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Public Hearing Description 
 

Project Name: Interchange at Route 234 and Brentsville Road Project 

Project Numbers: VDOT Project: 0234-076-323, PE-101, RW-201, C-501, B-661, B-662 
   UPC: 118626 
   NVTA Project: 2018-034-1 
 
Project Location: Route 234 Bypass – Prince William Parkway/Dumfries Road 

From:  0.374 Mi. West of Brentsville Road (Route 649) 
To:    0.711 Mi. East of Brentsville Road (Route 649) 

 
Prince William County held a Design Public Hearing at the Lake Jackson Fire House, 11310 Coles Drive, 
Manassas, VA on Wednesday December 8, 2021 from 6:00 PM to 8:00 PM for the Interchange at Route 
234 and Brentsville Road Project. The public hearing included a formal presentation by the Prince 
William County Supervisor for Coles District, the Prince William County Transportation Director, and 
members of the project team which was directly followed by a period for public comments. In addition 
to in-person attendees, the public hearing was broadcast live on-line for attendees to view the live 
presentation and then type in public comments to be read aloud for the project team to provide 
responses. Additionally, presentation boards displaying the project design, plans, Public Hearing 
brochures, and comment sheets were available for public viewing at the meeting. Representatives from 
Prince William County and the project team were available to speak with citizens and answer questions 
about this project.  Citizens could also provide oral comments to a court reporter and written comments 
in a comment box. Citizens also sent in e-mails comments after the public hearing. Written and oral 
comments were accepted at the meeting and written comments were accepted after the meeting until 
December 18, 2021. 
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Public Notification 
 
The project team posted two public hearing advertisement ads in the Washington Post (30 & 9 days) 
prior to the December 8, 2021 public hearing. The ads and notarized proofs are included in Appendix 
A1. The project team sent a notification to 21 nearby property owners and tenants through the postal 
service briefly describing the project and informing them of the planned Design Public Hearing.  The 
notification for the public hearing described above and the list of addressees is presented in Appendix 
A2.  Additionally, four portable message boards were placed at the intersection of Prince William 
Parkway and existing Brentsville Road to advertise the planned Design Public Hearing to drivers passing 
through the project vicinity (Appendix A3). 
 

Exhibits & Documents Available at Design Public Hearing 
 

Information available at the public hearing included project plans, project design exhibits, and project 
brochures and comment sheets.  Additionally, the following information was available for review 30 
days prior to the public hearing on the Prince William County Department of Transportation website:  
project plans, project design exhibits, and project brochures and comment sheets.  The public hearing 
brochure and comment sheet are presented in Appendix B. Reduced-size reproductions of the exhibits 
and renderings displayed at the public hearing are presented Appendix C1, slides from the public 
hearing presentation are presented in Appendix D1, and the sign-in sheets for all public hearing 
attendees is included in Appendix E. 

Project Background and Purpose 
The project purpose is to Improve traffic operations, traffic flow, and safety by constructing a grade-
separated interchange at the intersection of Route 234 (Prince William Parkway/Dumfries Road) and 
Brentsville Road. Additionally, the Project realigns a section of Brentsville Road and constructs a bridge 
crossing to grade separate the intersection of Prince William Parkway and Route 234 Business to 
eliminate the existing traffic signal. The new bridge and Interchange will provide free-flow movements 
across the Prince William Parkway to eliminate delays and congestion resulted from the existing traffic 
signals. 

Page 5 of 194



 
 

 

 

 

The project will include the construction of bridge structures to grade separate the intersection of Prince 
William Parkway and Brentsville Road and the intersection of Prince William Parkway and Dumfries 
Road (Route 234 business). The project will convert the intersection of Prince William Parkway at 
Bradley Cemetery Way to a continuous green-T intersection and will include the realigning of Brentsville 
Road to provide a through roadway to Dumfries Road. The new bridge structures will provide free flow 
movements and will significantly reduce delays.  

Pedestrian facilities are provided throughout the project in the form of a 10’ Shared Use Path (SUP) and 
5’ sidewalk. Connections will be made to the existing (SUPs) along Dumfries Rd. (Rte. 234 Bypass) at 
Coles Drive and along Prince William Parkway (Rte. 294). A sidewalk will be constructed along Dumfries 
Rd. (Rte. 234 Business) to connect to the existing sidewalk at Godwin Drive. 

The project requires Limited Access Control Changes along Route 234 Bypass and Brentsville Road in the 
project area, which will require Commonwealth Transportation Board (CTB) approval.  

The project is being administered by PWCDOT using the Design-Build delivery method and is being 
developed in accordance with applicable Prince William County and Virginia Department of 
Transportation (VDOT) standards, guidelines, and requirements. 

Summary of Comments 
 
Several oral comments were provided by the public after the presentation and were responded to in 
person by members of the design team and Prince William County staff. These comments have been 
included in the transcript of the meeting in Appendix F. Additionally, written comments were provided 
during the comment period in the form of comment sheets, typed comments during the presentation, 
and emailed comments. These comments have been included in the transcript under Appendix G. A 
court reporter was available to transcribed oral comments. However, no oral comments were made to 
the court reporter. The lack of recorded comments is documented in Appendix F.  
 
Responses to the written comments have also been provided by the project team in Appendix H. 
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Appendix A1 -   
Advertisement Materials (Newspaper 

Advertisements) 
 

 Public Hearing Newspaper Advertisement (11/08/2021) 
 Newspaper Proof of Certification from Washington Post (11/28/2021) 
 Public Hearing Newspaper Advertisement (11/29/2021) 
 Newspaper Proof of Certification from Washington Post (11/28/2021) 
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the local expert
on local jobs

homes for sale,
commercial real estate rentals

merchandise, garage
sales, auctions, tickets dogs, cats, birds, fish

Trustee Sales
202-334-5782

washingtonpost.com/
recruit

washingtonpost.com/
realestate Apartmentshowcase.com washingtonpost.com/

merchandise
washingtonpost.com/

pets
mypublicnotices.com/

washingtonpost/
PublicNotice.asp

For Recruitment advertisements, go to
washingtonpost.com/recruit or call

202-334-4100 (toll free 1-800-765-3675)

Legal Notices: 202-334-7007
Auctions, Estate Sales, Furniture: 202-334-7029

Biz Ops/Services: 202-334-5787

To place an ad, go to
washingtonpostads.com or call 202-334-6200
Non-commercial advertisers can now place ads 24/7 by calling 202-334-6200

C JOBS

Newspaper Carriers
needed to deliver

TheWashington Post

in

DC,MD and VA area

Great part-time
income opportunity!

Transportation required.

To apply, go to
deliverthepost.com

Bids & Proposals825

Design Public Hearing
Advertisement

Route 234 Brentsville Road Interchange & Limited
Access Control Change

VDOT Project UPC: 118626 0234-076-323, PE101,
RW201, C501

PrinceWilliam County

In-Person and Virtual
Wednesday, December 8, 2021

6:00 p.m. - 7:30 p.m.
Lake Jackson Fire House

11310 Coles Dr., Manassas,VA 20112

The Prince William County Department of Transportation will conduct
a Design Public Hearing for the Route 234 Brentsville Road Interchange
Project (Project)

The Design Public Hearing will be held at the Lake Jackson Fire
House at 6:00 p.m. on December 8, 2021 and can be also viewed
live through the link posted on the Prince William County Department
of Transportation website at: https://www.pwcva.gov/depart-
ment/transportation/current-road-projects. The Project team will
make a short presentation beginning at 6:30 p.m. and answer
questions for the duration of the meeting.

The purpose of the public hearing is to receive public comments
on the design of the Route 234 Brentsville Road Interchange
Project and associated Limited Access Control Changes in the Coles
Magisterial District. This Project will involve a change and break in
Limited Access Control.

Preview the Project information and Design Public Hearing plans
including the environmental documentation on the Prince William
County Department of Transportation website at
https://www.pwcva.gov/department/transportation/current-road-
projects.

Deadline to submit comments is December 18, 2021. The public
may provide written or verbal comments at the Design Public
Hearings, mail them to Ms. Mary Ankers, P.E., Project Manager, at
the Prince William County Department of Transportation, 5 County
Complex, Suite 290, Prince William, VA 22192, or email them to
mankers@pwcgov.org. Please reference “Route 234 Brentsville Road
Interchange Project PH Comments” in the subject heading.

Prince William County ensures nondiscrimination in all programs and
activities in accordance with Title VI and Title VII of the Civil Rights Act
of 1964. For information call 703-792-4228 or TDD 703-792-5223.

Accessibility to Persons with Disabilities: The Design Public Hearing is
being held at a public facility accessible to persons with disabilities.
If you need more information or special assistance for persons
with disabilities or limited English proficiency, please contact Mary
Ankers at the Prince William County Department of Transportation at
(703) 792-4228 or email mankers@pwcgov.org no later than Friday,
December 3, 2021.

Autos Wanted1447

DONATE YOUR CAR/TRUCK/RV
Lutheran Mission Society of MD
Compassion Place ministries
help local families with food,
clothing, counseling. Tax deductible.

MVA licensed #W1044.
410-228-8437

www.CompassionPlace.org
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MEDICAL BILLING!

Become a Medical Office
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ready to work in months!
Call 888-453-2456. The Mis-
sion, Program Information
and Tuition is located at

CareerTechnical.edu/
consumer-information

(M-F 8am-6pm ET)

Official Notices820

ABC LICENSE: Shake Shack Virginia,
LLC trading as Shake Shack 2911
District Ave., Suite 110, Fairfax
(Fairfax County) Virginia 22031. The
above establishment is applying to
the VIRGINIA ALCOHOLIC BEVER-
AGE CONTROL (ABC) AUTHORITY for
a Restaurant Wine and Beer On-
& Off- Premises license to sell or
manufacture alcoholic beverages.
Katherine Fogerty, Chief Financial
Officer NOTE: Objections to the
issuance of this license must be
submitted to ABC no later than 30
days from the publishing date of the
first of two required newspaper
legal notices. Objections should be
registered at www.abc.virginia.gov
or 800-552-3200.

What’s for
dinner?
Search our database of tested
recipes by ingredient or name.
wpost.com/recipes

S0316 1cx1.75

Home delivery
is convenient.

1-800-753-POST
SF

Home delivery
is convenient.

1-800-753-POST
SF

Retropolis
wpost.com/retropolis

S03651cx.25
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A ts & entertai ment?
Washington Post newsletters deliver more of what you’re looking for.

Discover and subscribe for free at washingtonpost.com/newsletters
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Bids & Proposals825

Montgomery County850

IN THE CIRCUIT COURT
FORMONTGOMERY COUNTY

MARYLAND

WALTER R. KIRKMAN,
AS SUBSTITUTE TRUSTEE,
Plaintiff,

v.
CHESTER C. DAVENPORT
and
PHYLLIS H. DAVENPORT
and
KENNETH CLARK
Defendanats

Case No. 470430V

NOTICE
Notice is hereby issued by the Cir-
cuit Court forMontgomery County,
this 28th day of October, 2021, that
the Substitute Trustee's sale of
the property mentioned in these
proceedings, as made and report-
ed by Walter R. Kirkman, Sub-
stitute Trustee, BE RATIFIED AND
CONFIRMED, unless cause to the
contrary thereof be shown on or
before the 29th day of November,
2021; provided that a copy of this
Notice is inserted in the Washing-
ton Post published in Montgomery
County, Maryland once in each
of three successive weeks, before
the 29th day of November, 2021.
The Report of Sale states that the
purchase price for the property
known as 9227 Inglewood Drive,
Potomac,Maryland 20854was One
Million Two Hundred Twenty Thou-
sand dollars ($1,220, 000.00).

Karen A Bushell
Clery of the Circuit Court for

Montgomey County

Baker, Donelson, Bearman,
Caldwell & Berkowitz, PC
Attn:Walter R. Kirkman, Esq.
Nov 8, 15, 22, 2021 12362526
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Trustees Sale - DC840

ALEX COOPERAUCTIONEERS, INC.
4910 MASSACHUSETTS AVENUE, NW SUITE 100

WASHINGTON, DC 20016
202-364-0306

www.alexcooper.com

SUBSTITUTE TRUSTEES' SALE OF A VACANT THREE-STORY BRICK
CORNER TWO UNIT RESIDENTIAL ROWHOUSE known as 3600 Park
Place NW,Washington, DC 20010
By virtue of a certain Deed of Trust duly recorded August 30,
2018 as Instrument No. 2018087649 among the Land Records of
the District of Columbia (the "Land Records") and in accordance
with Public Law 90-566 notice recorded among the Land Record
as Instrument No. 2021132561 a default having occurred in
the payment of the indebtedness secured thereby and the
covenants contained therein, and at the request of the party
secured thereby (the "Noteholder"), the undersigned Substitute
Trustees, will sell, at public auction, within the office of ALEX
COOPER AUCTIONEERS, INC., 4910 MASSACHUSETTS AVENUE,
NW SUITE 100, WASHINGTON, D.C. 20016 on

WEDNESDAY, NOVEMBER 10, 2021 at 11:00 am.
All that piece or parcel of land, together with improvements,
rights, privileges and appurtenances to the same belonging,
situate in the District of Columbia, described as follows, to wit:
Lot 52 in Square 3035 in the subdivision made by Harry A. Kite
in Block Six �Whitney Close�, as per plat recorded in the office
of Surveyor for the District of Columbia in Liber 53 at folio 124.
The improvements thereon being know as 3600 Park Place
Northwest,Washington, DC 20010.
THE PROPERTY IS IDENTIFIED AS LOT 0052, IN SQUARE 3035 FOR
ASSESSMENTAND TAXATION PURPOSES.
SSL: 3035-0052
TOGETHERWITH any and all buildings, structures, improvements
or appurtenances now erected on the above-described land,
including, without limitation, all equipment, apparatus, machin-
ery and fixtures of any kind or character forming a part of
said buildings, structures, improvements or appurtenances, and
any furniture, furnishings, equipment, machinery and other
personal property owned and located in, upon or about the
above-described land and any buildings thereon all as more
particularly described in the aforesaid Deed of Trust (the
"Property").
TERMS OF SALE: ALL CASH. The Property will be offered as an
entirety only. The bid which yields the highest price for the
Property will be accepted by the Substitute Trustees (unless the
sale is postponed or cancelled) and all bids will be provisional
until acceptance. Notwithstanding the foregoing, the Substitute
Trustees absolutely reserve the right to postpone the sale and/or
cancel the sale at any time until the auctioneer announces that
the Property is "sold" and the deposit in the required amount
and form is received by the Substitute Trustees. A deposit in
the amount of $50,000 will be required at the time of sale.
Such deposit must be by cashier's check or certified check or
in such other form as the Substitute Trustees may determine in
their sole discretion. The deposit must be increased to 10%
of the purchase price within two (2) business days after the
sale and delivered to the office of the Substitute Trustees in the
same form as the initial deposit by cashier's check or certified
check, or other form acceptable to the Substitute Trustees, in
their sole and absolute discretion. The Noteholder secured
by the Deed of Trust (or any related party) shall be exempted
by the Substitute Trustees from submitting any bidding deposit.
The Substitute Trustees will, as a condition of the sale, require
all potential bidders except the Noteholder to show their
deposit before any bidding begins. The retained deposit of the
successful purchaser shall be applied, without interest, to the
successful purchaser's credit at settlement, provided, however,
that in the event the successful purchaser fails to consummate
the purchase in accordance with the terms of sale as herein
provided, such deposit, at the option of the Substitute Trustees,
will be forfeited. The terms of sale must be complied with and
settlement consummated thereon within 30 days from day of
sale unless extended at the sole discretion of the Substitute
Trustees. TIME IS OF THE ESSENCE. The balance of the purchase
price over and above the retained deposit, with interest thereon
at the note rate then being charged from the date of sale
through the date of receipt of the balance of the purchase price,
will be due at settlement in certified funds; and if not so paid,
the Substitute Trustees reserve the right to retain the deposit
and resell the Property at the risk and cost of the defaulting
purchaser, after such advertisement and on such terms as the
Substitute Trustees may deem proper, and to avail themselves
and the Noteholder of any legal or equitable rights against the
defaulting purchaser.
The Property is sold subject to the rights, if any, of parties
in possession, if such rights have priority over the Deed of
Trust, and to any and all covenants, conditions, restrictions,
easements, liens, rights of way, and limitations of record. The
Property will be sold "WHERE IS" and in "AS IS" condition
without any warranty as to condition, express or implied, and
without any representation or warranty as to the accuracy
of the information furnished to prospective bidders by the
Substitute Trustees or any other party and without any other
representations or warranty of any nature. Without limiting
the generality of the foregoing, the Property will be sold
without representation or warranty as to (i) title to the Property,
(ii) the nature, condition, structural integrity, or fitness for
a particular use of any improvements, fixtures or personal
property included within the Property, (iii) the environmental
condition of the Property or the compliance of the Property with
federal, state and local laws and regulations concerning the
presence or disposal of hazardous substances, (iv) compliance
of the Property with the Americans with Disabilities Act or any
similar law, or (v) compliance of the Property with any zoning
laws or ordinances and any and all applicable safety codes,
and acceptance of the Deed to the Property by the successful
purchaser shall constitute a waiver of any claims against the
Substitute Trustees or the Noteholder concerning any of the
foregoing matters. The successful purchaser recognizes that
any investigation, examination or inspection of the Property is
within the control of the owner or other parties in possession
of the Property and not within the control of the Substitute
Trustees or the Noteholder.
Conveyance shall be by Substitute Trustees� Deed, without
covenant or warranty, express or implied. The risk of loss or
damage by fire or other casualty to the Property from and after
the date of sale will be upon the successful purchaser. Sold
subject to all taxes, ground rents, public charges, assessments,
sewer, water, drainage and other public improvements whether
assessments have been levied or not, whether incurred prior
to or after the sale and all of the foregoing shall be assumed
and paid by purchaser. The Noteholder and Substitute Trustees
assume no liability for fuel, gas, electricity, utilities and other
operating charges accrued before or after the sale and all
such charges shall be the sole responsibility of the purchaser
from the date of sale. All costs incident to the settlement
and conveyancing including, without limitation, examination
of title, conveyancing, all recordation taxes and charges, all
transfer taxes and charges, title insurance premiums, notary
fees, settlement fees and all other costs incident to settlement
shall be at the cost of the successful purchaser. If the Substitute
Trustees cannot convey title, the purchaser's sole remedy is a
return of deposit. Upon a return of the deposit, this sale shall
be void and of no effect and the purchaser shall have no further
claim against the Selling Parties. Further particulars may be
announced at the time of sale. For further information, please
contact Jung Kim, Esq at 202-900-8595.
Jung Kim, Esq.
Frances C.Wilburn, Esq.
Substitute Trustees
Washington Post Serial #511251
November 1, 3, 5, 8, 9, 2021 12360463
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Trustees Sale - DC840

ALEX COOPERAUCTIONEERS, INC.
4910 MASSACHUSETTS AVENUE, N.W., SUITE 100

WASHINGTON, D.C. 20016
202-364-0306

www.alexcooper.com

SUBSTITUTE TRUSTEES� SALE OF CONDOMINIUM UNIT known as
3030 K Street NW Unit 203 and Parking Space 118 Washington,
DC 20007.
By virtue of a certain Deed of Trust, Assignment of Rents
and Security Agreement dated December 17, 2018 and duly
recorded on December 31, 2018 as Instrument No. 2018130534
among the Land Records of the District of Columbia (the "Land
Records") a default having occurred in the payment of the
indebtedness secured thereby and the covenants contained
therein, and at the request of the party secured thereby
(the "Noteholder"), the undersigned Substitute Trustees, will
sell, at public auction, within the office of ALEX COOPER
AUCTIONEERS, INC., 4910 MASSACHUSETTS AVENUE, N.W.,
SUITE 100, WASHINGTON, D.C. on

