
HHS Lease Consolidation Responses to Comments    7 
 

 
Environmental Assessment – 2010 7-1  

7.0 Responses to Comments Received on the Draft Environmental Assessment 
The Draft EA for the lease consolidation of the HHS in Suburban Maryland was released to the public and the 
Notice of Availability was published in the Washington Post and The Gazette on September 22, 2010.  Written 
comments on the Draft EA were accepted until October 25, 2010 and are addressed herein.  

The following table of contents can be referenced in order to find comments from specific people/organizations 
and the responses to those comments.  Responses to individual comment letters are provided with the letters. 

WRITTEN COMMENTS 

Comments from Linda Janey, J.D., Maryland Department of Planning 

 Comments from Steven A. Silverman, Montgomery County Economic Development 

 Comments from Samuel B. Moki, Prince George’s County Department of Environmental Resources 

Comments from Haitham A. Hijazi, Prince George’s County Department of Public Works and 
Transportation 

 Comments from Fern V. Piret, The Maryland –National Capital Park and Planning Commission 

Comments from Michael K. Day, Maryland Department of Planning, Maryland Historical Trust 

Comments from Andrew J. Scott, Maryland Department of Transportation 

Comments from Fern V. Piret, The Maryland –National Capital Park and Planning Commission 

Comments from Phyllis Marcuccio, City of Rockville 

Comments from Lawrence R. Liebesman, Holland & Knight 

Comments from Maury Stern, Prince George’s Metro Center
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Comment 1:  This comment is noted. 

 

 

Comment 2:  This comment is noted. 

 

 

Comment 3:  This comment is noted. 
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Comment 4:  This comment is noted. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Comment 5:  Under the proposed action, four of the five alternatives 
involve construction of new office space.  Relocating 2,900 
employees to one of these sites would bring increased activity to 
area businesses which in turn would generate sales taxes.  These 
employees are already located in the State of Maryland; however the 
creation of new office space would allow for the generation of new 
business while the back-fill of any existing locations would result in a 
net increase in economic activity.   
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Should any of the sites receive TIF funding, the beneficial impact 
would be offset somewhat by the county or municipality’s financing 
of infrastructure improvements. 

 

 

Comment 6:  This comment is noted. 
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Comment 7:  This comment is noted. 
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cont. 
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Comment 8:  This comment is noted. 

 

 

 

 

 

Comment 9:  This comment is noted. 
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Comment 10:  This comment is noted. 

 

Comment 11:  This comment is noted. 
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Comment 12:  This comment is noted. 
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Comment 13:  GSA provided a response via electronic mail on July 
12, 2010.  
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Comment 1:  This comment is noted. 
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Comment 2:  This comment is noted.  If the GSA selects the New 
Carrollton Metro site, GSA will require the developer/owner to 
conduct Phase I archeological investigations of the property, in 
consultation with the Maryland Historical Trust and the M-NCPPC.  
GSA will work with the Maryland Historical Trust and other 
interested parties to conclude the Section 106 process. 

Comment 3:  This comment is noted. 

Comment 4:  This comment is noted. 

 

Comment 5:  This comment is noted. If the GSA selects the 
University Town Center site, GSA will require the developer/owner 
to conduct Phase I archeological investigations of the property, in 
consultation with the Maryland Historical Trust and the M-NCPPC.  
GSA will work with the Maryland Historical Trust and other 
interested parties to conclude the Section 106 process. 
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Comment 1:  Intersections that provide primary access to the 
alternative sites were selected for study to determine if the 
proposed action would adversely affect traffic in the immediate 
vicinity of the sites. GSA will require the developer/owner of the 
selected site to prepare a traffic impact study in accordance with 
local requirements for site development.   
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Comment 2:  The purpose of the traffic study conducted for the 
Environmental Assessment was to provide a comparison of impact of 
the proposed action on each of the alternative sites.  The 
developments which are approved in the area were included in the 
background traffic analysis.  The background growth has been 
stagnant over the last few years and would be similar for all the sites.   
 
Comment 3:  The traffic study conducted for the Environmental 
Assessment uses the adopted technique as required by the 
appropriate jurisdiction.  GSA will require the developer/owner of 
the selected site  to prepare a traffic impact study in accordance with 
local requirements for site development.  Types of improvements 
which could be implemented at each location have been added to 
the Environmental Assessment.   
 

