we wanted to live in a “more urban” and congested environment. We
understand that with natural growth a certain amount of additional traffic
and congestion is can be expected, however the Board should not encourage
growth which degrades an existing community’s environment beyond that
acceptable to the community members just to enrich any developers coffers.
Approval of this development as proposed would do just that ... Degrade
our community’s environment and enrich the developer.



The Layhill Road corridor is becoming sprawled with new development,
increased housing density and accompanying traffic congestion . All of
which will degrade the current residents sense of well being and quality of
life.

We are told that the planned Indian Spring development will bring a
possibility of over 1500 cars (2 per household) into the adjacent area. This
amount may be understated in our estimation, given the propensity to have
extended families living together. We believe this additional vehicle impact
would create an overwhelming traffic burden for the Layhill View
Subdivision and Layhill Road and create additional safety hazards for
current residents and their children who play upon the relatively quiet streets

of the existmg subdivisions‘ Our aggig'ggg! concgmg center on the proposed

traffic via Fo ive if approved as an access
road for the Indlan Sprmg development Qur nezghborhogﬂg and their streets

feel it wﬂl degmde our I1vmg enwronment raduce the attractweness of our
community and even possibly reduce our property values if not reduce the
potential property value growth all for the sake of providing a new
community with additional access. This i, to us, much like allowing
someone to build a house behind the one you currently own and then the
government allowmg them to use your front door to come and go as they

please...a total : .
Glen beco:mes an access road those of us who live in the Layhill View
Section Two subdivision will have a major influx of an additional traffic
burden of unknown cars coming and going through our neighborhood since
Foggy Glen does not exit directly out onto Layhill Road or onto a major
road like Tivoli Blvd, which is designated on the master plan. This is
something that our community was not designed to accommodate nor was
there ever a plan to grow to. We wonder how, in good conscience, the Board
could approve such a plan which degrades an existing community’s balance
for the sake of a new community.

From our perspective, if the Indian Springs development needs to be
approved and developed and will require additional road access, the proper
thing for the Board to do would be to require the developer to redesign the



street and dwelling layout to include an additional street outlet from the
property that exits directly to Layhill Road to accommodate the traffic
generated by the development. This will eliminate the direct additional
traffic impacts felt upon adjacent communities . The cost causer (developer)
should pay for the environmental traffic impacts not the adjacent
communities that would pay by having their lives negatively impacted by the
additional drive-through traffic.

The traffic concerns from the planned Indian Spring development should not
be allowed to disrupt the quality of life for existing community residents.
We challenge the Board to conduct a thorough and careful study of the
impact of traffic on the Layhill Road corridor caused by the proposed
Indian Spring development to include the impacts that are expected to be
created by the traffic that will be brought by the ICC. Additional thought
should be given to the popular notion that many residents will take the
METRO. How they will get there and where they will park their cars should
be given careful and further detailed study. Our belief is that unless safe and
timely mass transport to and from the Metro from the planned community is
provided, individual residents will be driving their cars the short
distance(increasing local air pollution) to the METRO to find an already
crowded station hence additional parking may be required . We are not
certain that the true cost of transit or additional parking is included i the
overall cost of the proposed new community nor do we believe that those
costs should be bourn by the community at large. We therefore ask that the
Board request the State highway administration and the county to work
together on better traffic studies that could be presented to the impacted
communities to assure us that adequate planning and design has been done
before additional development is approved for the Layhill corridor. We are
only asking that the Board and County Executive look out for and protect the
well being of current residents of Montgomery County, specifically the
Layhill View subdivisions, which may be impacted by this development.

Please do not approve this development without: (1) conducting a thorough
review of the impacts it may have upon current residents; (2) preparing a
detailed plan to be presented to the impacted communities. The plan to be
designed to minimize the negative impacts the development might have on
existing community residents; (3) insuring there 1s a budget available to
carry out the plan; ( 4) msuring there is adequate oversight to see that the
plan 1s carried out as designed ;(5) insuring there is ironclad commitment
from the Board and County Executive to carry out the plan as designed.



We are providing these comments and concerns to avoid the situation that
occurred recently in Clarksburg and insure as best as we can that our rights
and current standard of living is not violated or degraded for the sake of an
additional development. We are not against growth, but if we grow, we need
to grow with a smart plan,a detailed plan, and a committed plan, not a fast
plan.

Sinerely,

i? A,

My /[ Dsaclid”

Mary B/ Boichot
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