THURSDAY, NOVEMBER 18, 2021 AT 11:31 AM
The following described land and premises.
Part of Lot 102 in Square 1173 in a subdivision made by
Georgetown Potomac Company, as per plat recorded in Liber
172 at folio 84 among the Records of the Office of the Surveyor
for the District of Columbia.
The part of the land being more particularly designated as
Unit No. 203 and Parking Space No. 118 of the �WASHINGTON
HARBOUR CONDOMINIUM�, according to the Declaration of
Condominium recorded July 1, 1985 as Instrument No. 23729,
as may be amended, and the By-Laws relating thereto recorded
July 1, 1985 as Instrument No. 23730, as may be amended,
among the Land Records of the District of Columbia, and as
per Plat of Condominium Subdivision recorded in Condominium
Book No. 34 at Page 26, and as amended in Condominium Book
35 at Page 17, of the Records of the Office of the Surveyor for
the District of Columbia.
Note:At the date hereof, the above-described land is designated
on the Records of the Assessor of the District of Columbia for
assessment and taxation purposes as Lots 2016 and 2053 in
Square 1173.
TOGETHERWITH all of the appurtenances incident to said Links),
as contained in the Declaration of Condominium.
SUBJECT, HOWEVER, to all the provisions, restrictions, ease-
ments and conditions as contained in the said Declaration of
Condominium and the By-Laws relating thereto.
The Condominium Declaration allocates to the Condominium
Unit an undivided interest (stated as a percentage) in the
common elements of the Condominium (hereafter called the
�Percentage Interest�). The Percentage Interest of the Condo-
minium Unit is set forth in the Condominium Declaration.
TOGETHERWITH any and all buildings, structures, improvements
or appurtenances now erected on the above-described land,
including, without limitation, all equipment, apparatus, machin-
ery and fixtures of any kind or character forming a part of
said buildings, structures, improvements or appurtenances, and
any furniture, furnishings, equipment, machinery and other
personal property owned and located in, upon or about the
above-described land and any buildings thereon all as more
particularly described in the aforesaid Deed of Trust (the
"Property").
TERMS OF SALE: ALL CASH. The Property will be offered as an
entirety only. The bid which yields the highest price for the
Property will be accepted by the Substitute Trustees (unless the
sale is postponed or cancelled) and all bids will be provisional
until acceptance. Notwithstanding the foregoing, the Substitute
Trustees absolutely reserves the right to postpone the sale
and/or cancel the sale at any time until the auctioneer
announces that the Property is "sold" and the deposit in
the required amount and form is received by the Substitute
Trustees. A deposit in the amount of $72,000 will be required
at the time of sale. Such deposit must be by cashier's check or
certified check or in such other form as the Substitute Trustees
may determine in their sole discretion. The purchaser, if other
than the party secured by the Deed of Trust, its successors
or assigns, shall be required to increase its deposit to an
amount equal to ten percent (10%) of the bid price payable by
cashier�s or certified check or immediate funds wire transfer
to the Substitute Trustees within twenty-four (24) hours after
the sale. The Noteholder secured by the Deed of Trust (or
any related party) shall be exempted by the Substitute Trustees
from submitting any bidding deposit. The Substitute Trustees
will, as a condition of the sale, require all potential bidders
except the Noteholder to show their deposit before any bidding
begins.The retained deposit of the successful purchaser shall be
applied, without interest, to the successful purchaser's credit at
settlement, provided, however, that in the event the successful
purchaser fails to consummate the purchase in accordancewith
the terms of sale as herein provided, such deposit, at the option
of the Substitute Trustees, will be forfeited. The terms of sale
must be complied with and settlement consummated thereon
within 30 days from day of sale unless extended at the sole
discretion of the Substitute Trustees. TIME IS OF THE ESSENCE
The balance of the purchase price over and above the retained
deposit, with interest at the rate of 13.5% per annum then
being charged from the date of sale through the date of receipt
of the balance of the purchase price will be due at settlement
in certified funds; and if not so paid, the Substitute Trustees
reserve the right to retain the deposit and resell the Property
at the risk and cost of the defaulting purchaser, after such
advertisement and on such terms as the Substitute Trustees
may deem proper, and to avail themselves and the Noteholder
of any legal or equitable rights against the defaulting purchaser.
The Property is sold subject to the rights, if any, of parties
in possession, if such rights have priority over the Deed of
Trust, and to any and all covenants, conditions, restrictions,
easements, rights of way, and limitations of record. The
Property will be sold "WHERE IS" and in "AS IS" condition
without any warranty as to condition, express or implied, and
without any representation or warranty as to the accuracy
of the information furnished to prospective bidders by the
Substitute Trustees or any other party and without any other
representations or warranty of any nature. Without limiting
the generality of the foregoing, the Property will be sold
without representation or warranty as to (i) title to the Property,
(ii) the nature, condition, structural integrity, or fitness for
a particular use of any improvements, fixtures or personal
property included within the Property, (iii) the environmental
condition of the Property or the compliance of the Property with
federal, state and local laws and regulations concerning the
presence or disposal of hazardous substances, (iv) compliance
of the Property with the Americans with Disabilities Act or any
similar law, or (v) compliance of the Property with any zoning
laws or ordinances and any and all applicable safety codes,
and acceptance of the Deed to the Property by the successful
purchaser shall constitute a waiver of any claims against the
Substitute Trustees or the Noteholder concerning any of the
foregoing matters. The successful purchaser recognizes that
any investigation, examination or inspection of the Property is
within the control of the owner or other parties in possession
of the Property and not within the control of the Substitute
Trustees or the Noteholder.
Conveyance shall be by Substitute Trustees� Deed, without
covenant or warranty, express or implied. The risk of loss or
damage by fire or other casualty to the Property from and after
the date of sale will be upon the successful purchaser. Sold
subject to all taxes, ground rents, public charges, assessments,
sewer, water, drainage and other public improvements whether
assessments have been levied or not. The Noteholder and
Substitute Trustees assume no liability for fuel, gas, electricity,
utilities and other operating charges accrued before or after
the sale and all such charges shall be the sole responsibility
of the purchaser from the date of sale. All costs incident to
the settlement and conveyancing including, without limitation,
examination of title, conveyancing, all recordation taxes and
charges, all transfer taxes and charges, title insurance premi-
ums, notary fees, settlement fees and all other costs incident
to settlement shall be at the cost of the successful purchaser.
If the Substitute Trustees cannot convey title, the purchaser's
sole remedy is a return of deposit. Further particulars may be
announced at the time of sale. For further information, please
contact Paul Cooper 443-470-1437.
Diana C.Theologou,Michael T. Ondeck, Substitute Trustees
Washington Post Serial #511327
November 8, 10, 12, 15, 17, 2021 12361419

Trustees Sale - DC840 Trustees Sale - DC840

ALEX COOPERAUCTIONEERS, INC.
4910 MASSACHUSETTS AVENUE, N.W., SUITE 100

WASHINGTON, D.C. 20016
202-364-0306

www.alexcooper.com

SUBSTITUTE TRUSTEES' SALE OF A SINGLE-FAMILY ROW HOUSE
known as 220 MARYLANDAVENUE, NE,WASHINGTON, D.C. 20002.
By virtue of a certain Deed of Trust, Security Agreement,
Assignment of Leases and Rents and Fixture Filing duly recorded
October 24, 2017 as Instrument No. 2017117963 the ("Deed
of Trust") among the Land Records of the District of Columbia
(the "Land Records�) and in accordance with Public Law 90-
566 notice recorded among the Land Records as Instrument
No. 2021137059 a default having occurred in the payment of
the indebtedness secured thereby and the covenants contained
therein, and at the request of the party secured thereby
(the "Noteholder"), the undersigned Substitute Trustees, will
sell, at public auction, within the office of ALEX COOPER
AUCTIONEERS, INC., 4910 MASSACHUSETTS AVENUE, N.W.,
SUITE 100, WASHINGTON, D.C. on

THURSDAY, NOVEMBER 18, 2021 AT 11:00 AM
the following described land and premises. All of those certain
lots or parcels of land, with improvements thereon, situate,
lying and being in the District of Columbia, and more particularly
described as follows:
BEGINNING FOR THE SAME ON THE NORTHERLY LINE OF
MARYLAND AVENUE, 20 FEET 4 INCHES NORTHEASTERLY FROM
THE SOUTHWESTERLY CORNER OF SAID LOT, AND RUNNING
THENCE NORTHEASTERLY LONG SAID NORTHERLY LINE OF
MARYLAND AVENUE, 18 FEET 4 INCHES, THENCE NORTH 27
DEGREES 3.5 MINUTES 30 SECONDS WEST TO THE CENTER LINE
OF A 9 INCH WALL AND BEING THE SOUTHEASTERLY CORNER
OF THE PART OF SAID LOT CONVEYED TO JESSE SHOUP BY
DEED RECORDED IN LIBER 7080 AT FOLIO 325 AMONG THE LAND
RECORDS OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, THENCE ALONG THE
CENTER LINE OF SAID WALL AND A PROLONGATION THEREOF,
SOUTH 62 DEGREES 24 MINUTES 30 SECONDSWEST 28.71 FEET
TO THE EASTERLY LINE OF AN ALLEY; THENCE ALONG SAID
EASTERLY LINE OF SAID ALLEY, SOUTH 27 DEGREES 35 MINUTES
30 SECONDS EAST 21/40 FEET TO THE SOUTHERLY LINE OF SAID
ALLEY; THENCE NORTHEASTERLY ALONG A PROLONGATION
OF THE SOUTHERLY LINE OF SAID ALLEY, 7 FEET; THENCE
SOUTHEASTERLY 21 FEET TO THE NORTHEAST CORNER OF THE
PART OF SAID LOT 2 CONVEYED TO SAMUEL S. GARDINER
BY DEED RECORDED IN LIBER 1124 AT FOLIO 296 OF THE
LAND RECORDS OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA; THENCE
SOUTHEASTERLY 90 FEET TO THE PLACE OF BEGINNING.
AT THE DATE HEREOF THE ABOVE-DESCRIBED LAND IS DESIG-
NATED FOR ASSESSMENT AND TAXATION PURPOSES AS LOT
842 IN SQUARE 757.
Property Address: 220 Maryland Avenue, NE, Washington, D.C.
20002
SSL: 0757-0842
TOGETHERWITH any and all buildings, structures, improvements
or appurtenances now erected on the above-described land,
including, without limitation, all equipment, apparatus, machin-
ery and fixtures of any kind or character forming a part of
said buildings, structures, improvements or appurtenances, and
any furniture, furnishings, equipment, machinery and other
personal property owned and located in, upon or about the
above-described land and any buildings thereon all as more
particularly described in the aforesaid Deed of Trust (the
"Property").
TERMS OF SALE: ALL CASH. The Property will be offered as an
entirety only. The bid which yields the highest price for the
Property will be accepted by the Substitute Trustees (unless the
sale is postponed or cancelled) and all bids will be provisional
until acceptance. Notwithstanding the foregoing, the Substitute
Trustees absolutely reserve the right to postpone the sale and/or
cancel the sale at any time until the auctioneer announces that
the Property is "sold" and the deposit in the required amount
and form is received by the Substitute Trustees. A deposit in the
amount of $100,000.00 will be required at the time of sale. Such
deposit must be by cashier's check or certified check or in such
other form as the Substitute Trustees may determine in their
sole discretion. The Noteholder secured by the Deed of Trust (or
any related party) shall be exempted by the Substitute Trustees
from submitting any bidding deposit. The Substitute Trustees
will, as a condition of the sale, require all potential bidders
except the Noteholder to show their deposit before any bidding
begins.The retained deposit of the successful purchaser shall be
applied, without interest, to the successful purchaser's credit at
settlement, provided, however, that in the event the successful
purchaser fails to consummate the purchase in accordance
with the terms of sale as herein provided, such deposit, at the
option of the Substitute Trustees, will be forfeited. The terms
of sale must be complied with and settlement consummated
thereon within 30 days from day of sale unless extended at
the sole discretion of the Substitute Trustees. TIME IS OF THE
ESSENCE. The balance of the purchase price over and above
the retained deposit, with interest thereon at the note rate then
being charged from the date of sale through the date of receipt
of the balance of the purchase price, will be due at settlement
in certified funds; and if not so paid, the Substitute Trustees
reserve the right to retain the deposit and resell the Property
at the risk and cost of the defaulting purchaser, after such
advertisement and on such terms as the Substitute Trustees
may deem proper, and to avail themselves and the Noteholder
of any legal or equitable rights against the defaulting purchaser.
The Property is sold subject to the rights, if any, of parties
in possession, if such rights have priority over the Deed of
Trust, and to any and all covenants, conditions, restrictions,
easements, rights of way, limitations of record and any and all
judgment liens or any other prior liens affecting the Property.
The Property will be sold "WHERE IS" and in "AS IS" condition
without any warranty as to condition, express or implied, and
without any representation or warranty as to the accuracy
of the information furnished to prospective bidders by the
Substitute Trustees or any other party and without any other
representations or warranty of any nature. Without limiting
the generality of the foregoing, the Property will be sold
without representation or warranty as to (i) title to the Property,
(ii) the nature, condition, structural integrity, or fitness for
a particular use of any improvements, fixtures or personal
property included within the Property, (iii) the environmental
condition of the Property or the compliance of the Property with
federal, state and local laws and regulations concerning the
presence or disposal of hazardous substances, (iv) compliance
of the Property with the Americans with Disabilities Act or any
similar law, or (v) compliance of the Property with any zoning
laws or ordinances and any and all applicable safety codes,
and acceptance of the Deed to the Property by the successful
purchaser shall constitute a waiver of any claims against the
Substitute Trustees or the Noteholder concerning any of the
foregoing matters. The successful purchaser recognizes that
any investigation, examination or inspection of the Property is
within the control of the owner or other parties in possession
of the Property and not within the control of the Substitute
Trustees or the Noteholder.
Conveyance shall be by Substitute Trustees� Deed, without
covenant or warranty, express or implied. The risk of loss or
damage by fire or other casualty to the Property from and after
the date of sale will be upon the successful purchaser. Sold
subject to all taxes, ground rents, public charges, assessments,
sewer, water, drainage and other public improvements whether
assessments have been levied or not. The Noteholder and
Substitute Trustees assume no liability for fuel, gas, electricity,
utilities and other operating charges accrued before or after
the sale and all such charges shall be the sole responsibility
of the purchaser from the date of sale. All costs incident to
the settlement and conveyancing including, without limitation,
examination of title, conveyancing, all recordation taxes and
charges, all transfer taxes and charges, title insurance premi-
ums, notary fees, settlement fees and all other costs incident
to settlement shall be at the cost of the successful purchaser.
If the Substitute Trustees cannot convey title, the purchaser's
sole remedy is a return of deposit. Further particulars may be
announced at the time of sale. For further information, please
contact Frances C.Wilburn, Esq at 240-507-1712.
Frances C.Wilburn, Esq.
Jung Kim, Esq.
Substitute Trustees
Washington Post Serial # 511381
November 8, 10, 12, 15, 17, 2021 12361925
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PARDO & DRAZIN, LLC
Russell S. Drazin, Attorney
4400 Jenifer Street, NW, Suite 2

Washington, DC 20015
202-223-7900

SUBSTITUTE TRUSTEE’S SALE
OF REAL PROPERTY

4149 Parkglen Court, NW
Washington, DC 20007
Lot 1136 in Square 1320

Under a power of sale contained in a certain Deed of Trust
(�Deed of Trust�) dated May 28, 2019 and recorded on June
3, 2019 as Instrument No. 2019057415, from 4149 Parkglen,
LLC, as grantor, to Daniel Huertas, as trustee, for the benefit of
DP Capital LLC, as beneficiary, securing that certain Commercial
Deed of Trust Note dated May 28, 2019 in the principal
amount of $185,000.00, default having occurred under the
terms thereof, and following the mailing and recordation of a
Deed of Appointment of Substitute Trustee removing Daniel
Huertas as trustee and appointing Russell S. Drazin (�Substitute
Trustee�) as successor trustee, an Affidavit of Non-Residential
Mortgage Foreclosure, and a Notice of Foreclosure Sale of Real
Property or Condominium Unit, at the request of the current
noteholder, Substitute Trustee will sell at public auction at
the office of Harvey West Auctioneers, Inc., 5335 Wisconsin
Avenue, NW, Suite 440, Washington, DC 20015, (Please Note:
In the event that the office building at 5335 Wisconsin
Ave. NW is closed, all scheduled Washington, DC sales will
take place at the front entrance door of the Chevy Chase
Pavilion) on

NOVEMBER 16, 2021 AT 2:00 PM
ALL THAT LOT OF GROUND AND THE IMPROVEMENTS
THEREON (if any) situated in the City of Washington, District
of Columbia, known as 4149 Parkglen Court, NW, Washington,
DC 20007, and more fully described in the Deed of Trust.
The property will be sold in an �AS IS� condition, with no
warranty of any kind, and subject to conditions, restrictions,
agreements, liens, and encumbrances of record affecting the
same � except those encumbrances of record that are extin-
guished by operation of District of Columbia law by virtue
of the foreclosure of the Deed of Trust. Without limitation,
the property will be sold subject to that certain Deed of
Trust, Security Agreement and Assignment of Leases and
Rents dated April 14, 2017 and recorded on April 19, 2017
as Instrument No. 2017042833, from 4149 Parkglen, LLC,
as grantor, to T.D. Service Company, as trustee, for the
benefit of Velocity Commercial Capital, LLC, as beneficiary,
securing an indebtedness in the original principal amount of
$1,250,000.00.
Purchaser will take title to the property subject to all taxes, water
and sewer charges, and other utility charges, if any. Purchaser
assumes the risk of loss or damage to the property from the
date of sale forward. Purchaser shall be responsible for obtaining
physical possession of the property.
TERMS OF SALE: A deposit of $25,000.00 by cashier�s
check will be required of purchaser at the time and place
of sale. Purchaser shall settle within thirty (30) days of sale.
TIME SHALL BE OF THE ESSENCE WITH RESPECT TO
SETTLEMENT BY PURCHASER. Balance of the purchase price
to be paid in cash or certified funds at settlement. Interest to be
paid on the unpaid purchase money from the date of sale to the
date of settlement at the applicable interest rate set forth in the
debt instrument secured by the Deed of Trust. Purchaser shall
be responsible for payment of all settlement costs.
The noteholder and its affiliates, if a bidder, shall not be required
to post a deposit or to pay interest.
In the event that purchaser does not settle as required for any
reason, purchaser shall be in default. Upon such default, the
deposit shall be forfeited to Substitute Trustee and all of the
expenses of this sale (including legal fees and costs, and full
commission on the gross sale price) shall be charged against and
paid out of the forfeited deposit. Substitute Trustee may resell
the property at the risk and expense of the defaulting purchaser.
The defaulting purchaser shall not be entitled to any surplus
proceeds or profits resulting from any resale of the property.
Defaulting purchaser shall be liable to Substitute Trustee for
legal fees and costs incurred by Substitute Trustee in connection
with such default.
If Substitute Trustee is unable to settle as set forth herein,
purchaser�s sole remedy at law and in equity shall be limited to a
refund of the deposit and the sale shall be considered null and
void and of no effect whatsoever.
Substitute Trustee reserves the right, in Substitute Trustee�s sole
discretion, to reject any and all bids, to withdraw the property
from sale at any time before or at the auction, to extend the
time to receive bids, to waive or modify the deposit requirement,
to waive or modify the requirement that interest be paid on the
unpaid purchase money, and/or to extend the period of time for
settlement.
Additional terms may be announced at the sale. The successful
bidder will be required to execute and deliver to Substitute
Trustee a memorandum or contract of the sale at the conclusion
of bidding.

Russell S. Drazin, Substitute Trustee
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Design Public Hearing
Advertisement

Route 234 Brentsville Road Interchange & Limited
Access Control Change

VDOT Project UPC: 118626 0234-076-323, PE101,
RW201, C501

PrinceWilliam County

In-Person and Virtual
Wednesday, December 8, 2021

6:00 p.m. - 7:30 p.m.
Lake Jackson Fire House

11310 Coles Dr., Manassas,VA 20112

The Prince William County Department of Transportation will conduct
a Design Public Hearing for the Route 234 Brentsville Road Interchange
Project (Project)

The Design Public Hearing will be held at the Lake Jackson Fire
House at 6:00 p.m. on December 8, 2021 and can be also viewed
live through the link posted on the Prince William County Department
of Transportation website at: https://www.pwcva.gov/depart-
ment/transportation/current-road-projects. The Project team will
make a short presentation beginning at 6:30 p.m. and answer
questions for the duration of the meeting.

The purpose of the public hearing is to receive public comments
on the design of the Route 234 Brentsville Road Interchange
Project and associated Limited Access Control Changes in the Coles
Magisterial District. This Project will involve a change and break in
Limited Access Control.

Preview the Project information and Design Public Hearing plans
including the environmental documentation on the Prince William
County Department of Transportation website at
https://www.pwcva.gov/department/transportation/current-road-
projects.

Deadline to submit comments is December 18, 2021. The public
may provide written or verbal comments at the Design Public
Hearings, mail them to Ms. Mary Ankers, P.E., Project Manager, at
the Prince William County Department of Transportation, 5 County
Complex, Suite 290, Prince William, VA 22192, or email them to
mankers@pwcgov.org. Please reference “Route 234 Brentsville Road
Interchange Project PH Comments” in the subject heading.

Prince William County ensures nondiscrimination in all programs and
activities in accordance with Title VI and Title VII of the Civil Rights Act
of 1964. For information call 703-792-4228 or TDD 703-792-5223.