Comment 4:  This comment is noted. 
 

 
Comment 5:  The Final Environmental Assessment includes this 
change. 
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Comment 1:  Table 2 will be updated to reflect additional resources 
provided by M-NCPPC. 
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Comment 2:  Table 2 will be updated to reflect additional resources 
provided by M-NCPPC. 
 
Comment 3:  Table 2 will be updated to reflect additional resources 
provided by M-NCPPC. 
 
 
 
Comment 4:  GSA and its consultants met with staff from the 
MNCPPC’s Planning Department on June 7, 2010 to discuss the 
proposed action, the sites located within Prince George’s County, 
and the methodology for the transportation analysis.  During this 
meeting GSA was referred to the County’s website to obtain 
information on background developments and transportation study 
methodology including CLVs.  The information from the County’s 
website was used in the traffic study for the Environmental 
Assessment. 

Comment 5:  Intersections that provide primary access to the sites 
were selected for study to determine if the proposed action would 
adversely affect traffic in the immediate vicinity of the alternate 
sites. GSA will require the developer/owner of the selected site to 
prepare a traffic impact study in accordance with local requirements 
for site development.  

Comment 6:  GSA used a 10 percent transit usage, which was based 
on employees currently working at the Parklawn Building who are 
enrolled in the Smart Benefits program.  No additional assumptions 
were used as additional information on employee practices was not 
available at the time of the study.  GSA acknowledges that any 
additional transit usage would have a beneficial impact on local 
roadway networks. 
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Comment 7:  This comment is noted. 
 
 
Comment 8:  This comment is noted. 

Comment 9:  This comment is noted. 

Comment 10:  This comment is noted. 
 

Comment 11:  This comment is noted.  Section 1.7 of the Solicitation 
for Offers states, "An award will not be made for a property located 
within a base flood plain or wetland unless the Government has 
determined that there is no practicable alternative."  The Offeror has 
provided sufficient evidence to GSA that none of the offered 
property is located within a base flood plain and is outside of the 
Prince George's County regulated floodplain. 

Comment 12:  This comment is noted.  Section 1.7 of the Solicitation 
for Offers states, "An award will not be made for a property located 
within a base flood plain or wetland unless the Government has 
determined that there is no practicable alternative."  The Offeror has 
provided sufficient evidence to GSA that none of the offered 
property is located within a base flood plain and is outside of the 
Prince George's County regulated floodplain. 
 
Comment 13:  This comment is noted. 
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Comment 1:  This comment is noted. 
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Comment 2:  The EA has been corrected to state the King Farm 
development is located within the City of Rockville. 

Comment 3:  This comment is noted. 
 

Comment 4:  This comment is noted.  The EA has been updated to 
reflect that a site plan amendment would need to be obtained for 
the King Farm site to accommodate the proposed HHS consolidation.   
Both the offeror and City of Rockville have provided GSA sufficient 
evidence that a site plan amendment would be readily obtained for 
the site and that the offer can meet the minimum requirements of 
the Solicitation of Offers.  In addition, the proposed use is within the 
conforming use of the space. 
 
 

 

 

Comment 5:  This comment is noted. 
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Comment 6:  This comment is noted. 
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Comment 7:  This comment is noted. 

Comment 8:  The EA has been updated to reflect that a Forest 
Conservation Plan/Tree Save Plan would be required for the King 
Farm site. 

 

Comment 9:  Tables 8 and 14 have been updated in the EA.  The 
capacities provided by the City of Rockville were used to determine 
acceptable or unacceptable levels of service. 

 

Comment 10:  The EA and Traffic Technical Report have been 
updated to reflect that King Farm Boulevard is currently restricted to 
two-hour parking between the hours of 10 AM and 2 PM, Monday 
through Friday. 

Comment 11:  Table 14 has been updated to reflect this. 
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Comment 12: Table 19 has been updated to reflect the changes 
provided by the City of Rockville.  No additional traffic analysis was 
conducted. 

