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We appreciate the hard work of TPB members and staff to improve our regional transportation plan. We 
also appreciate that the study packages include four transit packages, one land use package, two demand 
management packages, and one road bottleneck package. We continue to be doubtful about HOT lanes as 
a sustainable long-term solution for shaping more sustainable land use and reducing overall driving 
demand, but don’t oppose further analysis. 
 
However, we are strongly opposed to the upper Potomac River bridge(s). The bridge has been studied 
before, including by the TPB. Those studies have found that the vast majority of trips would not be 
served by the bridge, and that the bridge and highway (at least 13 miles long in Maryland) would cause 
great harm to neighborhoods in its path. As part of a western outer beltway, it would worsen the east-
west economic divide, undermine transit-oriented development (TOD) across the region, and divert 
scarce resources from our most critical needs, which include Metro, the American Legion Bridge, 
Memorial Bridge, Long Bridge (freight/passenger rail), and local network investments that support TOD 
in Prince George’s and across the region. 
 
The depth of the opposition to the bridge is seen in yesterday’s 9-0 vote by the Montgomery County 
Council. Neighborhoods in Montgomery County, Loudoun County and possibly even Fairfax County 
would bear the brunt of the impact. But the impact on DC, Prince George’s, Arlington, Alexandria, 
southeast Fairfax, and southeast Prince William should not be underestimated. Regions tend to have a so-
called “favored quarter of growth” and ours has been to the west and northwest – while our eastern and 
southeastern sides have lagged. The proposed bridge would fuel an accelerated shift in development to 
areas 20 or more miles to the northwest, and lock the east side into permanently lower job generation and 
tax base. It would undermine efforts to build out transit-oriented development and to ensure we maximize 
Metrorail ridership and farebox recovery. 
 
The lobbyists’ push for the Potomac River bridge and outer beltway began again in 2010, when leading 
developers in outer Virginia formed the 2030 Group in part as a reaction to COG’s Region Forward Plan 
– a sustainable, equitable, transit-oriented vision. Many of the same players pushed in 1997, 2000-2001, 
and 2003-2004 for the bridges – resulting in three official studies that show the bridge isn’t needed and 
would cause significant harm. 
 
In 2003-2004 TPB and VDOT did an “Origin-Destination Study,” which tracked every morning rush 
hour license plate crossing the Am Legion Bridge. It showed that only a small percentage of the trips 
could be considered the so called "U-shaped" commutes that might use a new bridge. The overwhelming 
commutes were radial or to/from destinations on, inside or near the Beltway. 



   
 

 

 
In 2015, VDOT did another study, this time looking just at Virginia commute origins and destinations 
and reconfirmed that just a small percentage of commutes were U-shaped -- with the overwhelming 
majority radial or "L-shaped".  The study showed that the Rosslyn Metro tunnel carried the largest share 
of cross-Potomac trips, and concluded that the Rosslyn tunnel and American Legion Bridge were the 
locations needing high-priority investment. 
 
An earlier study in 2000-2001 of actual upriver route options between Virginia and Maryland by the 
Federal Highway Administration, and initiated at the behest of Congressman Frank Wolf, resulted in a 
huge outcry on both sides of the river. The impact to neighborhoods was so severe that Congressman 
Wolf ordered the study to be halted. 
 
So it’s hard to believe we are back at this again. If you do go forward with yet another bridge study as 
one of the packages in the long range plan study, it must include the connecting highway (about 2 miles 
on the Virginia side and 13 miles or more on the Maryland side), an assessment of the impact on the east-
west economic divide, of induced development in areas 20 or more miles to the northwest of the core, 
and of induced traffic effects at the bridge, connecting roads and the American Legion Bridge.  
 
A concluding note: 
 
From the beginning, we’ve asked for a comprehensive, sustainable transportation plan that addresses 
COG’s agreed upon goals in Region Forward, Place + Opportunity, Climate, Regional Transportation 
Priorities Plan, and Access for All – a plan that uses land use – walkable, mixed-use, transit-oriented 
development to handle the growth that is coming in a way that minimizes the amount people have to 
drive and addresses the East-West divide. Once again, this study has diverted from that comprehensive 
approach. However, were you to combine the transit packages with the land use and demand 
management and pricing packages you would have what we’ve long asked for. So in addition to the 
analysis of the individual packages, we hope you will do one consolidated analysis. If the Connect 
Greater Washington study by WMATA is any indication, the combined transit, land use and pricing 
analysis will show powerful benefits, including for road users. 
 
Thank you. 
 
 
The Coalition for Smarter Growth is the leading organization in the Washington DC region dedicated to 
making the case for smart growth. Its mission is to promote walkable, inclusive, and transit-oriented 
communities, and the land use and transportation policies and investments needed to make those 
communities flourish. smartergrowth.net 
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