Accessibility to Persons with Disabilities: The Design Public Hearing is
being held at a public facility accessible to persons with disabilities.
If you need more information or special assistance for persons
with disabilities or limited English proficiency, please contact Mary
Ankers at the Prince William County Department of Transportation at
(703) 792-4228 or email mankers@pwcgov.org no later than Friday,
December 3, 2021.
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ALEX COOPERAUCTIONEERS, INC.
4910 Massachusetts Ave., NW, Suite 100

Washington, DC 20016
202-364-0306

WWW.ALEXCOOPER.COM

SALE OF CONDOMINIUM UNIT
3908 Southern Ave., SE, Unit 302,Washington, DC 20020
Pursuant to the Declaration and Bylaws of FAIRFAX VILLAGE
CONDOMINIUM II dated November 11, 1974 and recorded
January 1, 1974 as Instrument No. 7400025603; and by Plat
recorded in Liber 3, Folio 4, and in accordance with Public Law
90-566 and D.C. Code 42-1903.13 (as amended), notice filed
October 28, 2021, we shall sell at public auction on December
9, 2021 at 11:02 A.M., at the office of Alex Cooper, 4910
Massachusetts Ave., NW, Suite 100, Washington, DC 20016, the
following premises:
3908 Southern Ave., SE, Unit 302,Washington, DC 20020, which
is Lot 2185 in Square 5672, together with an undivided interest
in the general common elements; and together with any and all
interest in the limited common elements appertaining to said
Condominium Unit as described in the Declaration of FAIRFAX
VILLAGE CONDOMINIUM II,
3908 Southern Ave., SE, Unit 302, Washington, DC 20020 is the
property conveyed to Arnold G. Murray by Deed recorded on
10/7/83 as Instrument No. 8300032838.
TERMS OF SALE: Pursuant to the ruling of the Court of Appeals in
Liu v. US Bank, N.A., the Condominium may not waive its super
priority lien. The above notice has been sent to all lienholders,
and at the time of sale, the Trustee will announce whether the
super-priority lien has been satisfied. If the super priority lien
is satisfied, then the sale will proceed subject to all prior liens,
encumbrances, and/or municipal assessments if any, including
the first deed of trust.
If the super priority lien is not satisfied at that time, then
pursuant to the District of Columbia Code Section 42-1903.13,
the Condominium is foreclosing on six months� worth of
assessments and the related fees and costs. Pursuant to the
ruling of the District of Columbia, Court of Appeals in Chase
Plaza Condominium Association, Inc. v. JPMorgan Chase Bank,
N.A., the sale is NOT subject to the first deed of trust. In that
instance, the Condominium�s lien on which the foreclosure is
proceeding holds a higher priority than the lien created by
the first deed of trust and if the foreclosure sale generates
insufficient proceeds to satisfy any prior liens, the foreclosure
sale will extinguish the lien created by the prior deed of trust.
It is solely the purchaser's responsibility to determine the condo
fees obligations, priority, significance, and effect on auction sale.
The property is sold as-is as to conditions and occupancy. A
deposit of $10,000 will be required at time of sale, such deposit
to be in cash or certified check. All conveyances, recordings,
recordation tax, transfer tax, etc. at purchaser's cost. The
balance of the purchase price, together with interest at the
rate of 10% per annum from date of sale to date of receipt of
the balance of the purchase price, must be paid in cash or by
cashier's or certified check and all other terms to be complied
with within 30 days, otherwise deposit is forfeited and the
property may be re-advertised and re-sold at the discretion of
the Unit Owner's Association and at the risk and cost of the
defaulting purchaser. Association shall convey a deed pursuant
to 42 D.C. Code 1903.13 as amended, and makes no further
representations or warranties as to title. The Association cannot
guarantee clear title or the purchaser's ability to obtain Title
Insurance. For this reason, the purchaser may not be able to
obtain financing and must be able to pay the purchase balance
in any case within 30 days. The 30 day period may be extended
for any reason at the sole discretion of the Association. In
the event of failure on the part of the Association to convey
such deed, purchaser's sole remedy shall be the return of the
deposit.
Brian R. Fellner, FLS,
Attorney for FAIRFAXVILLAGE CONDOMINIUM II,
485 Ritchie Highway, #203-D, Severna Park,MD 21146
bfellner@flslawyer.com; (443) 906-0117
Washington Post Serial #511486
Nov. 29, Dec. 3, 8, 2021 12363686
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NOTICE FOR REQUEST FOR
PROPOSAL

Solicitation #DCAB-2021-Q4-
21FP: Council of the District of
Columbia Lead Plan Assessment.
The Council of the District of
Columbia is seeking the services
of a Contractor to provide an
independent verification and val-
idation assessment of the District
of Columbia Water and Sewer
authority’s (“DC Water”) Lead
Service Line Replacement Plan
(“Plan”).

An electronic copy of the full
Request for Proposal (RFP) can
be found at www.dccouncil.us.

All bids not addressing all areas
as outlined in the RFP will not be
considered.
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IN THE CIRCUIT COURT
FORMONTGOMERY COUNTY

MARYLAND
CARRIE M.WARD, et al.
6003 Executive Blvd, Suite 101
Rockville,MD 20852
Substitute Trustees/Plaintiff(s)
vs.

MYINT BATHAUNG
125 Timberbrook Lane
Unit T2 ARTA Unit T-102
Gaithersburg,MD 20878
Defendant(s)

Case No. 466797V
NOTICE

Notice is hereby given this 16th
day of November, 2021, by the Cir-
cuit Court for Montgomery Coun-
ty, Maryland, that the sale of the
property mentioned in these pro-
ceedings and described as 125
Timberbrook Lane, Unit T2 ARTA
Unit T-102, Gaithersburg, MD
20878, made and reported by the
Substitute Trustee, will be RAT-
IFIED AND CONFIRMED, unless
cause to the contrary thereof be
shown on or before the 16th day
of December 2021, provided a
copy of this NOTICE be inserted
in a daily newspaper printed in
said County, once in each of three
successive weeks before the 16th
day of December, 2021.
The report states the purchase
price at the Foreclosure sale to be
$264,000.00.

Karen A. Bushell
Clerk, Circuit Court for

Montgomery County,Maryland
BWW Law Group
BMW#MD-338610
Nov 22, 29, Dec 6, 2021 12364268
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ALEX COOPERAUCTIONEERS, INC.
4910 MASSACHUSETTS AVENUE, NW SUITE 100

WASHINGTON, DC 20016
202-364-0306

www.alexcooper.com

SUBSTITUTE TRUSTEES' SALE OF A VACANT BRICK SEMI-
DETACHED HOUSE known as 5354 EAST CAPITOL ST, NE WASH-
INGTON, DC 20019
By virtue of a certain Commercial Deed of Trust duly recorded
December 23, 2020 as Instrument No. 2020158610 among the
Land Records of the District of Columbia (the "Land Records")
and in accordance with Public Law 90-566 notice recorded
among the Land Record as Instrument No. 2021144044 a
default having occurred in the payment of the indebtedness
secured thereby and the covenants contained therein, and at
the request of the party secured thereby (the "Noteholder"),
the undersigned Substitute Trustees, will sell, at public auction,
within the office of ALEX COOPER AUCTIONEERS, INC., 4910
MASSACHUSETTS AVENUE, NW SUITE 100, WASHINGTON, D.C.
20016 on

THURSDAY, DECEMBER 2, 2021 at 12:15 pm
All that piece or parcel of land, together with improvements,
rights, privileges and appurtenances to the same belonging,
situate in the District of Columbia, described as follows, to wit:
Lot numbers five (5) in square number fifty two hundred and
forty three (5243) in Capital View Realty Company�s subdivision
of a part of tract of land called �Conclusion� as per plat record in
the office of the Surveyor for the District of Columbia in Liber 79,
folio 5. Subject to the building restriction line as shown on said
plat.
The improvements thereon being know as 5354 East Capitol St,
NEWashington, DC 20019
THE PROPERTY IS IDENTIFIED AS LOT 0005, IN SQUARE 5243 FOR
ASSESSMENTAND TAXATION PURPOSES.
SSL: 5243-0005
TOGETHERWITH any and all buildings, structures, improvements
or appurtenances now erected on the above-described land,
including, without limitation, all equipment, apparatus, machin-
ery and fixtures of any kind or character forming a part of
said buildings, structures, improvements or appurtenances, and
any furniture, furnishings, equipment, machinery and other
personal property owned and located in, upon or about the
above-described land and any buildings thereon all as more
particularly described in the aforesaid Deed of Trust (the
"Property").
TERMS OF SALE: ALL CASH. The Property will be offered as an
entirety only. The bid which yields the highest price for the
Property will be accepted by the Substitute Trustees (unless the
sale is postponed or cancelled) and all bids will be provisional
until acceptance. Notwithstanding the foregoing, the Substitute
Trustees absolutely reserve the right to postpone the sale and/or
cancel the sale at any time until the auctioneer announces that
the Property is "sold" and the deposit in the required amount
and form is received by the Substitute Trustees. A deposit in
the amount of $25,000 will be required at the time of sale. Such
deposit must be by cashier's check or certified check or in such
other form as the Substitute Trustees may determine in their
sole discretion. The Noteholder secured by the Deed of Trust (or
any related party) shall be exempted by the Substitute Trustees
from submitting any bidding deposit. The Substitute Trustees
will, as a condition of the sale, require all potential bidders
except the Noteholder to show their deposit before any bidding
begins.The retained deposit of the successful purchaser shall be
applied, without interest, to the successful purchaser's credit at
settlement, provided, however, that in the event the successful
purchaser fails to consummate the purchase in accordance
with the terms of sale as herein provided, such deposit, at the
option of the Substitute Trustees, will be forfeited. The terms
of sale must be complied with and settlement consummated
thereon within 30 days from day of sale unless extended at
the sole discretion of the Substitute Trustees. TIME IS OF THE
ESSENCE. The balance of the purchase price over and above
the retained deposit, with interest thereon at the note rate then
being charged from the date of sale through the date of receipt
of the balance of the purchase price, will be due at settlement
in certified funds; and if not so paid, the Substitute Trustees
reserve the right to retain the deposit and resell the Property
at the risk and cost of the defaulting purchaser, after such
advertisement and on such terms as the Substitute Trustees
may deem proper, and to avail themselves and the Noteholder
of any legal or equitable rights against the defaulting purchaser.
The Property is sold subject to the rights, if any, of parties
in possession, if such rights have priority over the Deed of
Trust, and to any and all covenants, conditions, restrictions,
easements, liens, rights of way, and limitations of record. The
Property will be sold "WHERE IS" and in "AS IS" condition
without any warranty as to condition, express or implied, and
without any representation or warranty as to the accuracy
of the information furnished to prospective bidders by the
Substitute Trustees or any other party and without any other
representations or warranty of any nature. Without limiting
the generality of the foregoing, the Property will be sold
without representation or warranty as to (i) title to the Property,
(ii) the nature, condition, structural integrity, or fitness for
a particular use of any improvements, fixtures or personal
property included within the Property, (iii) the environmental
condition of the Property or the compliance of the Property with
federal, state and local laws and regulations concerning the
presence or disposal of hazardous substances, (iv) compliance
of the Property with the Americans with Disabilities Act or any
similar law, or (v) compliance of the Property with any zoning
laws or ordinances and any and all applicable safety codes,
and acceptance of the Deed to the Property by the successful
purchaser shall constitute a waiver of any claims against the
Substitute Trustees or the Noteholder concerning any of the
foregoing matters. The successful purchaser recognizes that
any investigation, examination or inspection of the Property is
within the control of the owner or other parties in possession
of the Property and not within the control of the Substitute
Trustees or the Noteholder.
Conveyance shall be by Substitute Trustees� Deed, without
covenant or warranty, express or implied. The risk of loss or
damage by fire or other casualty to the Property from and after
the date of sale will be upon the successful purchaser. Sold
subject to all taxes, ground rents, public charges, assessments,
sewer, water, drainage and other public improvements whether
assessments have been levied or not, whether incurred prior
to or after the sale and all of the foregoing shall be assumed
and paid by purchaser. The Noteholder and Substitute Trustees
assume no liability for fuel, gas, electricity, utilities and other
operating charges accrued before or after the sale and all
such charges shall be the sole responsibility of the purchaser
from the date of sale. All costs incident to the settlement
and conveyancing including, without limitation, examination
of title, conveyancing, all recordation taxes and charges, all
transfer taxes and charges, title insurance premiums, notary
fees, settlement fees and all other costs incident to settlement
shall be at the cost of the successful purchaser. If the Substitute
Trustees cannot convey title, the purchaser's sole remedy is a
return of deposit. Upon a return of the deposit, this sale shall
be void and of no effect and the purchaser shall have no further
claim against the Selling Parties. Further particulars may be
announced at the time of sale. For further information, please
contact Jung Kim, Esq at 202-900-8595.
Jung Kim, Esq.
Frances C.Wilburn, Esq.
Substitute Trustees
Washington Post Serial #511437
Nov. 22, 24, 26, 29, Dec. 1 12363101

Montgomery County850

IN THE CIRCUIT COURT
FORMONTGOMERY COUNTY

MARYLAND
CARRIE M.WARD, et al.
6003 Executive Blvd, Suite 101
Rockville,MD 20852
Substitute Trustees/Plaintiff(s)
vs.

SCOTT A.WEBBER
KAMLA B DEONAUTH
8803 Seven locks Road
IRTA 8713 Seven Locks Road
Bethesda,MD 20817
Defendant(s)

Case No. 465223V
NOTICE

Notice is hereby given this 22nd
day of November, 2021, by the Cir-
cuit Court for Montgomery Coun-
ty, Maryland, that the sale of the
property mentioned in these pro-
ceedings and described as 8803
Seven Locks Road, IRTA 8713
Seven locks Road, Bethesda, MD
20817, made and reported by the
Substitute Trustee, will be RAT-
IFIED AND CONFIRMED, unless
cause to the contrary thereof be
shown on or before the 22nd day
of December 2021, provided a
copy of this NOTICE be inserted
in a daily newspaper printed in
said County, once in each of three
successive weeks before the 22nd
day of December, 2021.
The report states the purchase
price at the Foreclosure sale to be
$1,000,000.00.

Karen A. Bushell
Clerk, Circuit Court for

Montgomery County,Maryland
BWW Law Group
BMW#MD-336278
Nov 29, Dec 6, 13, 2021 12365264

IN THE CIRCUIT COURT
FORMONTGOMERY COUNTY

MARYLAND
CARRIE M.WARD, et al.
6003 Executive Blvd, Suite 101
Rockville,MD 20852
Substitute Trustees/Plaintiff(s)
vs.

DAMON COOPER
LISA LUCY COOPER
23600 Bennett Chase Drive
Clarksburg,MD 20871
Defendant(s)

Case No. 451231V
NOTICE

Notice is hereby given this 16th
day of November, 2021, by the Cir-
cuit Court for Montgomery Coun-
ty, Maryland, that the sale of the
property mentioned in these pro-
ceedings and described as 23600
Bennett Chase Drive, Clarksburg,
MD 20871, made and reported
by the Substitute Trustee, will be
RATIFIEDAND CONFIRMED, unless
cause to the contrary thereof be
shown on or before the 16th day
of December 2021, provided a
copy of this NOTICE be inserted
in a daily newspaper printed in
said County, once in each of three
successive weeks before the 16th
day of December, 2021.
The report states the purchase
price at the Foreclosure sale to be
$500,000.00.

Karen A. Bushell
Clerk, Circuit Court for

Montgomery County,Maryland
BWW Law Group
BMW#MD-309309
Nov 22, 29, Dec 6, 2021 12364267
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IN THE CIRCUIT COURT
FORMONTGOMERY COUNTY

MARYLAND
DIANE S. ROSENBERG
MARK D.MEYER
MAURICE OBRIEN
BRADLEY HARRIS
Rosenberg &Associates, LLC
4340 EastWest Highway
Suite 600
Bethesda,MD 20814

Substitute Trustees
Plaintiff(s)

v.

Estate of V. Nancy Lynch, Trustee of
the Lynch-Fineran Family Trust
a/k/a V Nancy Fineran
Edward S Fineran, Trustee of the
Lynch-Fineran Family Trust
10650 Chisholm Landing Terrace
North Potomac,MD 20878
Defendant(s)

Case No. 485795V
NOTICE

Notice is hereby given this 23rd
day of November, 2021, by the Cir-
cuit Court for Montgomery Coun-
ty, Maryland, that the sale of
10650 Chisholm Landing Terrace,
North Potomac, MD 20878, made
and reported, will be ratified and
confirmed, unless cause to the
contrary thereof be shown on or
before the 23rd day of Decem-
ber 2021, provided a copy of this
notice be inserted in a daily news-
paper printed in said County, once
in each of three successive weeks
before the 23rd day of December,
2021. The Report of Sale states
the amount of the foreclosure
sale price to be $421,000.00.

Karen A. Bushell
Clerk of the Circuit Court
for Montgomery County

Nov 29, Dec 6, 13, 2021 12365283
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ALEX COOPERAUCTIONEERS, INC.
4910 Massachusetts Ave., NW, Suite 100

Washington, DC 20016
202-364-0306

WWW.ALEXCOOPER.COM

SALE OF CONDOMINIUM UNIT � GARAGE UNIT ONLY
2027 38th Street, SE, Unit G-14,Washington, DC 20020
Pursuant to the Declaration and Bylaws of FAIRFAX VILLAGE
CONDOMINIUM IX dated April 16, 1978 and recorded January
1, 1978 as Instrument No. 7800012659; and by Plat recorded in
Liber 21, Folio 11, and in accordance with Public Law 90-566
and D.C. Code 42-1903.13 (as amended), notice filed October
28, 2021, we shall sell at public auction on December 9, 2021
at 11:04 A.M., at the office of Alex Cooper, 4910 Massachusetts
Ave., NW, Suite 100, Washington, DC 20016, the following
premises:
2027 38th Street, SE, Unit G-14, Washington, DC 20020, which
is Lot 2021 in Square 5670, together with an undivided interest
in the general common elements; and together with any and
all interest in the limited common elements appertaining to
said Condominium Unit as described in the said Declaration of
FAIRFAXVILLAGE CONDOMINIUM IX,
2027 38th Street, SE, Unit G-14, Washington, DC 20020 is the
property conveyed to Cynthia V. Banks by Deed recorded on
3/24/16 as Instrument No. 2016028799; this is a garage unit
ONLY.
TERMS OF SALE: Pursuant to the ruling of the Court of Appeals in
Liu v. US Bank, N.A., the Condominium may not waive its super
priority lien. The above notice has been sent to all lienholders,
and at the time of sale, the Trustee will announce whether the
super-priority lien has been satisfied. If the super priority lien
is satisfied, then the sale will proceed subject to all prior liens,
encumbrances, and/or municipal assessments if any, including
the first deed of trust.
If the super priority lien is not satisfied at that time, then
pursuant to the District of Columbia Code Section 42-1903.13,
the Condominium is foreclosing on six months� worth of
assessments and the related fees and costs. Pursuant to the
ruling of the District of Columbia, Court of Appeals in Chase
Plaza Condominium Association, Inc. v. JPMorgan Chase Bank,
N.A., the sale is NOT subject to the first deed of trust. The
Condominium�s lien on which the foreclosure is proceeding
holds a higher priority than the lien created by the first deed of
trust and if the foreclosure sale generates insufficient proceeds
to satisfy any prior liens, the foreclosure sale will extinguish the
lien created by the prior deeds of trust.
It is solely the purchaser's responsibility to determine the condo
fees obligations, priority, significance, and effect on auction
sale. The property is sold as-is as to conditions and occupancy.
A deposit of $5,000.00 will be required at time of sale, such
deposit to be in cash or certified check. All conveyances,
recordings, recordation tax, transfer tax, etc. at purchaser's
cost. The balance of the purchase price, together with interest
at the rate of 10% per annum from date of sale to date of
receipt of the balance of the purchase price, must be paid in
cash or by cashier's or certified check and all other terms to be
complied with within 30 days, otherwise deposit is forfeited and
the property may be re-advertised and re-sold at the discretion
of the Unit Owner's Association and at the risk and cost of the
defaulting purchaser. Association shall convey a deed pursuant
to 42 D.C. Code 1903.13 as amended, and makes no further
representations or warranties as to title. The Association cannot
guarantee clear title or the purchaser's ability to obtain Title
Insurance. For this reason, the purchaser may not be able to
obtain financing and must be able to pay the purchase balance
in any case within 30 days. The 30 day period may be extended
for any reason at the sole discretion of the Association. In
the event of failure on the part of the Association to convey
such deed, purchaser's sole remedy shall be the return of the
deposit.
Brian R. Fellner, FLS,
Attorney for FAIRFAXVILLAGE CONDOMINIUM IX,
485 Ritchie Highway, #203-D, Severna Park,MD 21146
bfellner@flslawyer.com; (443) 906-0117
Washington Post Serial #511487
Nov. 29, Dec. 3, 8, 2021 12363687

ALEX COOPERAUCTIONEERS, INC.
4910 Massachusetts Ave., NW, Suite 100

Washington, DC 20016
202-364-0306

WWW.ALEXCOOPER.COM

SALE OF CONDOMINIUM UNIT
3810 V Street, SE, Unit 301,Washington, DC 20020
Pursuant to District of Columbia Condominium Act of 1976,
Section 313 (as amended) and by the Declaration of FAIRFAX
VILLAGE CONDOMINIUM VII recorded as Instrument No.
7700016283; and the Bylaws of FAIRFAX VILLAGE CONDO-
MINIUM VII recorded as Instrument No. 7700016283 with the
Recorder of Deeds of the District of Columbia, and in accordance
with Public Law 90-566 and D.C. Code 42-1903.13 (as amended),
notice filed October 28, 2021, we shall sell at public auction
on December 9, 2021 at 11:00 A.M., at the office of Alex
Cooper, 4910 Massachusetts Ave., NW, Suite 100, Washington,
DC 20016, the following premises:
3810 V Street, SE, Unit 301, Washington, DC 20020, which is
Lot 2222 in Square 5673, together with an undivided interest
in the general common elements; and together with any and
all interest in the limited common elements appertaining to
said Condominium Unit as described in the said Declaration of
FAIRFAXVILLAGE CONDOMINIUMVII,
3810 V Street, SE, Unit 301, Washington, DC 20020 is the
property conveyed to Irving Barnes by Deed recorded on
8/17/09 as Instrument No. 2009090602.
TERMS OF SALE: Pursuant to the ruling of the Court of Appeals in
Liu v. US Bank, N.A., the Condominium may not waive its super
priority lien. The above notice has been sent to all lienholders,
and at the time of sale, the Trustee will announce whether the
super-priority lien has been satisfied. If the super priority lien
is satisfied, then the sale will proceed subject to all prior liens,
encumbrances, and/or municipal assessments if any, including
the first deed of trust.
If the super priority lien is not satisfied at that time, then
pursuant to the District of Columbia Code Section 42-1903.13,
the Condominium is foreclosing on six months� worth of
assessments and the related fees and costs. Pursuant to the
ruling of the District of Columbia, Court of Appeals in Chase
Plaza Condominium Association, Inc. v. JPMorgan Chase Bank,
N.A., the sale is NOT subject to the first deed of trust. The
Condominium�s lien on which the foreclosure is proceeding
holds a higher priority than the lien created by the first deed of
trust and if the foreclosure sale generates insufficient proceeds
to satisfy any prior liens, the foreclosure sale will extinguish the
lien created by the prior deeds of trust.
It is solely the purchaser's responsibility to determine the condo
fees obligations, priority, significance, and effect on auction sale.
The property is sold as-is as to conditions and occupancy. A
deposit of $10,000 will be required at time of sale, such deposit
to be in cash or certified check. All conveyances, recordings,
recordation tax, transfer tax, etc. at purchaser's cost. The
balance of the purchase price, together with interest at the
rate of 10% per annum from date of sale to date of receipt of
the balance of the purchase price, must be paid in cash or by
cashier's or certified check and all other terms to be complied
with within 30 days, otherwise deposit is forfeited and the
property may be re-advertised and re-sold at the discretion of
the Unit Owner's Association and at the risk and cost of the
defaulting purchaser. Association shall convey a deed pursuant
to 42 D.C. Code 1903.13 as amended, and makes no further
representations or warranties as to title. The Association cannot
guarantee clear title or the purchaser's ability to obtain Title
Insurance. For this reason, the purchaser may not be able to
obtain financing and must be able to pay the purchase balance
in any case within 30 days. The 30 day period may be extended
for any reason at the sole discretion of the Association. In
the event of failure on the part of the Association to convey
such deed, purchaser's sole remedy shall be the return of the
deposit.
Brian R. Fellner, FLS,
Attorney for FAIRFAXVILLAGE CONDOMINIUMVII,
485 Ritchie Highway, #203-D, Severna Park,MD 21146
bfellner@flslawyer.com; (443) 906-0117;
Washington Post Serial #511482
Nov. 29, Dec. 3, 8, 2021 12363684

Montgomery County850

IN THE CIRCUIT COURT
FORMONTGOMERY COUNTY

MARYLAND
CARRIE M.WARD, et al.
6003 Executive Blvd, Suite 101
Rockville,MD 20852
Substitute Trustees/Plaintiff(s)
vs.