Comment 13: Intersections that provide primary access to the 
alternative sites were selected for study to determine if the 
proposed action would adversely affect traffic in the immediate 
vicinity of the sites. GSA will require the developer/owner of the 
selected site to prepare a traffic impact study in accordance with 
local requirements for site development.   

Comment 14:  This comment is noted.  The developer is required by 
GSA to provide a site that can adequately provide water and sewer 
to the site selected. 
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Comment 1:  This comment is noted.  All sites are within close 
proximity to local transit and all sites conform with the minimum 
requirements of the SFO.  Currently, the King Farm site provides a 
shuttle service from the site to the Shady Grove Metrorail Station. 1 
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Comment 2: .  Intersections that provide primary access to the 
alternative sites were selected for study to determine if the 
proposed action would adversely affect traffic in the immediate 
vicinity of the sites.  GSA will require the developer/owner of the 
selected site to prepare a traffic impact study in accordance with 
local requirements for site development. 

Comment 3:  The traffic study conducted for the EA was based upon 
the Solicitation for Offers requirement of 935,401 rentable square 
feet of space.  The EA has been updated to reflect that a site plan 
amendment would need to be obtained for the King Farm site to 
accommodate the proposed HHS consolidation.  Both the offeror 
and City of Rockville have provided GSA sufficient evidence that a 
site plan amendment would be readily obtained for the site and that 
the offer can meet the minimum requirements  of the SFO.  In 
addition, the proposed use is within the conforming use of the space. 

Comment 4:  This comment is noted. 

Comment 5:  In order for GSA to comply with National 
Environmental Policy Act (NEPA), GSA must disclose the potential 
environmental impacts that the lease consolidation of the HHS in 
Suburban Maryland may have on the human environment, including, 
impacts to natural resources such as air and water quality, social 
resources such as community services and facilities, and cultural 
resources such as historic buildings.  Therefore, in this EA, GSA is not 
evaluating the proposed sites based upon the technical evaluation 
criteria found in the Solicitation for Offers, but rather GSA is 
evaluating each site equally to determine the impact to the 
environment.  Any evaluation of the technical evaluation criteria is 
done in accordance with the Solicitation for Offers. 
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Comment 6:  This comment is noted. 
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Comment 7:  This comment is noted. 
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Comment 8:  This comment is noted. 

7 
cont. 
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Comment 9:  This comment is noted. 
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Comment 1: Based upon information provided by the Offeror, the 
figure on page 2-9 is accurate. 

Comment 2:  All graphics for the University Town Center site have 
been updated in the EA.  The offeror has provided sufficient 
evidence to GSA that none of the offered property is located within a 
base flood plain and is outside of the Prince George's County 
regulated floodplain. 

Comment 3: The offeror has provided sufficient evidence to GSA that 
none of the offered property is located within a base flood plain and 
is outside of the Prince George's County regulated floodplain.  The 
text in Section 3.5.1 has been updated to reflect this. 

Comment 4:  Based upon information provided by the Offeror, the 
text on page 3-24 is accurate. 

Comment 5:  The offeror has provided sufficient evidence to GSA 
that none of the offered property is located within a base flood plain 
and is outside of the Prince George's County regulated floodplain.  
The text in Section 3.5.1 has been updated to reflect this. 

Comment 6:  The EA has been updated to reflect that construction at 
the University Town Center site would continue to indirectly affect 
the floodplain.  As stated in the EA, implementing stormwater 
management measures would reduce runoff to the floodplain; 
however, there would still be an impact to the floodplain that would 
result in an adverse effect. 

Comment 7:  The offeror has provided sufficient evidence to GSA 
that none of the offered property is located within a base floodplain 
and is outside of the Prince George's County regulated floodplain.  
The text in Section 3.5.1 has been updated to reflect this 

Comment 8:  Based upon information provided by the Offeror, the 
text on page 3-25 is accurate. 
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Comment 9:  The Parklawn alternative is consistent with local 
zoning.  No change required. 

Comment 10:  Intersections that provide primary access to the 
alternative sites were selected for study to determine if the 
proposed action would adversely affect traffic in the immediate 
vicinity of the sites.  GSA will require the developer/owner of the 
selected site to prepare a traffic impact study in accordance with 
local requirements for site development. 
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