
  
 
 
 

 

April 12, 2014 
 

 
The Honorable Patrick Wojahn  
National Capital Region Transportation Planning Board 
c/o Metropolitan Washington Council of Governments  
777 North Capital Street, NW, Suite 300  

Washington, D.C. 20002  
 

Re: 2014 Update to the Constrained Long Range Plan 
 

Dear Chairman Wojahn and Members of the Transportation Planning Board: 
 

Please accept the following comments on the draft 2014 update to the Constrained Long Range Plan 
(CLRP).  The Coalition for Smarter Growth (CSG) urges the Transportation Planning Board (TPB) to 

fundamentally reevaluate the entire Constrained Long Range Plan this year in order to meet the Council 
of Governments' (COG) own goals, including addressing climate change and meeting ever-stricter air 
quality standards for human health.  This reevaluation should include the ability to remove projects 
which do not support your goals, including allowing for shifting funds to transit and the internal 
connectivity needs of the mixed-use, walkable and transit-oriented activity centers to which you have 

committed.  In one particular example, the Momentum Metro 2025 program should be fully funded to 
meet growing demand, support the addition of new transit networks, to remove the transit constraint 

imposed in the modeling and to help meet your climate and air quality goals. 
 

In a joint letter commenting on this CLRP update and signed by 23 conservation, smart growth and 
transportation groups (which CSG incorporates by reference in this letter) we urged the TPB to act 
quickly to reduce CO2 emissions from transportation to help meet COG's climate goals and to reduce 
ozone precursors from transportation in order to bring the region into attainment “as expeditiously as 
practicable,” as is required by the Clean Air Act [42 USC § 7511(a)]. 
 
COG and the TPB have completed extensive planning over the past few years to set goals that will 
ensure our region grows in a sustainable, equitable, efficient and economically competitive manner.  

Your guiding goals are incorporated in the Region Forward Compact and associated Activity Centers and 
Place + Opportunity reports, in the Climate Report, and in the Regional Transportation Priorities Plan, 

and in discussions at TPB meetings in the second half of 2013, the TPB indicated that the CLRP should 
address the goals set forth in these reports.  Moreover, in the resolution adopting the RTPP, the TPB 
agreed "that local, state, and regional agencies should consider [the RTPP] when developing projects 
that are incorporated in the CLRP."  
 
The CLRP has never been fundamentally reevaluated in accordance with your goals, but this year 



 

should be different.  We urge you to fundamentally reevaluate the CLRP this year, including removing 
projects which do not meet the goals you have set. 
 
2014 CLRP Amendments: 
 

We have specific concerns about the following projects  proposed for addition this year: 
 

1) Dulles Air Cargo, Passenger, Metro Access Highway Alternatives -- Recommend reject 
 

A recent study by the George Mason University Center for Regional Analysis documented that the 
airport is unlikely to see significant cargo growth, even with major highway expansion, because of 

important market and structural factors in the air cargo industry. This project is designed to work in 
conjunction with the proposed Bi-County Parkway as part of an Outer Beltway complex that would 

include proposed Potomac River Bridges.  This collection of projects would increase unsustainable land 
use and vehicle miles traveled, waste scarce resources and undermine your commitment to transit-
oriented development. In lieu of this project, some upgrades to Route 50 including a peak hour 

dedicated express bus lane, and Route 606 (to six lanes), along with an improved local network should 
be the priority. 

 
2) Widen VA Route 123  from VA 7, Leesburg Pike to I-495, Capital Beltway -- Recommend reject 

 
Widening Route 123 to 8 lanes is antithetical to Fairfax County's goal to make Tysons a walkable, 
transit-oriented center. It will undermine use of transit, draw more driving into Tysons and inhibit 
pedestrian and bicycle circulation. Dedicated lanes for transit and for cycle tracks should be the priority.  
   
3) Widen US 1 from Fuller Road to Russell Road from 4 to 6 lanes -- Recommend defer decision 
 
We are concerned about the continued focus on widening Route 1, rather than on adding transit, 
expanding VRE capacity, and creating mixed-use, walkable centers along the corridor. Additional 
widening for vehicle lanes should be deferred pending completion of the Route 1 transit study.  

 
4) MARC Growth and Investment Plan and VRE System Plan -- Recommend evaluation in context of 

intercity Amtrak service needs 
 
We have heard a number of experts recommend better coordination between our commuter rail 
services and our intercity Amtrak service in planning for future service allocations.  We need to ensure 
that adequate capacity is retained to allow for good intercity service, and that commuter rail capacity 
expansion is focused on moving more people from and to existing stations, and less on further radial 
extensions of commuter rail. 

 
Existing CLRP: 

 
1) Bi-County Parkway, Tri-County Parkway and Manassas Battlefield Bypass -- Urge removal 

 
A coalition of conservation and smart growth groups have offered an effective alternative to these 

proposed projects -- an alternative focused on investment in I-66 and Route 28, in local road networks 
and in better commuter transit services.  We summarize our concerns about the Bi-County Parkway and 

the North-South Corridor in Enclosure A to this letter, but they include the impact on air quality, climate 



 

change and the Chesapeake Bay.  We continue to urge removal of these projects from the CLRP. 
 