KENDRA TALIAFERRO
JOAN LAWRENCE
9103 EmoryWoods Terrace
Gaithersburg,MD 20877
Defendant(s)

Case No. 473318V
NOTICE

Notice is hereby given this 23rd
day of November, 2021, by the Cir-
cuit Court for Montgomery Coun-
ty, Maryland, that the sale of the
property mentioned in these pro-
ceedings and described as 9103
Emory Woods Terrace, Gaithers-
burg,MD 20877, made and report-
ed by the Substitute Trustee, will
be RATIFIED AND CONFIRMED,
unless cause to the contrary
thereof be shown on or before
the 23rd day of December 2021,
provided a copy of this NOTICE
be inserted in a daily newspaper
printed in said County, once in
each of three successive weeks
before the 23rd day of December,
2021.
The report states the purchase
price at the Foreclosure sale to be
$479,000.00.

Karen A. Bushell
Clerk, Circuit Court for

Montgomery County,Maryland
BWW Law Group
BMW#MD-205408
Nov 29, Dec 6, 13, 2021 12365269
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IN THE CIRCUIT COURT
FORMONTGOMERY COUNTY

MARYLAND
DIANE S. ROSENBERG
MARK D.MEYER
MAURICE OBRIEN
BRADLEY HARRIS
Rosenberg &Associates, LLC
4340 EastWest Highway
Suite 600
Bethesda,MD 20814

Substitute Trustees
Plaintiff(s)

v.

Myra R. Scheer
11816 Eton Manor Drive, Unit 102
Germantown,MD 20876
Defendant(s)

Case No. 455763V
NOTICE

Notice is hereby given this 18th
day of November, 2021, by the Cir-
cuit Court for Montgomery Coun-
ty, Maryland, that the sale of
11816 Eton Manor Drive, Unit 102
Germantown, MD 20876, made
and reported, will be ratified and
confirmed, unless cause to the
contrary thereof be shown on or
before the 20th day of Decem-
ber 2021, provided a copy of this
notice be inserted in a daily news-
paper printed in said County, once
in each of three successive weeks
before the 20th day of December,
2021. The Report of Sale states
the amount of the foreclosure
sale price to be $260,000.00.

Karen A. Bushell
Clerk of the Circuit Court
for Montgomery County

Nov 22, 29, Dec 6, 2021 12364753
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ALEX COOPERAUCTIONEERS, INC.
4910 Massachusetts Ave., NW, Suite 100

Washington, DC 20016
202-364-0306

WWW.ALEXCOOPER.COM

SALE OF CONDOMINIUM UNIT
2014 37th Street, SE, Unit B,Washington, DC 20020
Pursuant to the Declaration and Bylaws of FAIRFAX VILLAGE
CONDOMINIUM IX dated April 16, 1978 and recorded January
1, 1978 as Instrument No. 7800012659; and by Plat recorded in
Liber 21, Folio 11, and in accordance with Public Law 90-566
and D.C. Code 42-1903.13 (as amended), notice filed October
28, 2021, we shall sell at public auction on December 9, 2021
at 11:06 A.M., at the office of Alex Cooper, 4910 Massachusetts
Ave., NW, Suite 100, Washington, DC 20016, the following
premises:
2014 37th Street, SE, Unit B, Washington, DC 20020, which is
Lot 2151 in Square 5670, together with an undivided interest
in the general common elements; and together with any and
all interest in the limited common elements appertaining to
said Condominium Unit as described in the said Declaration of
FAIRFAXVILLAGE CONDOMINIUM IX,
2014 37th Street, SE, Unit B, Washington, DC 20020 is the
property conveyed to Arlene D. Reid by Deed recorded on
7/16/87 as Instrument No. 8700037771.
TERMS OF SALE: Pursuant to the ruling of the Court of Appeals in
Liu v. US Bank, N.A., the Condominium may not waive its super
priority lien. The above notice has been sent to all lienholders,
and at the time of sale, the Trustee will announce whether the
super-priority lien has been satisfied. If the super priority lien
is satisfied, then the sale will proceed subject to all prior liens,
encumbrances, and/or municipal assessments if any, including
the first deed of trust.
If the super priority lien is not satisfied at that time, then
pursuant to the District of Columbia Code Section 42-1903.13,
the Condominium is foreclosing on six months� worth of
assessments and the related fees and costs. Pursuant to the
ruling of the District of Columbia, Court of Appeals in Chase
Plaza Condominium Association, Inc. v. JPMorgan Chase Bank,
N.A., the sale is NOT subject to the first deed of trust. If the
sale proceeds without the super priority lien being satisfied,
the Condominium�s lien on which the foreclosure is proceeding
holds a higher priority than the lien created by the first deed of
trust and if the foreclosure sale generates insufficient proceeds
to satisfy any prior liens, the foreclosure sale will extinguish the
lien created by the prior deed of trust.
It is solely the purchaser's responsibility to determine the condo
fees obligations, priority, significance, and effect on auction sale.
The property is sold as-is as to conditions and occupancy. A
deposit of $10,000 will be required at time of sale, such deposit
to be in cash or certified check. All conveyances, recordings,
recordation tax, transfer tax, etc. at purchaser's cost. The
balance of the purchase price, together with interest at the
rate of 10% per annum from date of sale to date of receipt of
the balance of the purchase price, must be paid in cash or by
cashier's or certified check and all other terms to be complied
with within 30 days, otherwise deposit is forfeited and the
property may be re-advertised and re-sold at the discretion of
the Unit Owner's Association and at the risk and cost of the
defaulting purchaser. Association shall convey a deed pursuant
to 42 D.C. Code 1903.13 as amended, and makes no further
representations or warranties as to title. The Association cannot
guarantee clear title or the purchaser's ability to obtain Title
Insurance. For this reason, the purchaser may not be able to
obtain financing and must be able to pay the purchase balance
in any case within 30 days. The 30 day period may be extended
for any reason at the sole discretion of the Association. In
the event of failure on the part of the Association to convey
such deed, purchaser's sole remedy shall be the return of the
deposit.
Brian R. Fellner, FLS,
Attorney for FAIRFAXVILLAGE CONDOMINIUM IX,
485 Ritchie Highway, #203-D, Severna Park,MD 21146
bfellner@flslawyer.com; (443) 906-0117
Washington Post Serial #511488
Nov. 29, Dec. 3, 8, 2021 12363689

NOVEMBER 29, DECEMBER 6, 13, 20, 2021 12364843

SUBSTITUTE TRUSTEE SALE
OF REAL PROPERTY

3607 14TH STREET NW
WASHINGTON DC 20010
Lot 0086 in Square 2827

Under a power of sale contained in a certain Deed of Trust (�Deed
of Trust�) dated March 20, 2019 and recorded on April 4, 2019
as Instrument No. 2019034280 from SC Real Estate, LLC
as grantor, to Daniel Huertas, as trustee, securing that certain
Deed of Trust Note dated March 20, 2019 in the principal
amount of $280,000.00, default having occurred under the
terms thereof, and following the mailing and recordation of a
Deed of Appointment of Substitute Trustee removing Daniel
Huertas as trustee and appointing Maurice VerStandig (�Substi-
tute Trustee�) as successor trustee, at the request of the current
noteholder, Substitute Trustee will sell at public auction at
the office of Harvey West Auctioneers, Inc., 5335 Wisconsin
Avenue, NW, Suite 440, Washington, DC 20015, ( Please Note:
In the event that the office building at 5335 Wisconsin Ave. NW
is closed, all scheduled Washington, DC sales will take place
at the front entrance door of the Chevy Chase Pavilion ) on

DECEMBER 28, 2019 AT 2:00 PM
ALL THAT LOT OF GROUND AND THE IMPROVEMENTS
THEREON (if any) situated in the City of Washington, District of
Columbia, known as 3607 14TH STREET NW, WASHINGTON
DC 20010, and more fully described in the Deed of Trust.
The property will be sold in an �AS IS� condition, with no
warranty of any kind, and subject to conditions, restrictions,
agreements, liens, and encumbrances of record affecting the
same�except those encumbrances of record that are extin-
guished by operation of District of Columbia law by virtue of
the foreclosure of the Deed of Trust. Purchaser will take title
to the property subject to all taxes, water and sewer charges,
and other utility charges, if any. Purchaser assumes the risk of
loss or damage to the property from the date of sale forward.
Purchaser shall be responsible for obtaining physical possession
of the property.
TERMS OF SALE: A deposit of $30,000.00 by cashier�s
check will be required of purchaser at the time and place
of sale. Purchaser shall settle within thirty (30) days of sale.
TIME SHALL BE OF THE ESSENCE WITH RESPECT TO
SETTLEMENT BY PURCHASER. Balance of the purchase price
to be paid in cash or certified funds at settlement. Interest to be
paid on the unpaid purchase money from the date of sale to the
date of settlement at the applicable interest rate set forth in the
debt instrument secured by the Deed of Trust. Purchaser shall
be responsible for payment of all settlement costs.

The noteholder and its affiliates, if a bidder, shall not be required
to post a deposit or to pay interest.

In the event that purchaser does not settle as required for any
reason, purchaser shall be in default. Upon such default, the
deposit shall be forfeited to Substitute Trustee and all of the
expenses of this sale (including legal fees and costs, and full
commission on the gross sale price) shall be charged against and
paid out of the forfeited deposit. Substitute Trustee may resell
the property at the risk and expense of the defaulting purchaser.
The defaulting purchaser shall not be entitled to any surplus
proceeds or profits resulting from any resale of the property.
Defaulting purchaser shall be liable to Substitute Trustee for
legal fees and costs incurred by Substitute Trustee in connection
with such default.

If Substitute Trustee is unable to settle as set forth herein,
purchaser�s sole remedy at law and in equity shall be limited to a
refund of the deposit and the sale shall be considered null and
void and of no effect whatsoever.
Substitute Trustee reserves the right, in Substitute Trustee�s sole
discretion, to reject any and all bids, to withdraw the property
from sale at any time before or at the auction, to extend the
time to receive bids, to waive or modify the deposit requirement,
to waive or modify the requirement that interest be paid on the
unpaid purchase money, and/or to extend the period of time for
settlement.
Additional terms may be announced at the sale. The successful
bidder will be required to execute and deliver to Substitute
Trustee a memorandum or contract of the sale at the conclusion
of bidding.

Maurice VerStandig, Substitute Trustee

Montgomery County850
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Trustees Sale - DC840

ALEX COOPERAUCTIONEERS, INC.
4910 Massachusetts Ave., NW, Suite 100

Washington, DC 20016
202-364-0306

WWW.ALEXCOOPER.COM

SALE OF CONDOMINIUM UNIT
2000 37th Street, SE, Unit 202,Washington, DC 20020
Pursuant to the Declaration and Bylaws of FAIRFAX VILLAGE
CONDOMINIUM IX dated April 16, 1978 and recorded January
1, 1978 as Instrument No. 7800012659; and by Plat recorded in
Liber 21, Folio 11, and in accordance with Public Law 90-566
and D.C. Code 42-1903.13 (as amended), notice filed October
28, 2021, we shall sell at public auction on December 9, 2021
at 11:08 A.M., at the office of Alex Cooper, 4910 Massachusetts
Ave., NW, Suite 100, Washington, DC 20016, the following
premises:
2000 37th Street, SE, Unit 202, Washington, DC 20020, which
is Lot 2021 in Square 5670, together with an undivided interest
in the general common elements; and together with any and
all interest in the limited common elements appertaining to
said Condominium Unit as described in the said Declaration of
FAIRFAXVILLAGE CONDOMINIUM IX,
2000 37th Street, SE, Unit 202, Washington, DC 20020 is the
property conveyed to Gilbert E. Young by Deed recorded on
2/12/14 as Instrument No. 2014013693.
TERMS OF SALE: Pursuant to the ruling of the Court of Appeals in
Liu v. US Bank, N.A., the Condominium may not waive its super
priority lien. The above notice has been sent to all lienholders,
and at the time of sale, the Trustee will announce whether the
super-priority lien has been satisfied. If the super priority lien
is satisfied, then the sale will proceed subject to all prior liens,
encumbrances, and/or municipal assessments if any, including
the first deed of trust.
If the super priority lien is not satisfied at that time, then
pursuant to the District of Columbia Code Section 42-1903.13,
the Condominium is foreclosing on six months� worth of
assessments and the related fees and costs. Pursuant to the
ruling of the District of Columbia, Court of Appeals in Chase
Plaza Condominium Association, Inc. v. JPMorgan Chase Bank,
N.A., the sale is NOT subject to the first deed of trust. The
Condominium�s lien on which the foreclosure is proceeding
holds a higher priority than the lien created by the first deed of
trust and if the foreclosure sale generates insufficient proceeds
to satisfy any prior liens, the foreclosure sale will extinguish the
lien created by the prior deeds of trust.
It is solely the purchaser's responsibility to determine the condo
fees obligations, priority, significance, and effect on auction sale.
The property is sold as-is as to conditions and occupancy. A
deposit of $10,000 will be required at time of sale, such deposit
to be in cash or certified check. All conveyances, recordings,
recordation tax, transfer tax, etc. at purchaser's cost. The
balance of the purchase price, together with interest at the
rate of 10% per annum from date of sale to date of receipt of
the balance of the purchase price, must be paid in cash or by
cashier's or certified check and all other terms to be complied
with within 30 days, otherwise deposit is forfeited and the
property may be re-advertised and re-sold at the discretion of
the Unit Owner's Association and at the risk and cost of the
defaulting purchaser. Association shall convey a deed pursuant
to 42 D.C. Code 1903.13 as amended, and makes no further
representations or warranties as to title. The Association cannot
guarantee clear title or the purchaser's ability to obtain Title
Insurance. For this reason, the purchaser may not be able to
obtain financing and must be able to pay the purchase balance
in any case within 30 days. The 30 day period may be extended
for any reason at the sole discretion of the Association. In
the event of failure on the part of the Association to convey
such deed, purchaser's sole remedy shall be the return of the
deposit.
Brian R. Fellner, FLS,
Attorney for FAIRFAXVILLAGE CONDOMINIUM IX,
485 Ritchie Highway, #203-D, Severna Park,MD 21146
bfellner@flslawyer.com; (443) 906-0117
Washington Post Serial #511489
Nov. 29, Dec. 3, 8, 2021 12363690

Montgomery County850

www.hwestauctions.com
NOVEMBER 29, DECEMBER 6, 13, 2021 12362994

MCMICHAEL TAYLOR GRAY, LLC
11900 Parklawn Drive, Suite 320
Rockville, Maryland 20852

(470) 289-4347
TRUSTEE'S SALE

23616 Rolling Fork Way
Gaithersburg, MD 20882

Under a power of sale contained in a certain Deed of Trust dated
April 11, 2006 and recorded in Deed Book 32374 at Page 710
among the Land Records of Montgomery County, Maryland,
default having occurred under the terms thereof, the Substitute
Trustees will sell at public auction at the Montgomery County
Courthouse located at, 50 Maryland Avenue, Rockville, MD, on

December 15, 2021 AT 1:30 PM
ALL THAT FEE SIMPLE LOT OF GROUND, together with the
buildings and improvements thereon situated in Montgomery
County, Maryland, located at the above address and more fully
described in the aforementioned Deed of Trust (the �Property�).
TAX ID#: 12-02616047
TERMS OF SALE: A deposit of $37,000.00 by cashier�s/certi -
fied check or such other form as the Substitute Trustee may
allow, in their sole discretion, required at time of sale except
for the party secured by the Deed of Trust. Risk of loss on
purchaser from date and time of auction. The property and
improvements will be sold in �as is� physical condition without
either express or implied warranty of any kind and subject to all
conditions, restrictions and agreements of record affecting the
same. Balance of the purchase price to be paid in cash within
ten days of final ratification of sale. Interest to be paid on the
unpaid purchase money at the rate of 2.25% from the date of
sale to the date funds are received in the office of the Substitute
Trustees. There will be no abatement of interest in the event
additional funds are tendered before settlement or if settlement
is delayed for any reason.
TIME IS OF THE ESSENCE FOR THE PURCHASER. Adjustment
of all real property taxes, including agricultural taxes, if
applicable, and any and all public and/or private charges or
assessments, including water/sewer charges and ground rent, to
be adjusted to date of sale and thereafter assumed by purchaser.
Condominium fees and/or homeowners association dues, if any,
shall be assumed by the purchaser from the date of sale forward.
Cost of all documentary stamps, transfer taxes and settlement
expenses shall be borne by the purchaser. Purchaser shall be
responsible for obtaining physical possession of the Property. If
the Substitute Trustees are unable to convey title for any reason,
the purchaser's sole remedy in law and equity shall be limited
to a refund of the deposit without interest. If the Purchaser
defaults, the deposit shall be forfeited to the Substitute Trustees
for application against all expenses, attorney's fees and the full
commission on the sale price of the above-scheduled foreclosure
sale. In the event of default, all expenses of this sale (including
attorney's fees and the full commission on the gross sale price
of this sale) shall be charged against and paid out of the
forfeited deposit. The Trustees may then re-advertise and resell
the Property at the risk and expense of the defaulting purchaser
or may avail themselves of any legal or equitable remedies
against the defaulting purchaser without re-selling the Property.
In the event of a resale, the defaulting purchaser shall not
be entitled to receive the surplus, if any, even if such surplus
results from improvements to the Property by said defaulting
purchaser and the defaulting purchaser shall be liable to the
Trustees and secured party for reasonable attorney's fees and
expenses incurred in connection with all litigation involving the
Property or the proceeds of the resale. This sale is subject to
post-sale audit of the status of the loan secured by the Deed
of Trust including, but not limited to, determining whether
prior to sale a bankruptcy was filed; forbearance, repayment or
other agreement was entered into; or the loan was reinstated
or paid off. In any such event, this sale shall be null and void
and Purchaser�s sole remedy shall be return of deposit without
interest.

Keith M. Yacko and Gregory Thorne,
Substitute Trustees

File No.: MD2020-00435
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Appendix A2 -   

Advertisement Materials (Mailings) 

 

 

• County Mailing to Surrounding Community 

• Mailing List 
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Department of Transportation 

Ricardo Canizales 

Director of Transportation 

 

  

5 County Complex Court, Prince William, Virginia 22192 • 703-792-6825 | www.pwcgov.org/transportation 

 

 

 

PUBLIC HEARING ADVERTISEMENT 

 

 

COMMENT ON THE DESIGN OF THE ROUTE 234 BRENTSVILLE ROAD INTERCHANGE 

PROJECT — COLES MAGISTERIAL DISTRICT                       

 

The Prince William County Department of Transportation will conduct a Design Public Hearing for 

the Route 234 Brentsville Road Interchange Project (Project) 

 

The Design Public Hearing will be held at the Lake Jackson Fire House at 6:00 p.m. on December 

8, 2021 and can be also viewed live through the link posted on the Prince William County 

Department of Transportation website at: https://www.pwcva.gov/department/transportation/current 

-road-projects.  The Project team will make a short presentation beginning at 6:30 p.m. and answer 

questions for the duration of the meeting. 

 

The purpose of the public hearing is to receive public comments on the design of the Route 234 

Brentsville Road Interchange Project and associated Limited Access Control Changes in the Coles 

Magisterial District. This Project will involve a change and break in Limited Access Control. 

 

Preview the Project information and Design Public Hearing plans including the environmental 

documentation on the Prince William County Department of Transportation website at 

https://www.pwcva.gov/department/transportation/current-road-projects. 

 

Deadline to submit comments is December 18, 2021. The public may provide written or verbal 

comments at the Design Public Hearings, mail them to Ms. Mary Ankers, P.E., Project Manager, at 

the Prince William County Department of Transportation, 5 County Complex, Suite 290, Prince 

William, VA 22192, or email them to mankers@pwcgov.org. Please reference “Route 234 

Brentsville Road Interchange Project PH Comments” in the subject heading. 

 

Prince William County ensures nondiscrimination in all programs and activities in accordance with 

Title VI and Title VII of the Civil Rights Act of 1964. For information call 703-792-4228 or TDD 

703-792-5223. 

 

Accessibility to Persons with Disabilities: The Design Public Hearing is being held at a public 

facility accessible to persons with disabilities. If you need more information or special assistance 

for persons with disabilities or limited English proficiency, please contact Mary Ankers at the 

Prince William County Department of Transportation at (703) 792-4228 or email 

mankers@pwcgov.org  no later than Friday, December 3, 2021. 
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Tax Map ID No. Property Address of Record Property Owner Owner Mailing Address

7794-55-7371 10977 Inspiration Point Pl. Mayfield Trace Homeowners Association C/o Sequia Management Company

13998 Parkeast Cir.

7794-86-3197 10805 Dumfries Rd. Ashe III Thomas J TR ET AL 10805 Dumfries Rd.

7794-86-6262 10855 Dumfries Rd. Kenneth J. Feld 8607 Westwood Center Dr.

7794-96-6653 10820 Monocacy Way Coles Run Manor Neighborhood Association 1881 Campus Commons Dr., Ste 101

7794-96-4808 8690 Smith Ln. Benjamin D. Brookwell 8690 Smith Ln.

7894-05-0477 8670 Smith Ln. Rice Macdougal Et Al 8670 Smith Ln.

7794-95-9421 8650 Smith Ln. Rice Amory De La Torre & Mary J L R Wessel T-C 8650 Smith Ln.

7894-04-1787 8600 Smith Ln. John Glen & Lydia Rice Et. Al. 595 Sherwood Dr.

7894-04-4773 8570 Smith Ln. David Montesinos 8570 Smith Ln.

7894-04-6270 8550 Smith Ln. Roy L. Davis 8550 Smith Ln.

7894-04-9259 8520 Smith Ln. Leon T. Schaper 1177 North 15Th St.

7894-03-6491 11411 Huntsman Dr. Barbara A. Best 11411 Huntsman Dr.

7894-04-3207 11414 Huntsman Dr. Keneth R. & Teresa W. Landon 11414 Huntsman Dr.

7794-93-8087 8675 Plant Pl. Merling W. & Stan L. Meadows 270 Nw 8Th St.

7794-93-0771 8725 Plant Pl. Ministry Of First Baptist Church Of Manassas Tr 9258 Center St.

7794-73-7072 8794 Bradley Forge Dr. Aaron Cummings & Kazhoyan Perchuhy Cummings 10221 Waterford Dr.

7794-73-2272 8830 Brentsville Rd. Richard G. & Teresa M. Gilbert 8830 Brentsville Rd.

7794-74-2606 8822 Brentsville Run Ct. Martinez Rogelio Aviles 8822 Brentsville Run Ct.

7794-74-3119 8818 Brentsville Run Ct. Ana L. Aviles 24896 Balmoral Glen Ct.

7794-64-6299 10985 Boutilier Ln. Hoang Le Nguyen & This Tran Thu Thao 10985 Boutilier Ln.

7794-65-1902 10971 Boutilier Ln. Hugo F., Jony J., & Elvis A. Marin 10971 Boutilier Ln.
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Appendix A3 -   

Advertisement Materials (Message 

Boards) 

 

 

• Message Board to Traveling Public Exhibit 

• Project Team/PWC-DOT and VDOT Coordination 

• Project Team Certification Board were Installed 
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UPC 118626 – Interchange at Route 234 and Brentsville Road Project 

Public Hearing Message Board Locations 

Two (2) Portable Changeable Message Signs (PCMS) boards were placed on the two approaches to the intersection of Route 234/Brentsville Road and one 
(1) Portable Changeable Message Sign (PCMS) board was placed on the one approach to the intersection of Dumfries Road/Route 234 from November 22, 
2021 through December 8, 2021 to promote additional awareness of the public meeting for the project. The PCMS’s were located as shown below. VDOT’s 

Authorization and coordination is shown on the subsequent sheets, for allowing the project team to install them and the messages to be conveyed to 
traveling public. Additionally, provided is evidence from the project team that the PCMS’ were installed.  
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1

Ellen R. Diekel

From: Heironimus, David <david.heironimus@vdot.virginia.gov>

Sent: Tuesday, November 9, 2021 3:28 PM

To: Ellen R. Diekel

Cc: Scott N. Rhine; Rick Delong; mankers@pwcgov.org; Dave L. Leber

Subject: Re: Brentsville Interchange - message boards to advertise public hearing

Ellen, 

 

We have no issue with the proposed locations, duration, date and messages for the VMS signs as requested. 

 

Regards, 

 

Dave Heironimus 

Area Land Use Permit Manager-PWC 

VDOT Prince William Permits 

10228 Residency Road 

Manassas, VA 20110 

Office: 703-366-1915 

Mobile: 571-748-8175 

David.Heironimus@VDOT.Virginia.gov 

 

To help protect your privacy, Microsoft Office prevented automatic download of this picture from the Internet.
VDOT

 

https://www.virginiadot.org/  

 

 

On Tue, Nov 9, 2021 at 7:06 AM Ellen R. Diekel <erdiekel@wagman.com> wrote: 

Hi Dave,  

  

We are seeking VDOT approval on the location, durations & dates, and messages of the variable message signs for the 

Brentsville Rt. 234 Interchange Project Public Hearing on December 8th. Please see attached for VDOT review and 

approval. 
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2

Thank you,  

Ellen 

  

Ellen R. Diekel, P.E. 

Project Engineer | Heavy Civil  

M 804.297.5264 

  

Wagman 

General Construction | Heavy Civil | Geotechnical 

www.wagman.com 
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Brentsville Rt. 234 Interchange Project
Public Hearing - December 8, 2021 
Variable Message Signs

LAYOUT

3 Variable Message Signs
Placed on or before November 24th until after Public Hearing is held, December 8th, 2021
Rotating Message shall read as follows:

PUBLIC
HEARING
DEC 8, 2021

BRNTSVL
RTE 234
INTCHG

INFO
PWC DOT
WEBSITE

VMS

VMS
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1

Aaron DeLong

From: Ellen R. Diekel <erdiekel@wagman.com>

Sent: Monday, November 22, 2021 11:27 AM

To: Ankers, Mary; Heironimus, David

Cc: Aaron DeLong; Carl M. Benton; Dave L. Leber; Anthony Bednarik; Scott N. Rhine; Rick 

Delong

Subject: Public Hearing Message Boards

Attachments: PH Board 1.jpg; PH Board 2.jpg; PH Board 3.jpg

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you recognize the 

sender and know the content is safe. 

 

Hi Mary,  

 

The message boards are in place. See photos attached.  

(Despite the way the some of the photos look, all the messages are bright and clear with no missing letters. My camera 

had difficulties capturing it clearly. ) 

 

We put “DEC 8” instead of “DEC 8, 2021”. One of the boards had a light out, so I hope that adjustment is okay with you. 

Also, they have to be placed in a shoulder area with enough space from traffic for safety reasons, so you may notice they 

are a little farther back from the traffic lights than I had shown in my original diagram.  

 

Thank you,  

Ellen  

 

Ellen R. Diekel, P.E. 
Project Engineer | Heavy Civil  
M 804.297.5264 

 

Wagman 
General Construction | Heavy Civil | Geotechnical 
www.wagman.com 
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Appendix A4 -   

Advertisement Materials (PWC DOT 

Website Notice) 

 

 

• Facebook Advertisement 

• Materials on PWC DOT Website 
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Appendix B -  Brochure and Comment 

Form 
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The proposed Interchange at Route 234 and Brentsville Road was a component of the Route 234 Bypass (now Prince 

William Parkway) project, evaluated in a Supplemental Environmental Impact Statement (SEIS) prepared by VDOT 

and the Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) in 1994, in accordance with provisions of the National 

Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) and 23 CFR 771. Environmental Studies completed in March 2021 determined that 

the location of the currently proposed improvements is essentially the same as was proposed and evaluated in the 

1994 SEIS.  As the project progresses, Prince William County, VDOT, and FHWA will assess if any new significant 

environmental impacts have been identified that were not evaluated in previous NEPA documentation.  

Environmental reevaluations will be prepared prior to authorizing the acquisition of right-of-way and authorizing 

construction for the interchange (23 CFR 771.129) to ensure the project design plans are consistent with the 1994 

SEIS and the 2021 Environmental Studies document. All required environmental permits will be obtained in 

coordination with local, state, and federal agencies prior to construction.  

 

 

 

                              
Public Information Meeting:         May 18, 2020 (complete) 

Design-Build Contract Award:       February 8, 2021 (complete) 

Design Public Hearing:                    December 8, 2021 

Begin Early Grading:                        Winter 2021 

Begin Right of Way Acquisition:    Summer 2022 

Project Completion:                        Spring 2024 

 

 

 
Give your written or verbal comments at the hearing or submit them by December 18, 2021, to Ms. Mary Ankers, 

P.E., Project Manager, Prince William County Department of Transportation, at the address below.  You may also 

email your comments to MAnkers@PWCgov.org.  Please reference “Interchange at Route 234 and Brentsville Road 

Project PH Comments” in the subject heading.   

 

 

Ms. Mary Ankers, P.E. 

Prince William County Department of Transportation 

5 County Complex Court, Suite 290 

Prince William, VA 22192 

Email at:  MAnkers@PWCgov.org 

 

 

The public comment period closes December 18, 2021. 

 

 

 Design Public Hearing 

Interchange at Route 234 and Brentsville 

Road Project 
Prince William County 
December 8th, 2021; Time: 6 p.m. 

Place:  Lake Jackson Fire House 

11310 Coles Dr., Manassas VA 20112 

Northern Virginia Transportation Authority project No. 2018-034-1 

VDOT Project No. 0234-076-323  

UPC 118626 

 
Welcome to the Prince William County Department 

of Transportation (PWCDOT) Design Public Hearing 

for the proposed Interchange at Route 234 and 

Brentsville Road Project 

 

Thank you for attending this Design Public Hearing 

to discuss the proposed Interchange at Route 234 

and Brentsville Road Project. Tonight is an 

opportunity for any person, acting on his/her own 

behalf or representing a group or governing agency, 

to provide PWCDOT comments and/or suggestions 

on the proposed interchange and roadway 

improvement project. 

 

Prince William County strives to ensure that all members of 

the community have the opportunity to participate in public 

decisions on transportation projects and improvements 

affecting them. 

 

Please take the opportunity to review the materials provided 

and displayed tonight.  A comment sheet has been included 

in the handouts.  Your input is encouraged and appreciated.   

 

Prince William County representatives, as well as our 

consulting engineers and contractors, are present to discuss 

the project and answer your questions.  

 

 
 

 

 

Improve traffic operations, traffic 

flow, and safety by constructing a grade-

separated interchange at the intersection of 

Route 234 (Prince William Parkway/Dumfries 

Road) and Brentsville Road. Additionally, the 

Project realigns a section of Brentsville Road and 

constructs a bridge crossing to grade separate 

the intersection of Prince William Parkway and 

Route 234 Business to eliminate the existing 

traffic signal. The new bridge and Interchange 

will provide free-flow movements across the 

Prince William Parkway to eliminate delays and 

congestion resulted from the existing traffic 

signals. 

 

From 2000’ west of Prince William 

Parkway and Dumfries Rd (Route 234 Business) 

to Coles Dr. (approx. 3500’ east of Prince William 

Parkway and Brentsville Road). 

 

$54.9 Million (fully funded 

by NVTA) 

Interchange at Route 234 and Brentsville Road  

 Project Location Map 
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The purpose of this Design Public Hearing is to acquaint you with the design process and the features of this planned 

project.  These meetings are beneficial to the public and the Prince William County Department of Transportation 

alike.  They permit PWCDOT’s engineers to report the facts developed in their studies and to obtain the public’s 

comments which assist in determining the design of the proposed project.  Representatives from Prince William 

County and their design-build team are present to discuss your concerns and answer your questions.  This hearing 

provides the opportunity for any person (acting on their behalf or representing a group or governing body) to offer 

comments or submit written material concerning the proposed project.  The comments you make as a result of this 

meeting will be considered as we further develop the design plans. We welcome your comments and suggestions, 

whether written or verbal.   

 

 

The project will include the construction of bridge structures to grade separate the intersection of Prince William 

Parkway and Brentsville Road and the intersection of Prince William Parkway and Dumfries Road (Route 234 

business). The project will convert the intersection of Prince William Parkway at Bradley Cemetery Way to a 

continuous green-T intersection and will include the realigning of Brentsville Road to provide a through roadway to 

Dumfries Road. The new bridge structures will provide free flow movements and will significantly reduce delays. 

 

Pedestrian facilities are provided 

throughout the project in the form of 

a 10’ Shared Use Path (SUP) and 5’ 

sidewalk. Connections will be made to 

the existing (SUPs) along Dumfries Rd. 

(Rte. 234 Bypass) at Coles Drive and 

along Prince William Parkway (Rte. 

294). A sidewalk will be constructed 

along Dumfries Rd. (Rte. 234 Business) 

to connect to the existing sidewalk at 

Godwin Drive.  

 

The project requires Limited Access 

Control Changes along Route 234 

Bypass and Brentsville Road in the 

project area, which will require 

Commonwealth Transportation Board 

(CTB) approval. 

 

The project is being administered by 

PWCDOT using the Design-Build delivery method and is being developed in accordance with applicable Prince 

William County and Virginia Department of Transportation (VDOT) standards, guidelines, and requirements.   
 

 

Preliminary Engineering                                                            $6.4   Million 

Construction                                                                              $47.1   Million 

Right of Way & Utilities                                                             $1.4   Million 

Total Cost:                                                                               $54.9   Million 

 

This multimodal project is fully funded with Northern Virginia Transportation Authority (NVTA) regional revenues, 

totaling $54.9M. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Prince William County ensures nondiscrimination and equal employment in all programs and activities in accordance 

with Title VI and Title VII of the Civil Rights Act of 1964. If you need more information in regard to your civil rights on 

this project or special assistance for persons with disabilities or limited English proficiency, contact the project 

manager listed on the back of this brochure. 

 

 

Most of the project area is within existing right of way owned by the State, with partial right of way acquisition and 

easements being required to complete the construction of the project.  These acquisitions have not yet started and 

are scheduled for Spring of 2022.  Additional easements may be required beyond the proposed right of way shown 

on the public hearing plans. The property owners will be informed of the exact location of these easements during 

the right of way acquisition process and prior to construction.  Information about right of way acquisition is 

discussed in VDOT’s brochure entitled, “Right of Way and Utilities: a Guide for Property Owners and Tenants.” 

Copies of this brochure are available from the County Chief of Property Acquisition and Right of Way.  

 

After this meeting, information regarding right of way may be obtained from the PWCDOT Chief of Property 

Acquisition and Right of Way, contact listed below: 

 

Mr. Scott Hatten, Senior Right of Way Professional (SR/WA) 

Prince William County Department of Transportation 

5 County Complex Court, Suite 290 

Prince William, VA 22192Email at:  SHatten@PWCgov.org 

 

Brentsville Road, Route 649 Prince William Parkway to/from Route 234 Bypass 

Route 234 Brentsville Road Interchange 

(Grade Separated Interchange with Continuous Green-T Intersections) 

Bridges over Route 234 Bypass (Prince William Parkway) 
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COMMENT SHEET 
Design Public Hearing 

Interchange at Route 234 and Brentsville Road Project 
VDOT Project No. 0234-076-323 

Northern Virginia Transportation Authority Project No. 2018-034-1 
                                                                              UPC 118626 

 

    December 8, 2021 

 The comment period ends December 18, 2021  
 

PLEASE PRINT 
NAME:  ______________________________________________________________________ 
ADDRESS:  ___________________________________________________________________ 
EMAIL ADDRESS:  _____________________________________________________________ 
 

1. In your opinion, does the design of this project meet the needs for Route 234 Bypass 
and Brentsville Road? 
Yes ____ No ____.   
Comments:  ___________________________________________________________ 
________________________________________________________________________ 
________________________________________________________________________ 
________________________________________________________________________ 

 
2. Are there any concerns that you feel have not been addressed?   

Yes ____ No ____.  
Comments:  ___________________________________________________________ 
________________________________________________________________________ 
________________________________________________________________________ 
________________________________________________________________________ 

 
3. Please provide us with any additional information which you feel would assist in the 

completion of this project. 
Comments:  ___________________________________________________________ 
________________________________________________________________________ 
________________________________________________________________________ 
________________________________________________________________________ 

 
4. Do you support this project?  Yes ____ No ____.   

Comments:  ___________________________________________________________ 
________________________________________________________________________ 
________________________________________________________________________ 
________________________________________________________________________ 

 
Please feel free to add additional pages if needed.  Please leave this comment sheet at the 

designated location or mail your comments to:   
 

Ms. Mary Ankers, P.E. 
Prince William County Department of Transportation 

5 County Complex, Suite 290 
Prince William, Virginia 22192 

Phone:  703-792-4228 
Email: MAnkers@pwcgov.org 
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Appendix C1 -  Display Boards and 

Exhibits at Meeting  

 

• Overall Display Board 

• Project Brochure (see Appendix B) 

• Comment Form (Blank, see Appendix B) 

• Public Hearing Plans 

• Environmental Study 

• Draft CTB Resolution 

• Sign In Sheet (blank, see Appendix E) 
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ROUTE 234-BRENTSVILLE ROAD
INTERCHANGE PROJECT

Copyright 2021,  Commonwealth of Virginia

THE ORIGINAL APPROVED TITLE SHEET(S),  INCLUDING ORIGINAL

SIGNATURES,  IS FILED IN THE VDOT CENTRAL OFFICE PLAN LIBRARY.

ANY MISUSE OF ELECTRONIC FILES,  INCLUDING SCANNED SIGNATURES,

IS ILLEGAL AND ENFORCED TO THE FULL EXTENT OF THE LAW.

ALL CURVES ARE TO BE SUPERELEVATED, TRANSITIONED AND

DESIGN FEATURES RELATING TO CONSTRUCTION OR TO REGULATION

AND CONTROL OF TRAFFIC MAY BE SUBJECT TO CHANGE AS DEEMED

NECESSARY BY THE DEPARTMENT.

WHERE OTHERWISE NOTED.

THE COMPLETE ELECTRONIC PDF VERSION OF THE PLAN 

ASSEMBLY AS AWARDED, INCLUDING ALL SUBSEQUENT REVISIONS, 

WILL BE THE OFFICIAL CONSTRUCTION PLANS. FOR INFORMATION 

RELATIVE TO ELECTRONIC FILES AND LAYERED PLANS, SEE GENERAL NOTES.

.PDF VERSION OF THE PLAN ASSEMBLY.

AND AS AMENDED BY CONTRACT PROVISIONS AND THE COMPLETE ELECTRONIC 

Revision 2 (September 1, 2019),

VIRGINIA WORK AREA PROTECTION MANUAL including 2011 

,VIRGINIA SUPPLEMENT TO THE MUTCD2011 

 (MUTCD),MANUAL ON UNIFORM TRAFFIC CONTROL DEVICES2009 

,ROAD AND BRIDGE STANDARDS2016 
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 2021
PUBLIC HEARING PLAN

THIS PROJECT WAS  DEVELOPED UTILIZING THE DEPARTMENT'S ENGINEERING

DESIGN PACKAGE (GEOPAK).

Openroads / GEOPAK Computer Identification No.  118626

County Plan Name:

Magisterial District

County Contract No.:

Consultant Engineer

VDOT Project No.:

County Project Manager

Address and Phone

Address and Phone

COVER SHEET INFORMATION

Brentsville

Construction Contractor

Rinker Design Associates, P.C.

0234-076-323

INTERCHANGE PROJECT

ROUTE 234-BRENTSVILLE ROAD

VDOT Proj. No. 0234-076-323

Prince William County Population 468,011 (2018 Est. CENSUS)

Classification and Traffic Data.
Note: See Sheet 1A for Functional 

DHV

V (MPH)

FUNCTIONAL CLASSIFICATION AND TRAFFIC DATA

D (%) (design hour)
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Design Build Project Manager, , P.E.

Prince William Department of Transportation

5 County Complex Court, Suite 290

Prince William, VA 22192. Phone: (703) 792-5276

Design Build Design Manager, Mark Gunn, P.E.

11100 Endeavor Court, Suite 200

Manassas, VA 20109. Phone: (703) 334-9300

Mary Ankers

FROM: 0.374 MI. W. OF BRENTSVILLE ROAD (RTE. 649)

TO: 0.711 MI. E. OF BRENTSVILLE ROAD (RTE. 649)

Fr: 0.426 MI. West of Brentsville Road (Route 649)

To: 0.130 MI. East of Brentsville Road (Route 649)

LIMITED ACCESS HIGHWAY
By Resolution of Commonwealth Transportation Board datedBy Resolution of Highway Commission dated

LIMITED ACCESS HIGHWAY
Apr. 17, 1980

NOTE:  PROJECT LENGTH BASED ON PRINCE WILLIAM PARKWAY (RTE. 234 BYPASS) SOUTHBOUND CONSTRUCTION BASELINE

PRINCE WILLIAM COUNTY STANDARD PA-10 

3,311 

DESCRIPTION REFERENCE
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REVISED

Route 234 Bypass Sta. 560+47.85 SB Constr. B

APPROVED FOR RIGHT OF WAY ACQUISITION

RECOMMENDED FOR APPROVAL

(DESIGN-BUILD FIRM) PROJECT MANAGER

(DESIGN-BUILD FIRM) DESIGN MANAGER

FOR RIGHT OF WAY ACQUISITION

CHIEF ENGINEER

CHIEF OF POLICY

OR PPTA PROGRAM MANAGER
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Note that a full set of Public Hearing Plans and Cross Sections
were available for viewing at the December 8th Public Hearing.
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Note that a full Environmental Study document was
available for viewing at the December 8th Public Hearing.
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Commonwealth Transportation Board 
Shannon Valentine                1401 East Broad Street         (804) 786-2701 

Chairperson                                                               Richmond, Virginia 23219 Fax:  (804) 786-2940 

                                                                                                                                   

Agenda item #       

 

 

RESOLUTION 

OF THE 

COMMONWEALTH TRANSPORTATION BOARD 

 

     , 2022(Date of the CTB Meeting) 

 

MOTION 

 

Made By:      Seconded By:     Action:       

 

Title: Limited Access Control Changes (LACCs) for Existing Prince William Parkway 

(Rte. 234 Bypass) at Brentsville Rd. (Rte. 649) in Prince William County, Virginia. 