2) Significant number of highway expansion projects and interchanges in the existing CLRP  -- Urge 
reevaluation 
 

The CLRP highway map (http://www.mwcog.org/clrp/projects/highway.asp) illustrates an extensive set 
of highway expansions which will fuel additional long-distance commuting, air pollution, and CO2 

emissions. Given limited transportation funds, they also divert funds needed for an improved transit 
network and for supporting your goals for walkable, transit-oriented activity centers. Therefore, a full 

reevaluation of the CLRP is essential.  Even for the outer suburbs, investment in new express transit 
service for commuters and better local road networks tied to mixed-use development, would offer 

more lasting benefits than would such extensive highway expansion. 
 

Thank you for your consideration.  
 
Sincerely, 

 
Stewart Schwartz 
Executive Director 

  

http://www.mwcog.org/clrp/projects/highway.asp


 

Enclosure A:  
 

 
The Case for Removing the Bi-County Parkway from the CLRP and Rejecting the Project 
 
 
Water quality and the Chesapeake Bay: Building the Bi-County Parkway would trigger a new 
speculative real estate development push in Loudoun, Prince William, Fauquier and Stafford Counties. 

This conversion of rural land to scattered subdivisions, roads, and strip commercial development would 
make it nearly impossible for Virginia to achieve improvements in local water quality or make gains 
restoring the Chesapeake Bay.  
 
In the immediate area of the proposed highway, there are 50,000-100,000 acres of rural and relatively 
undeveloped land, most of which is the headwaters for the Bull Run watershed, a major source of the 
Occoquan Reservoir. The Occoquan is a key component of the regional water supply for Northern 
Virginia; every effort has to be made to maintain and improve water quality in the Bul l Run watershed 
through rural land protection to minimize impervious surface. Unfortunately, neither VDOT nor the 

National Park Service has adequately analyzed the impact of the proposed Bi -County Parkway in 
accelerating and increasing the level of development in the watershed.  

 
Air Quality and Climate Impact: According to VDOT’s own analysis, the Bi-County Parkway would 

increase vehicle miles traveled and traffic congestion within the study area compared to not building 
the highway at all. Therefore the project would undermine the progress the Northern Virginia region 

has made over the past decade in reversing the trend of ever increasing trips per capita and length of 

trips. Whether we use traditional internal combustion vehicles, hybrids or electric cars, increased 
driving adds to traffic and increases net energy consumption and associated greenhouse gas emissions.  

 
At a more local level, the highway would pass close to two newly constructed schools, subjecting the 

students to air and noise pollution, and foreclosing the opportunity for the children to walk and bicycle 
to school. Recent EPA studies have shown that children experience significant harm from the hot-spot 

air pollution generated by nearby highways.  
 

Degradation of Historically Significant Land -- The highway would take 68 acres of historic battlefield 
land -- the site of the Second Battle of Manassas, and lead to development of hundreds of acres 
throughout the western portion of the historic district. The traffic, noise and visual impact would 
forever degrade this historic landscape and discourage historic tourism.  

Misspent Funds, Better Projects Lose Out -- VDOT recently estimated that the Bi-County Parkway 
would cost $444 million (or an astonishing $44 million per mile), and the combine d North-South 
Corridor would cost between $1 billion and $1.5 billion. This is simply an unacceptable amount of scarce 
funding to divert from critical needs, such as fixing I-66. Regarding congestion around Dulles Airport, the 

proposed Bi-County Parkway -- which travels a few miles west of Dulles Airport and far from the 
passenger entrance on the east side – would do little to address it. In fact, when outside transportation 
experts analyzed the current proposal, they found the highway would actually increase overall 
congestion in the study area. Further,  

 VDOT's traffic numbers show the Bi-County Parkway would barely reduce traffic on Route 28, 
the key north-south artery to the airport passenger entrance.  



 

 By generating residential development in rural areas west of the airport, it would increase traffic 
on major east-west commuting routes like Route 50.  

Alternatives Exist -- Several of our organizations have worked together to highlight an effective set of 
solutions for traffic in the highway study area and for access to Dulles Airport. These include:  

 
 Fixing and expanding the Route 28/I-66 interchange. The project currently is only partially 

funded.  

 Replacing the traffic light on Route 28 at Braddock Road with an interchange. This is the last 
Route 28 intersection requiring this conversion, but the project isn't currently funded.  

 Fixing Route 50 and Route 7, using interchanges where needed and providing nearby parallel 
roads for local traffic (e.g. Tall Cedars Parkway parallel to Route 50 and Riverside Parkway 
parallel to Route 7). Providing nearby parallel roads to Route 28 in Fairfax and Loudoun (e.g. 
Pacific Boulevard).  

 Expanding the two lane section of Route 606 to four lanes. This was recently funded.  

 Finishing rail to Dulles (the Silver Line). The state is not contributing adequate funds, placing 
most of the burden on toll payers and landowners for Phase 2.  

 