 

Original resolution for limited access for this roadway. 

WHEREAS, on April 17, 1980, the State Highway Commission, predecessor to the 

Commonwealth Transportation Board (CTB), designated the Route 234 Manassas Bypass to be 

Limited Access Highways in accordance with then Article 4, Chapter 1, Title 33 of the Code of 

Virginia of 1950, as amended, between Route 619 at Limstrong and Routes 29/211; and 

 

Past resolution or resolutions 

WHEREAS, the Commission approved the major design features of the Route 234 

Manassas Bypass, State Highway Project 6234-076-112, C-501, C-502, C-503, C-504, including 

a future interchange at this location to be determined by future development, with their resolution 

of June 20, 1991; and 

 

WHEREAS, the Route 234 Manassas Bypass is also known as the Prince William 

Parkway; and 

 

WHEREAS, the Prince William County Department of Transportation (PWCDOT), 

under the Virginia Department of Transportation’s (VDOT) Locally Administered Projects (LAP) 

program, is administering the development and delivery, utilizing design-build, of State Project 

No. 0234-076-323; and 
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Resolution of the Board 

Proposed Limited Access Control Change (LACCs)  

Route 234 Brentsville Road Interchange 

Prince William County 

December  2021 

Page 2 of 4   

Project purpose 

WHEREAS, State Project No. 0234-076-323 improves traffic operations and safety by 

constructing bridge structures to grade separate the intersection of Prince William Parkway (Rte. 

234 Bypass) and Brentsville Road (Rte. 649) and the intersection of Prince William Parkway (Rte. 

234 Bypass) and Dumfries Road (Rte. 234 Business); including construction of access ramps to 

provide free flow connections between proposed roadways; and 

 

Limited access changes and reference to Table 

WHEREAS, the interchange requires adjustment of the existing limited access lines in 

order to accommodate newly proposed ramp alignments and stormwater management facilities 

and requires adjustment with a break in limited access lines in order to tie-in a proposed entrance, 

as shown in the Limited Access Exhibits and Limited Access Control Point Stations and Offsets 

(attached); and 

 

Public Hearing information for this project 

WHEREAS, Prince William County held a Design Public Hearing at 11310 Coles Dr on 

December 08, 2021 from 6:00pm-8:00pm for the purpose of inviting the public to review and 

comment on the preliminary plans of the proposed interchange on State Highway Project 0234-

076-323 with the comment period closing on December 18, 2021 with no comments received 

pertaining to the proposed Limited Access Control Change (LACC); and 

 

Generic Economic, Social & Environmental Statement  

WHEREAS, the economic, social and environmental effects of the proposed Project have 

been duly examined and given proper consideration and this evidence, along with all other, has 

been carefully reviewed; and 

 

Traffic Analysis and date of the report 

WHEREAS, the VDOT has reviewed and approved the traffic analysis report completed 

and found that it adequately addresses the impacts from the Project and the proposed change to 

the limited access controls; and 

 

NEPA Statement and Date 

WHEREAS, the proposed interchange location was a component of the Route 234 

Bypass (now Prince William Parkway) project that was evaluated in a Supplemental 

Environmental Impact Statement (SEIS) prepared by VDOT and approved by the Federal 

Highway Administration (FHWA) in July 1994, in accordance with provisions of the National 

Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) and 23 CFR 771; and 

 

Generic Safety- Chief Engineer  

WHEREAS, the proposed Project is in the Prince William County approved 

Comprehensive Transportation Plan Program and is supported by the Board of County 

Supervisors. 
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Resolution of the Board 

Proposed Limited Access Control Change (LACCs)  

Route 234 Brentsville Road Interchange 

Prince William County 

December  2021 

Page 3 of 4   

(Generic Statement) 

WHEREAS, VDOT has reviewed the requested change and determined that all 

requirements of 24 VAC 30-401-20 have been met: and 

 

(VDOT Recommends Approval) 

WHEREAS, the VDOT Chief Engineer has determined that the proposed change will not 

adversely affect the safety or operation of the highways. 

 

 

(Generic Statement) 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, in accordance with §33.2-401 of the 

Code of Virginia and Title 24, Agency 30, Chapter 401 of the Virginia Administrative Code, 

that the CTB hereby finds and concurs in the determinations and recommendations of VDOT 

made herein, and directs that the proposed Prince William Parkway (Route 234 Bypass) and 

Brentsville Rd (Rte. 649) interchange continue to be designated as a limited access control 

area, with the boundaries of limited access control being modified from the current locations 

as follows: 

 

• Along the northern side of Prince William Parkway (Rte. 234 Bypass), the 

proposed Limited Access Control line for the proposed ramp and stormwater 

management pond begins at Station 700+58.87 at an offset of 217.67’ to the left of 

the Ramp D2 baseline, and ends at Station 706+95.39 at an offset of 58.54’ to the 

left of the Ramp D2 baseline. 

• At the southern side of Prince William Parkway (Rte. 234 Bypass.) and western 

side of Brentsville Road (Rte. 649), the proposed Limited Access Control line for 

the stormwater management pond begins at Station 14+34.87 at an offset of 

170.14' to the right of the Ramp F baseline, and ends at Station 106+38.94 at an 

offset of 69.32' to the left of the Route 649 baseline 

• At the northwestern quadrant of Prince William Parkway (Rte. 294) and Bradley 

Cemetery Way intersection the proposed Limited Access Control line for the 

proposed entrance begins at Station 0+77.71 at an offset of 27.05' to the left of the 

Entrance 90957 baseline, and ends at Station 2+18.45 at an offset of 17.88' to the 

left of the Entrance 90957 baseline. Additionally, a break in the revised limited 

access line begins at Station 0+96.02 at an offset of 33.55' to the left of the 

Entrance 90957 baseline, and ends at Station 1+10.16 at an offset of 38.56' to the 

left of the Entrance 90957 baseline 

• Between Dumfries Road (Rte. 234 Bypass.) and Plant Place, the proposed Limited 

Access Control line for installation of a shared use path external to limited access 

begins at Station 801+19.03 at an offset of 34.36' to the left of the Plant Place 

baseline, and ends at Station 816+59.38 at an offset of 41.31' to the left of the 

Plant Place baseline 
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Resolution of the Board 

Proposed Limited Access Control Change (LACCs)  

Route 234 Brentsville Road Interchange 

Prince William County 

December  2021 

Page 4 of 4   

(Generic Statement) 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, the Commissioner of Highways is authorized to take all 

actions and execute any and all documents necessary to implement such changes. 

 

#### 
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SIGN IN SHEET 
Design Public Hearing 

Interchange at Route 234 and Brentsville Road Project 
Northern Virginia Transportation Authority Project No. 2018-034-1 

VDOT Project No. 0234-076-323:  UPC 118626 

 
December 8, 2021 

VDOT Project No. 0234-076-323 1 

 

 NAME                                 ADDRESS                    E-MAIL ADDRESS 
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Appendix C2 -  Display Boards and 

Exhibits on PWC Website 

• Project Brochure(see Appendix B) 

• Comment Form (Blank, see Appendix B) 

• Public Hearing Plans (see Appendix C1) 

• Environmental Study (see Appendix C1) 

• Draft CTB Resolution (see Appendix C1) 

• Exhibit Display Board 1 (see Appendix C1) 

• Exhibit Display Boards 2 to 5 
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Appendix D1 -  Presentation Slides
 Presentation Slides
 County Meeting Agenda
 Resolution as moved and approved at XXXX, 2022 Board of County Supervisors Meeting
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Design Public Hearing
Interchange at Route 234 and 

Brentsville Road Project
NVTA  project No. 2018-034-1

VDOT Project No. 0234-076-323

UPC No. 118626

December 8, 2021
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Project Location

2Interchange at Route 234 and Brentsville Road Project
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Interchange at Route 234 and Brentsville Road Project

Project Overview

• The Project is being administered by Prince William County Department 
of Transportation using the Design-Build delivery method.

• The project is financed using Regional funds from the Northern Virginia 
Transportation Authority (NVTA), and the budget is approximately $54.9 
million.

• Environmental documentation in accordance with provisions of the 
National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) and 23 CFR 771 has been 
completed in coordination with Virginia Department of Transportation 
(VDOT) and Federal Highway Administration (FHWA). 

• Existing utilities in the project footprint include telephone, electric, 
cable, fiberoptic, gas, water, and sewer. No MA JOR utility relocations 
are anticipated.
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Interchange at Route 234 and Brentsville Road Project

Project Overview

• The project will construct an 
interchange at the intersection of 
Route 234 (Prince William 
Parkway/Dumfries Road) and 
Brentsville Road. Additionally, the 
Project realigns a section of Brentsville 
Road and constructs a bridge crossing 
to grade separate the intersection of 
Prince William Parkway and Route 234 
Business to eliminate the existing 
traffic signal. 

• The project requires Limited Access 
Control Changes along Route 234 
Bypass and Brentsville Road in the 
project area, which will require 
Commonwealth Transportation Board 
(CTB) approval.

• Pedestrian & bicycle connectivity 
provided.
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Interchange at Route 234 and Brentsville Road Project

Project Schedule

• Public Information Meeting May 18, 2020

• Design-Build Notice to Proceed February 2021 

• Design Public Hearing December 8, 2021

• Begin Early Grading Winter 2021

• Final Design Approval Summer 2022

• Begin Right of Way Acquisition Summer 2022

• Project Complete Spring 2024
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Interchange at Route 234 and Brentsville Road Project

Design Highlights
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Interchange at Route 234 and Brentsville Road Project

Design Highlights
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DISPLAY 4

Brentsville Road Roadway A / PW Parkway
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Interchange at Route 234 and Brentsville Road Project

Design Highlights

8DISPLAY 2

• Continuous movements in the 
NB direction and right turns

• SB direction and left turn 
movements potentially signal 
controlled
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Interchange at Route 234 and Brentsville Road Project

Design Highlights
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DISPLAY 3

• Continuous movements in the 
NB direction and right turns

• SB direction and left turn 
movements potentially signal 
controlled
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Interchange at Route 234 and Brentsville Road Project

Design Highlights
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Pedestrian & Bicycle Connectivity
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Interchange at Route 234 and Brentsville Road Project

• Approximately 5 partially impacted properties requiring right of way. In 
addition, temporary and permanent easements will be required for 
construction of the project

• No anticipated residential displacements or relocations

• Project will involve a change and/or break in Limited Access control 
which requires Commonwealth Transportation Board (CTB) approval

• Affected property owners will be contacted during the land acquisition 
process which is anticipated to start in Spring 2022

• For additional information related to right of way acquisition, please contact:

Right of Way Acquisition

Mr. Scott Hatten
Prince William County DOT
5 County Complex Court, Suite 290
Prince William, VA 22192
Email: Shatten@pwcgov.org
Phone: (703) 792-6257
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Interchange at Route 234 and Brentsville Road Project

Questions & Comments

• Staff from Prince William County Department of Transportation, VDOT and 

the Design-Build Team are available to discuss the project and answer 

questions.

• Written comments can be submitted to Prince William County’s Project 

Manager, Ms. Mary Ankers, P.E.

– By Email: Mankers@pwcgov.org

Ref: Interchange at Route 234 and Brentsville Road Project 

PH Comments

– Or By Mail: Ms. Mary Ankers, P.E.

Prince William County DOT

5 County Complex Court, Suite 290

Prince William, VA 22192

Phone: (703) 792-4228
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** The Public Comment Period 

Ends December 18, 2021 **
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Appendix D2 - Link and Written 
Transcript of Televised Presentation

 Link to televised presentation 
 Written transcript of televised presentation
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A recording of the televised presentation can be found here: https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=Xk7-yPok3IM
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Brentsville Road Interchange Public Hearing Transcript

Ricardo Canizales, Director of Transportation: Good evening everyone. I see on my screen here that we 
have started to record the meeting, so just so for everybody to know we are recording this meeting here 
tonight and it's being streamed right now through a Teams app there. So I'd like to thank everybody so 
much for taking the time tonight on a cold December night in the holiday season to come out and talk 
about a transportation project and I'm very excited about the turn out I see here. That means that 
people are paying attention. People do want to get involved, so we're excited to have you here and 
listen to your concerns and comments. I would like first to start and thank Wagman and RDA who are 
our contractor and consultant on this important design build job here. They're here tonight and have 
been manning the boards there for any of your questions. I also like to thank my staff here—Khattab 
Shammout, my assistant director in construction and Elnour Adam right over here, who is our division 
chief for the Alternative Construction program, which this is an alternative construction project by being 
a design build. My apologies for not introducing myself, Khattab making sure that I do that. My name is 
Rick Canizales. I am on your Director of transportation here for Prince William County. I work for the 
county, the board as well as the County Executive here. I'm not a VDOT Employee. I do work for the 
county and for you, the community. So with that said, we're going to have a quick presentation for you. 
Once we get started giving you the basics and I know you've seen some of the boards telling you kind of 
how we got here from a VDOT STAR study looking at innovative intersection design here to a unsolicited 
design build project that we were able to contract here to get this project done on a parallel and quick 
basis so we can get this improvement up and running. With that said though, I do want to do a quick 
introduction here. With her support, we've been able to move forward as quickly as we can on this 
project and we're so glad you could be here with us here tonight. But Yesli Vega is here with us and she's 
going to say a few words and get us started here tonight. Supervisor Vega. Thank you. 

Yesli Vega, District Supervisor: Good evening, everyone. Thank you so much for taking the time out of 
your busy schedule. Your busy lives to come out here and join me and join Rick and staff and the 
consultant as we move forward on this big major project that's going to have significant impacts along 
234. I recall being here almost two years ago talking Lake Jackson Roads and the dam, and it was then 
that Rick spoke a little bit about this project that was in its very early stages and obviously a lot has 
transpired. That was that was at the heels of Covid, and so a lot has transpired since, so I'm very happy 
that you all came out here. I know that there are a lot of questions, a lot of concerns, and it is my hope 
and desire that we do our very best to ensure that you walk out with those questions being answered. 
So my role here tonight is going to be to listen to your questions to your concerns and, hopefully, 
trusting that Rick and his team are going to do their very best to provide answers, clear answers, so that 
you all can leave here tonight satisfied. So with that, I'm going to go ahead and turn it over to Rick and 
again thank you so much for coming out. 

Ricardo Canizales, Director of Transportation: Thank you again, Supervisor Vega, for you and your 
staff’s support on this project. Just got a couple more mentions – I’d like to thank the NVTA, the 
Northern Virginia Transportation Authority who funded this project fully. Monica Backmon, the 
executive director there is a good friend of the county’s and has funded many projects around the 
county. We're very excited that they were able to fund this project fully, so we're able to get started 
with it. And finally, I just want to mention and remind a couple things. We do have comment sheets as 
well as the sign up sheet. Please make sure you sign up. Please make sure you put your comments down 
there. If not, we will be recording this meeting. It will be put on the county website. You will be able to 
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comment later, maybe come back, listen to it. Make sure if you miss something or misheard something. 
Make sure we get it right there and let us know what you think. It'll be up for probably about two weeks. 
Guys two weeks or so? It'll be up for 10 days and we'll get those comments. We also have a court 
reporter here tonight as this is the official public hearing for this project, so we would appreciate any 
comments you would just like to tell our court reporter. You could just report to them verbally and then 
we will get those as well. We will make sure that we get all your comments, compile them and get those 
answered or responded to. After we get those comments, we probably lump questions together or like 
that we will post in their responses to your comments. So with that all set up, I'm going to get the party 
started here and I'm going to introduce Mary Ankers, who is the project manager on the county's behalf 
here for this project and she will be going through the beginning of the presentation, followed up by our 
consultant, Mark Gunn from Rinker Design. Thank you. 

Mark Ankers, Project Manager: Alright, thank you guys. Good evening and I'm going to welcome 
everybody again to the design public hearing for the interchange at 234 and the Brentsville Road 
project. We also call this the Brentsville Interchange project. Sharing? Sorry. Close. Let me know if you 
can't hear me. I speak as loud as I can. We want to thank everybody including Supervisor Vega for 
joining us tonight in her support of the project. This is wonderful. My name is Mary Ankers and I'm the 
county's project manager for this project and I'm also your point of contact for all your comments on 
you should have on your brochure, your comment sheets or whatever you should have my contact 
information so please reach out to me with your comments or questions. And just as a heads up, I will 
repeat again. We have a 10 day response period which the closing comment period closes December 18. 
This project is located in mid Prince William County where Route 234 bypass intersection with Prince 
William Parkway and Route 234 Business. So this has resulted in two traffic lights that are in close 
proximity to each other and the results are traffic delays. So in October of 2018, VDOT completed 
something called a STAR study, which is called a strategically targeted and affordable roadway solution 
study on this area and they looked at different solutions for this area. And the design that we're going to 
present tonight scored the highest when you're considering safety, operational benefit, and cost. In 
January of 2021, the board of County Supervisors authorized the award of a Public Private 
Transportation Act of PPTA. Comprehensive agreement contract with Wagman Heavy Civil along with 
Rinker Design to design and construct this project. As Rick discussed, the project is funded from the 
Northern Virginia Transportation Authority, also known as NVTA with a budget of $54.9 million and this 
is your tax dollars at work. The environmental documentation is complete. We have it here. If you would 
like to view it here and it's also available on the Prince William County website if you'd like to read it 
later. And there's – we're hopefully –we're not seeing many utilities in the footprint of this project, so 
we're not anticipating any major utility relocation. That should help with the construction. And this slide 
shows the overall project area. It includes a bridge crossing the 234 Bypass and eliminates the two 
existing traffic signals along Route 234 Bypass. The project does include some changes to what is called 
the limited access, which it has to be approved by the Commonwealth Transportation Board also known 
as the CTB. And we've received a lot of feedback concerning pedestrian and bicycle access through here, 
so we are looking for ways to connect as much as we can. So from here I'm going to pass it off to our 
design contractor and will give you some more details of what he is involved with. 

Mark Gunn, Design Manager: Thank you, Mary, and thank everyone for coming out tonight. My name is 
Mark Gunn. I'm with Rinker Design. We’re the lead contractor working for Wagman as part of the design 
build team to deliver this project for the county. Can everyone hear me okay? So we'll get into – what I'd 
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like to do is walk through some of the main features of the project. Some of the details. Also the project 
schedule and a little more information regarding the project as a whole. With regards to our project 
schedule, we're here today at the design public hearing. Wagman entered the design build contract with 
the county back in February and we've been working since to advance the plan so that we could get to 
the level when we could come out here and present the project and the major design features to you all 
tonight. We are working to get some plan approvals and some necessary permits to begin to early 
construction activities which we intend to do following the new year. Early next year, we hope that 
you'll be able to start seeing some early construction activity out in the interchange area. We’ll then be 
obtaining final approval of the design plans in summer of next year and also initiating the right of way 
acquisition process and will touch on a little bit more about right of way later in the presentation, and 
finally this project is scheduled to be fully completed with spring of 2024. I wanted to touch on some of 
the highlights of the project and for those of you in the room, there are multiple display boards and we 
have plenty of folks who can go over some of the specifics with you. All of these exhibits are also posted 
on the county's website on the project page. So please any questions you have. We've got plenty of folks 
here prepared to answer those, and if we're not able to answer tonight, we certainly will get back to you 
as we go through all of the comments that are received. The project really is going to alleviate a lot of 
the congestion that we see out here, with the two existing signals at 234 Business and also at Brentsville 
and the Parkway. Those signals will be removed. We’ll be going to a grade separated interchange. There 
will be a bridge taking Brentsville up over the bypass and also a bridge taking 294's connection to the 
bypass. Those ramps will also be grade separated over the Bypass. There will be a remaining signal at 
the intersection of Dumfries Road and what today is Bradley Cemetery Way and we're continuing to 
study signals at other locations where 294 connects to Bradley Cemetery. Some of the other major 
features of the project – We do have the two bridges that I mentioned. We do have pedestrian 
connectivity via shared use paths and sidewalks throughout the project limits and we also will be 
upgrading the stormwater management facilities in the project area. This slide shows the two bridges 
that I mentioned, the first on the left side of the screen is the Brentsville Road bridge. It'll carry traffic 
both North and South and also will carry a shared use path for safe pedestrian crossing of the bypass – 
over the bypass. The second bridge to the right carries the ramps that will connect from 294 over onto 
the bypass and we've got exhibits that show the lane configurations and dimensions of the bridge. It'll 
be a single span over the bypass, again, eliminating those existing signals that lead to the congestion 
that we see out there today. One of the innovative aspects of this project are two Green T – with what's 
referred to as Green T intersections. These intersection types promote operations by removing a lot of 
the stopping and conflicting movements at an intersection. This one is at the top of the ramp. If you are 
taking the bypass east towards 95 and take the ramp up to Brentsville Road, that will be a Green T 
intersection. Brentsville Road’s traffic will be continuous and the left turn from the top of that ramp 
onto Brentsville Road will be stopped controlled, but will have a receiving lane so that you can make 
that movement without conflicting with the through traffic. Similarly, the intersection of 294 and 
Bradley Cemetery Way as well as the ramp connections from the bypass will also be a Green T 
movement. One of the benefits of the Green T also is that it takes some of the heaviest vehicular 
movements and takes those out of the intersection, makes those free flow movements. So if you're on 
294 coming towards the bypass and you're going to make the right turn to Bradley Cemetery way, that'll 
be a free flow movement and you'll only be stopped at the one signal over Dumfries Road before you 
get from your origin out onto the bypass. We're continuing to study this intersection. We have received 
some feedback regarding concern over the pedestrian movements, so we are continuing to study this. 
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As of now, a signal has not been approved here, so we're continuing to study not only the intersection 
operations, but all of the bike and pedestrian movements and we’ll be following up with that after this 
meeting as we continue to study it and work with VDOT to determine the best solution. With regards to 
bicycle and pedestrian connectivity, it is a focus of the project and this slide may be a little tough to see 
on the screen, but again we have the boards in back and online. But generally, the connectivity that 
we're providing from Godwin Drive down to Bradley Cemetery, we're adding a sidewalk on the West 
side of the road. That will arrive at the signalized intersection on the project which will allow you to 
cross that intersection. There will also be a shared use path that will run all the way along Plant Place up 
into the intersection into the interchange area and then over the bypass via the Brentsville Road Bridge. 
So that pedestrian – that shared use Path also will follow along, cross the intersection, and connect to 
the existing path along 294 so we are looking to provide connectivity throughout from all those different 
existing bike and pedestrian facilities. And as I said, there are some aspects of that that are still being 
studied. Particularly where they cross the intersection across the ramps. 

Public Comment: Can’t you do a pedestrian bridge there?

Mark Gunn, Design Manager: If I could ask you just to wait and we're going to do all the questions at 
the end of the presentation. Thank you. Wanted to touch on Right of Way acquisition. There are, we 
have identified approximately 5 properties along the perimeter of the project that we will need to 
acquire, either right of way or easements, and easements are land rights so that we can install things 
such as utilities or drainage or even temporary easements that are used for the construction of the 
project, but then the county does not hold any long term rights in. So there are five properties that we 
anticipate affecting in that way. There are no relocations or displacements. They really are smaller areas 
of right away that are needed for the project and we will be following the standard process of right of 
way acquisition. So if you are one of those affected homeowners, you'll be contacted so that we can 
discuss the project with you. Then do an appraisal and go through the Uniform Act which guides the 
regulations on how we approach right of way. The project also does require an adjustment to the 
limited access. Limited access is basically access control along major roadways such as the bypass, and 
when you do an interchange project like this you often have to adjust those lines, so will be going 
through that process. It does require Commonwealth Transportation Board approval, so after we get 
through the public hearing, that will be one of our follow up steps is to go to the CTB to gain their 
approval of the limited access adjustment. And any of those properties that are affected that we do 
need to enter the right of way acquisition process with, your first contact can be expected in the spring 
of next year. And as Mary mentioned, there are a number of ways for you to give us feedback, questions 
and comments. One is here tonight. We will be recording the meeting. We also do have the court 
reporter. There's a comment box where you can drop off comments and they also can be emailed 
directly to Mary. We would ask that that you submit your comments within the next 10 days by the 18th 
so that then we can compile everything and work to evaluate, respond and address those comments the 
best we can. So with that I believe will open it up for questions. 

Ricardo Canizales, Director of Transportation: Well, go ahead and start with. Sure. 

Public Comment: Yeah, so you worried about maybe having to add another traffic light up there when 
you're doing this Green T. Which I think, would it be just simple? Make it happen for bridge? Asphalt. So 
people don't have to cross lane of traffic on that ramp that’s coming up. That's the ramp you're talking 
about, right? 
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Mark Gunn, Design Manager: Yes, yes it is. 

Public Comment: You need people to cross over that ramp and you’re talking about having a traffic light 
one there, yes? But I understand people like to walk and bicycle and how much more could it possibly to 
build a pedestrian bridge and by different people.

Mark Gunn, Design Manager: Yeah, so we are continuing. As I mentioned, we have received 
comments even advance of tonight's meeting regarding that specific issue. And then I did speak 
with several folks who raised the same issue. So it's an ongoing discussion that we've been 
having between the design build team and the county and also with VDOT to find the best 
solution to that crossing. 

Public Comment: So when you say this is a design build, you’ve already pick the contract? 

Mark Gunn, Design Manager: Yeah, I'm part of the contractor team. 

Khattab Shammout, Assistant Director of Transportation: Mark Gunn is with the RDA. That's a 
consulting firm that is hired directly by the contractor Wagman on the projects. Our contract is 
really with Wagman, and RDA is a consultant, works directly for Wagman. 

Public Comment: So Wagman is the one constructing the project?

Khattab Shammout, Assistant Director of Transportation: Yes, ma'am.

Ricardo Canizales, Director of Transportation: And I'm sorry, I probably should have done this at the 
beginning just for everybody’s information and education of what a design build project is and how that 
is different than what we usually do. In case you don't know, the way we usually do projects or 
traditionally have done projects in transportation is we have done them through what's called a design 
bid build method. It's a very linear process that goes from a design to then look at that design and get 
that design approved. Then be able to go in there and do right away. Find the right of way, get to the 
utilities, remove the utilities and then get a contract bid and construct the project. That is the normal, 
that the traditional process, we’ll call it. Our design build is a new procurement, it's not so new 
anymore. We've been doing it for probably a decade now, but it’s an alternative procurement where 
you're allowed to do things in parallel. So you design part of the project, you put a concept up like we 
did for STARS. The designer comes in or the contractor comes in, this is Wagman, hires an engineer, who 
is RDA, and says hey make this better or about the same and make it so we can put in a bid, and they 
gave up what's called an unsolicited bid. So it was the county didn't ask where we got it, we took that, 
we shopped it. We had other contractors come in and bid on it. Wagman, was the winner of that bid, 
and now Wagman has taken over this project and Mark is continuing to finish up the design of this 
project. This public hearing is part of that Getting— that's what I'm saying. Getting your comments 
tonight is important because it lets us make decisions on how we adjust the design before we get into 
that final stage and we start doing all this construction or stuff. Mark talked a little bit about starting to 
do the clearing and some of the stuff that goes on getting those permits. With the design build job, we 
can do that with the design concept that we have already, knowing that it's not going to be exactly the 
same, but in those areas that we know are going to be the same and are within right of way and little 
risk, we start moving on it. So it's a parallel process of doing all those things instead of a linear process. 
Saves time, saves money. We’ll be done with an interchange in two to three years. In the transportation 
world, that's lightspeed. It really is lightspeed. 
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Public Comment: Looks like Balls Ford Road is going pretty good. 

Ricardo Canizales, Director of Transportation: So that is a design build procurement as well, so exactly, 
and that's exactly what we're trying to achieve here, so my apologies for not coming in with that 
background and explaining to you what we meant by design build. 

Public Comment: I have a question. 

Ricardo Canizales, Director of Transportation: Uh, yes, ma'am. 

Public Comment: I'm at the intersection of Huntsman and Plant, so right behind the wall. And I found 
out that the people that lived there before me actually paid for a wall. Uhm, so there's a noise issue are 
raised. But the church, so it doesn't look like there's another way in and out of that. It looks like it's only 
going to go down Plant Place and we have one way out of our neighborhood just down plant place. 
That's it. So I'm hoping that there's gonna be another. You know, place for the church to go out. 

Ricardo Canizales, Director of Transportation: I will have to look into that. I can't answer that 
question for you here, but if you please leave me your name, I'll definitely get you answered. 

Public Comment: And then can we start talking about lowering the MPH on Plant Road? Because right 
now it’s 25 and the pedestrians use the road at the same time. And I can tell you those guys going up to 
Meadow Farms are blasting off there. It’s happened couple times, right? 

Ricardo Canizales, Director of Transportation: Please give me your name before you go. I have a 
whole group of traffic engineers that look at exactly what you're talking about and see what we 
can do for you. Sure. 

Khattab Shammout, Assistant Director of Transportation: Because currently they're using the 
roadway to walk, we are creating a trail right next to the road. You will not be going into the 
road anymore. Walk on the trail and connect. For road speed, typically VDOT would require 
what they call a speed study, so we're going to have to do a speed study for every roadway out 
there and determine what is the final speed of that road. OK, so it's not like we said, you know, 
we want that to be 25 or that be 35. This study will show us what the speed needs to be posted. 

Ricardo Canizales, Director of Transportation: Be up there on that on the screen right here. 
That purple line that is your new trailer, so you see that the trail comes all the way down past 
the nursery all the way to hook up to the existing trailer. 

Public Comment: You don’t understand. Originally, the church was supposed to be built in the middle of 
that Purple Lane. Did the church give way, they're not building anymore? I'm saying if it were supposed 
to go. 

Ricardo Canizales, Director of Transportation: It will still be there. Coordinate with them. Then I 
think we're taking a little bit. It's based on and again that's what I will have to get back to you 
on, my apologies. 

Public Comment: I mean it's kind of a follow up on what she has to say. Is there going to be one light? 
Basically like Jackson and another light on 234, not to Cloverhill? OK so as somebody who lives here now 
and lives back, we have nothing but speeding trucks and motorcycles now with the lights that we have. 
So all that’s gonna happen is that’s gonna get extremely worse and the noise I’m back on Smith Lane. 
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I'm back, I shouldn't hear. I hear everything every night, we hear the trucks, everything. I don't live up on 
the front, I live in the back and if it's that bad now and we're gonna open this up basically open up the 
speeding. That's all we're opening up straight out speeding. They're gonna go from Clover Hill Lake 
Jackson. 

Khattab Shammout, Assistant Director of Transportation: In terms of sound, I think it's gonna.. 
Again, I’m not looking at the numbers, but usually the braking and that the stopping and picking 
up to pass the signal or to speed up to order to pass the signal is what creates a lot of that. 

Public Comment: I’m not talking just the trucks, I’m talking the motorcycles and carsout here racing on 
234. It's just gonna make it worse and we've already had deaths out here on 3:30 at night. 

Public Comment: At night the light stays green, so they are running at 65/70 miles from Clover Hill all 
the way through because there's no traffic at night. This is traffic like it's not going to improve or make it 
any worse. What they could do is put a speed table as you're coming down by the hill towards the Coles 
and Lake Jackson drive to try to convince people to slow down, but they run the red light here. You 
cannot leave Coles unless you're positive that people have stopped both ways on 234. 

Ricardo Canizales, Director of Transportation: I'm sorry. I'll be able to answer that quickly. We 
can't put a speed table on a major primary route like that, but thank you for the comment. 

Katie, Public Comment: Now they're saying. Rick, I'm Katie. And we obviously speed tables aren't really 
a thing, but in other areas of the county we have those signs that say light ahead is red. Is there a way to 
maybe increase some of the safety signage so that we ask that people are coming down here, they get 
the lights to say hey, there's a stoplight ahead, start from here, brakes now rather than waiting for the 
last minute? 

Ricardo Canizales, Director of Transportation: We're talking about current situation, right? In 
future there won't be a light there. You’re talking about Coles, Lake Jackson?

Katie, Public Comment: We want to add one of the warning lights, like right up here where we see the 
sign for. 

Ricardo Canizales, Director of Transportation: Understand now, yes it's done. We can definitely 
work on. Yeah, we'll take a look.

Khattab Shammout, Assistant Director of Transportation: At the street outside the scope of the 
project. We’ll take a look at it, but it's definitely outside the scope. 

Ricardo Canizales, Director of Transportation: I thank you for the comment. We definitely can 
take it, ma’am. 

Public Comment: I live on Boutilier Lane so I’m very close and now we hear the noise. So can you put in 
your budget a sound barrier because it’s very important for us and for them. They’re far and they can 
hear it. So I’m the front. You have lots of streets now and people are going to speed. So we need a 
sound barrier. Very crucial for all of us, all of the houses that live on Boutilier Lane. 

Mark Gunn, Design Manager: Yeah, so prior to the design build team coming on there, there 
was environmental studies and documentation performed. One of those was a noise study and 
the findings of that study. There's rigid criteria on what needs to be found in that study to 
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warrant the installation of noise walls and given the configuration and the nature of this project, 
it was determined that noise walls would not meet that criteria. So there is a re-evaluation 
process that goes on during the project, but –

Khattab Shammout, Assistant Director of Transportation: We have that available. We could 
share that with whoever wants to see the study. I can load it online. 

Public Comment: You can do the study, but we hear the noise. This is not right. We lived on Boutilier 
Lane and we are very close to the highway, so this is having more streets. And people go to speed. Now 
we can hear the motorcycle. Motorcycles, trucks, they take a brake. I'm hear everything very loud so the 
siren, Police, Fire Department. So the study. I do not buy it. We have to have the sound barrier. Thank 
you. 

Ricardo Canizales, Director of Transportation: Again, we have, this is a transportation project 
and there's very like Mark said, specific criteria that we have to follow for the project to be able 
to pay for those sound barriers. If you do not meet those warrants or criteria we cannot pay for 
those through the project costs. Just so you understand how this study is done, ma’am, though, 
so just so you understand the study’s done, the study is based on your noise level now. So they 
look at what your noise level is now in compared to what the noise level would be without the 
braking. Without this stuff, because there's no signal there now, it compares it and says is there 
going to be more noise. And that delta between those two numbers is what actually warrants 
you or not. So if you're telling me right now that you're hearing all this braking and all this 
loudness and all this stuff now, then it's going to be very hard for a study to meet and come 
back and say that at your base, what you're hearing now, there's this much more coming your 
way. Where like Khattab says, sometimes the situation when there's no signal makes it better 
for noise because it's not as loud without the brake noise. So that study shows it we can't. 
Because as a transportation project we have regulations that we have to follow for sound, we 
can't at this point fund that with the money that we've been given. 

Public Comment: 54.9 Million. And you cannot budget for a sound wall?

Ricardo Canizales, Director of Transportation: It's not about budget ma'am, it's about what 
we're allowed to use. The money that we get for these projects is not County money, it's money 
that we get granted to us from transportation authorities, from the state, from the federal 
government. We take their money and we use it to build transportation projects. They have 
specific rules that we have to follow to be able to use those money for certain things. Right now, 
the way that the study came out, it does not allow us to use the project dollars to make sound 
walls. To build walls. 

Public Comment: Is your study living here 24/7 for a week’s time? I don’t think so. You’re not coming 
out to our neighborhoods. 

Ricardo Canizales, Director of Transportation: No, they put sound sensors, ma'am. It's a study. 
Like I said and we had the experts say they can tell you a little more than I can about it, but it's a 
delta between what you're getting now and what happens after the road is done. That's how 
the studying is done. It’s not based on no sound compared to what you're going to hear when 
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the project’s there. So I just wanted to make sure you understood how these studies were 
completed. 

Public Comment: Two questions. One. Does anybody in the on your staff or any of these so called 
experts, do they live in the area? Do they use this road? And secondly, coming down from Dumfries Rd 
fairground, it doesn't look like there's an easy access to 234 South. Looks like you have to go and make a 
turn up there on what is now Cemetery Rd. Cemetery Way. 

Mark Gunn, Design Manager: Yes, Sir, that is correct. If you're coming from Dumfries, you'll 
make a left at what now is Bradley Cemetery. But then you will have free flow movements from 
there all the way onto the bypass. 

Public Comment: Now you don't have to make a left there. Well, now you come out to today. At least, 
the traffic light stops the traffic somewhat. Granted, with free flowing traffic, we hear people now. But 
they pay no attention to the speed limits anyway. The police drive from one part of the county to 
another, and they were running down to 234. It's just going to make everything faster. 

Ricardo Canizales, Director of Transportation: I'm sorry, I really don't think we disagree with 
you, but a lot of the purposes of these improvements are to get that through movement on 234, 
the main route between 66 and 95 moving because we have a major connection that's 
important not only to the State, the region and the county. And then here, I'm sorry I live on 
Davis Ford Road, and I travel here, and I just came from my aunts house who lives on Blansford 
right there off of Lake Jackson. So yes, I and my family do live here and have lived here for 20 
years. So I do understand and where I live on Davis Ford. I hear the traffic on the Parkway on my 
side of the Parkway where I live in. I live in the woods and I understand the issue. I definitely do 
that were, you know, we're trying to better the system here again for not only the truck traffic 
or the truck traffic, but for everybody around the operations of the road. We're building an 
intersection over there at the at the university, we're getting ready to do a quadrant there. 
We're doing one at Balls Ford. We're doing one here. It's because this is a very important road 
that hooks in two major interstates within our county. The two major interstates we have in the 
county. 

Public Comment: We’re stuck with it no matter what. Correct? 

Ricardo Canizales, Director of Transportation: Stuck with what, sir? I’m sorry, I’m not 
understanding. Where we're looking at building an interchange. Yes, here.  

Public Comment: So if we have this project. Once it if it's no matter how it turns out, we're stuck with, 
right? 

Ricardo Canizales, Director of Transportation: Yes, the project, once it's built. It's asphalt on the 
ground. 

Khattab Shammout, Assistant Director of Transportation: Again, the word stuck and this is an 
improvement. That's what I'm wondering. The traffic numbers we have, and it's improved. 

Public Comment: Your numbers. You can quote numbers up one side down the other, but it still doesn't 
mean that it's going to be make things better. 
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Ricardo Canizales, Director of Transportation: Maybe not for the people around the 
interchange that may have to deal with the construction and the things we have to deal with, 
but for the majority of the county, again, the region in the state this isn't a transportation 
improvement that improves a major route through that connects two major interstates. So I'm 
sorry that you feel that way, but we're trying our best to make improvements in the county and 
make them the way that they helped the network and they also help other things like the, you 
know, the pedestrian, the bicycle network, everything transportation-wise. And you know 
sometimes we have to agree to disagree on what we consider improvements and not all. 
Apologies, sir. Yes, sir. 

Public Comment: On the sound thing, can they not go back to the sound before they did 234? You know 
what? Yeah, you get. For a lot of us that are local, we've been through this. We dealt with all the 
construction. We dealt with accidents. We dealt with the mess for years and for a lot of us, I don't 
wanna deal with it again. I live 7 miles to my work. This is going to be. Already now you don't know how 
long it's going to take. The school buses are already and I just watched these poor kids come home late 
at night already because of the traffic and we're just gonna throw all this construction in here and it's 
gonna be a mess. 

Ricardo Canizales, Director of Transportation: I understand your frustration, but it's a growing 
county. When I got here 20 years ago, like I mentioned and I started working for the county, this 
county was a county of 200,000 people. We’re a county of almost 500,000 in that 20-year span.

Public Comment: I realize that and I think it’s good for a lot of ways, but when Prince William Parkway 
was built, we were told that there would be no stop lights on Prince William Parkway. We all know that's 
a lie 'cause all the way straight up Parkway you've got nothing but and this part’s hard. It's like it's gonna 
bother the neighbors and the people that live here up and down the road. And that's a concern. Long 
time it's not going to be a couple days. This is gonna be years of us having to deal with this. 

Ricardo Canizales, Director of Transportation: And I hope that once you see it completed and 
you see what it does it that you'll see that it's a better situation for you. You had a question 
behind her. How you doing, Alan? Good to see you.

Public Comment: You can just fix the lights. 

Alan, Public Comment: I appreciate what you're doing to move traffic along and prevent delays for 
motorists. You're basically upgrading this into almost an Interstate standard, and when you do that, you 
really can't have at grade trail crossings of these roads. They really need to be totally grade separate. Six 
at grade crossing high speed long range. Somebody is going to get killed. I think more than once on this 
and what's a life. We need to have pedestrian bridge with two major cross county trails in the county. 
The Prince William Parkway Trail and the 234 trail needed that intersection and you can build a trail plan 
the way it made. It's already elevated. Don't even need an approach which is higher than the Parkway. 
You could just build the bridge and connect those two trails directly and at least that leg, those two legs 
in the intersection would be joined without going through those four at grade crossings there on the 
east side of Liberia Ave extended. And then again, there's, you've got five legs of growth that should 
have pedestrian bicycle cross access. You got the Parkway. You got 234 S, 234 W which currently has 
nothing, Brentsville Road and Dumfries Road 234 Business. So people are coming and going from all 
those intersections. I come down there from the city of Manassas down Dumfries road. Right now, I just 
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go as a vehicle down, go all the way down to the 234, make a left turn, make a right on Brentsville road 
in the right turn lane – pretty easy to do. This would be suicidal. I have to cross a two signalized 
intersections totaling 12 lanes, then cross a high speed ramp, then go over that bridge which isn't so bad 
with the Parkway there, and then have another at grade crossing there only of the ramp from Brentsville 
Road. So I mean, it's just it's just a nightmare and I know it's expensive to do that, but really you need to 
think about all the different legs, the future connections along Dumfries Road, the future connections 
along 234 North and figuring out how to do that with the least amount of at grade crossings. 

Ricardo Canizales, Director of Transportation: I appreciate the comment. I understand the 
concerns. We talked a little bit about that already and you said it very clearly. It's costly, but 
understood and we are looking at those in certain areas of the county and we are actually 
looking and potentially looking at one here too, just not in all the intersections you just said, but 
the one we have been discussing that we're discussing with VDOT about what we can do with 
that intersection. There is consideration of doing a pedestrian or bridge there that can be used, 
but at this point that's the only one that's being considered as part of this project to get to 
something to see if we get one there. With that, once we see that the demand is there by the 
bicyclists and pedestrians, we may want to add more and they may be projects that happen 
after this interchange is built, but as of now, the pedestrian network that we can create with the 
budget that we have that we've already extended in three different places to make sure that we 
connect properly. Thanks for your comments and some others going forward, but will continue 
to consider those intersections and seeing how we can make them safer there. Sir. How you 
doing? 

Public Comment: Let me second Alan’s comments at this intersection interchange is designed 
essentially as a killer interchange. Absent vision zero principles, perfect mobility for bikes and 
pedestrians. It's designed for cars and trucks to zip through here and there are going to be people, 
moms with kids and baby carriages that they're going to get flattened at these at grade crossings as 
designed here. This is a killer interchange, the way it's designed. The other point I'd like to suggest is that 
in the current comprehensive plan, the trail supposed to go to work in South along 234? That seems not 
to be going north at all in this. We're asking this. If you gotta follow VDOT’s rules, why not be compliant 
with the comprehensive plan of Prince William County? 

Ricardo Canizales, Director of Transportation: It's not that we're not being compliant, Mr 
Grymes. I. I think the issue here is the fact that we do not want to build a trail that leads to 
nowhere and have people mistakenly take that trail and think and end up on part of the 
Parkway that has no trail for an extensive period of time. So we just don't want to have that 
expectation of people at this point time. Once that trail is created for that section of the 
Parkway, we’ll hook it into the interchange as allowable through that area. But that is the reason 
we did not go north or West on that side. 

Public Comment: Look just where you have left no space for a trail on the stormwater pond that will 
take you from Dumfries Road to 234. You’re not designing this for future plans.

Ricardo Canizales, Director of Transportation: Thank you and we’ll take that comment into 
consideration. We appreciate that comment and we'll take a look at that and make sure that we 
are accommodating some space to be able to make sure it's done with people. 
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Public Comment: Are you guys using advocacy groups and data points to capture your shared use path 
information? Or you just based on the information of the locals? 

Ricardo Canizales, Director of Transportation: Uh, we do it based on connectivity and making 
sure that we're connecting the existing system out there. Initially it didn't happen. Some of the 
people and some of these groups and advocacy groups and some of the residents gave us some 
comments making sure we understood that there wasn't a connection. We were just a little bit 
off of connection for Godwin Drive. We made sure we made that connection up to the North 
there. We made sure we heard that there was interest in having a trail here instead of just going 
in the street in front of the nursery. So we make sure we made that connection all the way 
down to the existing trail which did not exist when we initially had the first concept design. So 
we have been and we made sure – what else did we add here, Mark, besides that? On the way 
here to Brentsville down to the bottom there. So those are the three extensions that we did as 
part of the comments that we heard initially regarding pedestrians. Now, obviously we're 
hearing that, you know, there's some dangerous spots in there and we are taking a look at those 
and we will make sure we take a look at making at designing this so there is no prevention of 
creating a trail in the future. I will take a look at that, but that's kind of how we got to where we 
are on the trail system and also in regards to what Mr. Grymes said, following are our 
comprehensive plan, making sure – 

Public Comment: There's some tools out there that will give you more data points, for instance, cyclists. 
Brentsville Road is a major connector point from Manassas to Knoxville. It goes through and if you're not 
capturing all the data points, there's data points between those two points and then North and South as 
well, as well as what you've heard about the pedestrians. So there's a lot of information out there that 
advocacy have to see groups have and some other tools that are out there being used by walkers, 
runners, joggers and cyclists as well. 

Ricardo Canizales, Director of Transportation: Thank you for your comments. I think Mr. Gunn’s 
taken note and we'll see what we can do. 

Public Comment: I’m at the bottom of the blue circle at southern most part, Brentsville Road, head 
South. Brentsville and Boutilier lane in the southwestern quadrant. Right now, if you go out on the lane 
and try to take a walk going towards intersection. It's a little bit sketchy, but at least the cars have a stop 
light to get going into that off ramp. Vehicles are just going to be roaring on, roaring into Brentsville 
Road and forget speed limits forget that stuff. It's going to make getting from Boutilier Lane, where that 
blue circle is, that southernmost point, points turning left or turning right, but that makes it very 
dangerous. I want to see what kind of studies were done in terms of vehicles going from intersections 
South on Brentsville or how much faster they going to be going and how much more of a sight line is 
really be because they're going to be closer to the intersection of Boutilier at Brentsville and they’re 
going to be faster, a dangerous situation. 

Mark Gunn, Design Manager: Yeah, so part of our design is to verify adequate sight distance for 
all movements at each intersection, including the one that you just mentioned there. And that 
that will be a yield movement for folks coming off of that ramp. The free flow movement is 
going to be Brentsville as it is today, so we have verified that all sight distance criteria is met. 
And so that that's the most basic answer to you. I understand your concern about speeding 
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vehicles, and we certainly will evaluate this comment further to see if there are any other 
measures that we should add into the plan to take care of that. 

Public Comment: This is worse not good, because now it's more safe then. Yeah, it'll be more dangerous 
in the future then this is the same, like you have to think about it. When we want to turn to come to 
Brentsville Road from Boutilier, now because of the traffic light, there is some safety for us, but now it 
will be hard to turn.

Ricardo Canizales, Director of Transportation: No, no, I understand both of your comments and 
we thank you for them and we'll take a look at that, but we'll definitely see what we can do, if 
there's anything additional we can put at that intersection that creates a safer movement for 
you. Let's take a look at that and see what we can. Yeah, yeah, that's some signage perhaps, and 
making sure that we get it correct. Let us look at what we can do there and make sure that we 
can assure you that you're getting answers. Yes, ma'am. 

Public Comment: I want to echo the comment about the comprehensive plan and the possibility of 
extending the bypass. About by the way, it ends right now, it just ends at Brentsville Road. I'm not sure I 
completely understand the whole notion of having the trail on the shoulder. So it seems like if you are 
building this intersection that have that stuff that goes north as far as this project goes is imperative. 

Ricardo Canizales, Director of Transportation: Hear you loud and clear. We will make sure that 
there's nothing impeding that in the future. We’ll take a look at. Ma'am. 

Margaret Smith, Public Comment: I’m Margaret Smith, I live South of Prince William Parkway. I come 
through that intersection at least once a day, either on a bicycle or in my car. And you're talking about 
building the intersection as it is. Who goes all that windy stuff with the bike path. But doing that is not 
being proactive. It's going to be reactive after you have the fatality or the accident, and you say, oh, we 
should have put something there to get the bicycles and pedestrians over 234 to connect the two trails 
so why be reactive when we can be proactive. If you build it now and you have to tear all up and put 
something else in, it seems like a waste of money. The trails with the bridge. 

Khattab Shammout, Assistant Director of Transportation: It's being built to cross over the 
bridge. 

Ricardo Canizales, Director of Transportation: Yeah, there's trails on the bridge, ma’am. What 
you see in purple—

Margaret Smith, Public Comment: You have to cross five at grade intersections to come north on the 
234 trail to get to go on the Liberia extended to go to connect with Prince William Parkway. That's a 
very, very busy and active trail with cyclists and pedestrians and runners. Five at grade crossings of 
ramps there to get across to connect those two trails. 

Ricardo Canizales, Director of Transportation: Right. Correct. If you're talking about that. They 
were examining to see if there's a better solution than just the signal or whatever. Yes, so that’s 
yes, that's we are looking at that possibility, right? 

Margaret Smith, Public Comment: Go to Fairfax County Parkway and look what they've done there. And 
it's, it's everything that we've done here. We've got on paper here, and it is hair racing to try and cross 
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the ramps there on there. They've got bike path that goes all the way up and down Fairfax County 
Parkway, which is great. But to try across those ramps? Forget it. 

Ricardo Canizales, Director of Transportation: And again, we continue to study that 
intersection. We will continue to see what the solution is there. It may or may not be a bridge, 
but we are. That is one of the possibilities that we are examining looking at now. It's a lot of 
these bridges become very cost prohibitive to projects because they're very expensive. The last 
one we priced out for 15 was about $8 million, so an $8 million bridge on a $50 million project. 
There's quite a large price tag and increase for one facility at one intersection. So we have to 
examine all that cost benefit and all the things that you mentioned and making sure that we're 
doing. We're trying to do the right thing up here. We also got to remember that we are in a 
semi-rural area of the county here, and we're not in an urban area where these pedestrian 
bridges are mostly prevail. 

Public Comment: Currently. The current configuration, the people going west on Brentsville Road 
coming from Dumfries Road or Liberia extended or Prince William Parkway, There are four different 
ways to accessing Brentsville Road. And they all have to stop all four times. So what it does is close up 
the traffic. Then they have to start up again. So it's not a continuous flow. Seems like you're trying to 
make one continuous flow no matter which way you're coming from to get down from Brentsville Road. 
To kinda hurry up to traffic and I think maybe you should look at maybe slowing down in traffic. 
Brentsville Road is 40 miles an hour. If you try to make things go smoother, without hesitation, like we 
do on freeways, beltways, they go faster and bring more traffic. I live under first post that has access 
from my driveway to Brentsville Rd. And at times, 15 cars and more are coming down, but they're only 
coming down from one part of the intersection. And then there's a pause, and then the next group 
comes through, the four different waves coming through the interchange. And what it's gonna do is 
gonna be one continuous line cars at times or 15 cars past my driveway after week. Now it's gonna be 
30 or 40 cars. By making things go faster, maybe we ought to make people go slower. And think. 

Ricardo Canizales, Director of Transportation: Thank you for commenting, Sir. 

Mark Gunn, Design Manager: I think we do have a couple of questions from the folks who have joined 
online. Aaron. 

Aaron Delong, Moderator:  Yeah, so the first one is a repeat question and before we get into that, I just 
want to let everybody know that has raised their hand to please type your questions so that we can read 
those aloud. The first question is a repeat about the design of plant place and will that land lock the First 
Baptist Church Manassas properties. I think we’ll provide comment responses to everyone through their 
virtual comments as well as the ones that we’ve had in person to go along with the rest of the 
comments. So if the two individuals that have raised their hand could please type in their questions, we 
could get those read aloud. 

Public Comment: Is this something where the questions that people are asking you guys were having 
FAQ website.

Ricardo Canizales, Director of Transportation: Correct. We’ll respond directly to your 
comments. If they were unique or will love some comments to be able to post it. We’ll post it all 
after we send a period after the 10 day period finishes up. OK, OK. After the 10 day period 
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finishes up, uh, we’ll  take all those comments. Compile, have our guys look at them, be able to 
respond and then come back and post them online so everybody can see that. 

Khattab Shammout, Assistant Director of Transportation: : The transcript for the project. 

Ricardo Canizales, Director of Transportation: Yes ma'am. Yes ma'am and we have the slides 
include contacts for anybody you want to talk about specific things to the project. If you want to 
talk to someone about right away, we have someone right away and then we talk about the 
design. Mary and Mark will get that to us, you know. And so that kind of thing. And again, we 
will continue. As I mentioned, this design is not final. We still have some elements that have to 
be finalized that RDA, Wagman, and the county will continue to work us through with VDOT. 
Any additional questions? 

Public Comment:  Are there any renderings of, rather than Bird’s eye view looking down at the map, like 
looking on the horizon so as we come to the airport north, what it will look like as Brentsville goes over 
and with the bridge?

Ricardo Canizales, Director of Transportation: 3D renderings? We have not prepared one yet, 
but we're going to get some done Mark? Let's take a look that. We may be able to get some 3D 
rendering stuff so we can put on our website. Everybody could take a look. What’s really cool, 
yeah, for the garage what we did we had were doing a parking garage on the East End of the 
county where we did is we did a little kind of 3D rendering where we show people how you 
would come in park and come out. So maybe if we show some movements on the interchange 
everybody would understand a little bit of how everything moves and so we’ll, let's see if we can 
work on something like that with RDA and will post that online. Thank you. Great comment. 
Alan. 

Alan, Public Comment: Crossing of the bypass, opacity. It's a lot cheaper to do as part of this project and 
later. Mobilizing, moving a lot of dirt, you can fill the abutments. And you would save a lot of money. 

Ricardo Canizales, Director of Transportation: We are taking all that into consideration. That's 
what we are considering one here. Correct. Jason? 

Jason, Public Comment: Do you have a pointer? What I’d like you to show me. If I’m coming from 66 
and coming down 234, show me the path to turn onto Liberia and goes to Liberia, or the Parkway. I just 
want you to show me some path.

Ricardo Canizales, Director of Transportation: Going from 66 going back up to Liberia. Here we 
go. You turn like an interchange. You come here, make a loop, and you go back up. 

Public Comment: And is that one lane or two lanes?

Ricardo Canizales, Director of Transportation: It’s free flow, but it's free for the whole time 
there's no signal, so we just continue moving your vehicle. 

Mark Gunn, Design Manager: You would make that entire movement without stopping at the 
traffic light. 

Ricardo Canizales, Director of Transportation: Again, I think it's a great idea that was brought 
up that we're going to put a 3D rendering and maybe some stuff that shows you all the 
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movements together into our website so everybody understands how all the movements from 
all the different directions come together. We have done something similar for the divergent 
diamond because people were confused how you were going to switch lanes in the middle of 
the bridge and get to the opposite side so. Right, correct? So we did a rendering. I think RDA did 
a rendering out to show how those movements were made so so it started being a little more 
obvious to people how this went. So let's see if we can put together something like that for you, 
put it up and we'll make sure everybody knows when it is up. Yes ma'am in the back. 

Public Comment: Will that be done in the very, very near future before the deadline for comments. 

Ricardo Canizales, Director of Transportation: I don't think that will be done before the 
deadline. The deadline for comments again that the movements and the movements are pretty 
set in this in this moment. It's based on a STAR study, traffic studies that have already been 
done. So a lot of the changes will be to maybe turn lane lanes, turn lanes, the pedestrian and 
network like we've talked about. Those kind of things, the configuration of the of the 
interchange is very set. 

Public Comment: I think people are confusing information. This is being built whether we like it or not. 
The information so you know how you're going to get home in the evening, how you leave in the 
morning. It's gonna all be OK. 

Khattab Shammout, Assistant Director of Transportation: We really take comments. I mean, all 
of these pedestrian improvements and the additions were not in the plan originally. When we 
had the meeting, we got comments back from residents. We corrected that and we've added 
that. So we're here. I mean, the interchange would be built. The shifting of the interchange, 
adjusting, 

Public Comment: Talking about the pedestrian bridge.

Khattab Shammout, Assistant Director of Transportation: We will take a look at that.

Public Comment: That I think is a plus, this purple going all the way through the bridge grade changes, I 
think that’s bull shit. I think one bridge over 234 and be done with it.

Khattab Shammout, Assistant Director of Transportation: Thank you.

Mark Gunn, Design Manager: I think we do have a couple more online. OK, why don't we? Why we go 
into online, yeah? 

Aaron Delong, Moderator: We have a couple online that are kind of related so I'm gonna read them off 
and succession just so we can get through. It appears this is from— So there's a couple of questions 
were gonna read them off in succession, so this first one is. It appears there's a paved access for ingress 
and egress out of Bradley Cemetery John Hornbaker estate, is that correct? The second one is assumed 
the grading will be stabilized on both sides of the cemetery that will be affected. Will any grades 
displace the Bradley Cemetery? And then one last one, will there be sufficient space for persons to be 
able to park along Bradley Cemetery to visit their loved one? 

Mark Gunn, Design Manager: For those in the back that it was a series of questions there 
related to the work around Bradley Cemetery. I think I'll hit on each of these. There is going to 
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be a pull off area where someone could pull off and have space to park to visit the cemetery. 
There won't be any grading that directly impacts the cemetery. Any work around it will be 
properly stabilized to ensure there's no future effect on the cemetery. But there's one more part 
of that, Aaron?

Aaron Delong, Moderator: Just will there be sufficient space for them to access? 

Mark Gunn, Design Manager: Yes and there will be the ability to safely park in that area. I 
mentioned and walked to visit the cemetery. Any other questions online?

Aaron Delong, Moderator: Yeah, there's a few. This first one is why does Brentsville Road Bridge have 
two lanes for less than 3000 vehicles per day?

Mark Gunn, Design Manager: The question was why did the Brentsville Bridge have two lanes? 
The reason for that is that Green T style intersection that I that I described. The one lane is for 
through traffic on Brecksville, the second lane is for someone making a left turn from the ramp 
onto Brentsville.

Aaron Delong, Moderator: There's one about is the high traffic count on Brentsville Road slated to rise 
once the new interchange is open, please provide specific projections. 

Mark Gunn, Design Manager: We do have a traffic study and interchange report prepared. I 
don't have that data readily available, but we certainly have that as part of all our analysis 
modeling we can share that in response to the comment. 

Ricardo Canizales, Director of Transportation: We will post that his response to that comment 
as a follow up to that. 

Aaron Delong, Moderator: As a follow up to that, how will this facilitate the large amount of traffic that 
is using Brentsville Road as a through way?

Mark Gunn, Design Manager: This project is going to handle all of the traffic that that exists out 
there today, as well as our future modeling. So I don't know that it specifically is intended to 
accommodate any future development. 

Public Comment: Right, so a lot on Brentsville Rd. There's a small sign at the intersection at 234 and 
there's also a small sign at the intersection of Lucasville that says no through trucks. It's a very small 
sign. I back up to the farm across the river from Brentsville so I look at Brentsville out my kitchen and 
there's tractor trailers and trucks that run up and down Brentsville Road all day long. So I'm asking, is 
there going to be more signage there or more enforcement there that prevents trucks? Because this is 
going to open up that even more for tractor trailers and trucks to use it as a path. The cars are one thing, 
but the truck traffic is something. 

Ricardo Canizales, Director of Transportation:  Yes, Sir and there is no intention right now 
removing the through truck restriction. As to the enforcement I can't really answer that for the 
police, but we will make the police aware that there there's an issue out there for you

Khattab Shammout, Assistant Director of Transportation: But we're not changing it 

Ricardo Canizales, Director of Transportation: because we're not changing it. The No through 
truck restriction will remain. Any other questions? 

Public Comment: Did you do a count study on Brentsville Road in the last two years. How's traffic travel 
Brentsville Road? 
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Mark Gunn: We did not do traffic data collection during the pandemic when traffic was 
artificially suppressed beyond what's normal condition. 

Public Comment: Is that something you're gonna do before you complete this and find out how much 
traffic is coming through Brentsville? Or that doesn't matter at this point?

Mark Gunn: Well, there has been data collection done pre-pandemic that that serves as the 
basis for all of the analysis that's ongoing, along with regional growth factors and such. So it's 
reliable data from pre-pandemic that serves as the basis of everything that's been started.

Ricardo Canizales, Director of Transportation: We can make that traffic report available to you. 
That's public information and more than happy to share it. 

Khattab Shammout, Assistant Director of Transportation: Within the pandemic period, VDOT 
came up with a way to really calculate that. 

Ricardo Canizales, Director of Transportation: No, we try not to use pandemic numbers. We use 
pre-pandemic numbers or we’re starting to take now as you see traffic increase, you're looking 
at about 65% to 75% of the traffic coming back to the area. So as we're seeing it increase 
slightly, we're starting to kick new numbers just to make sure that we're being accurate that the 
traffic is coming back. Any other questions and again, we do have staff here for a little bit longer 
that's going to be back in those boards that can answer specific questions. We're here to answer 
some specific questions here for you more. 

Public Comment: My neighbor asked me to ask. He asked what order. Are you going to build the ramps 
first and then demolish with existing? I guess that's what he was worried about, was that we were 
gonna. 

Ricardo Canizales, Director of Transportation: You want to talk about sequencing?

Mark Gunn: So generally speaking, the design has been laid out in a manner that's going to let 
Wagman, the contractor, build as much outside of traffic as possible. Like any construction 
project, there will be disruption, but we're certainly going to do our best. 

Khattab Shammout, Assistant Director of Transportation: Existing is the yellow and that would 
be kept alone for a long time. 

Ricardo Canizales, Director of Transportation: That we're going to leave her alone as long as 
possible. Try not to disrupt traffic. We have to maintain that traffic through a plan and make 
sure that we continue to have that what you have now. Man back there? No?

Public Comment: What was the reason you can't move the pedestrian crossover farther South on the 
Dumfries Rd. The pedestrian and bike path, why can’t you move it back towards Lake Jackson? Why do 
the crossover at that intersection? Why can't you move it to the other side of the road further back on 
Dumfries Road and then connect? 

Khattab Shammout, Assistant Director of Transportation: We've looked at this it's way outside 
of the project limits, and again we're trying to provide pedestrian connectivity within the 
interchange. But we'll take a look at it. We’ll take a look, it’s one of the ideas that we actually 
looked at some point. 

Public Comment: There are a lot of builders have been trying to build here. Why don't you just ask for a 
proper to take care of the cost? 
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Ricardo Canizales, Director of Transportation: I wish the process was that easy ma’am. That’s 
not, we can't ask for anything. We come in, we’re implementers of the project, and when it 
comes to transportation improvements from developers, we can only review and request that 
the board makes all final decisions on what developers proffer and what they come in. So 
there's nothing that, I can't go to developer and say “give me that” because you're going to 
come in here, it just it doesn't work as easy as that, but I appreciate it. I wish I did, sometimes. 
Any other questions?

Public Comment: I just have a comment. I want to thank you for. I was so excited for this project before 
I was like that's happy that this is gonna be our goal without the traffic light and the reason you did this 
project. So deliberate. It turns out there is another type of flag. It is more I have to drive and it's like it's 
so I'm not very happy with this and about that. So I just., you already decided project and it's going to be 
implemented this time for all of us. Coronavirus, people unemployed. I wish this money doesn't spend, 
the state doesn't spend it on this kind of project. It could be, you can use it differently. It doesn't spend 
this much time and waste of money. People can benefit out of it as a state. So just this is my point, but I 
was so excited but the danger of the safety for me and this is crucial, so I hope you take it into 
consideration. 

Ricardo Canizales, Director of Transportation: Thank you, ma’am, thank you, Yes, ma'am. 

Public Comment: I have a question. How do you come from going down and go south on 234 in a car. 
From the fairgrounds. I live south. How do I do that in a car?

Ricardo Canizales, Director of Transportation: South as in towards 95. To take herself from 
there, take her south to get to 95. She’s coming from the fairground.

Public Comment: From where we are now to the fairground. 

Ricardo Canizales, Director of Transportation: That’s a very easy movement. Yeah and again, 
that's why I think it's a great idea that we have this this kind of display just to show you guys 
how this works. I'm sorry we didn't think of that ahead of time, but that's a great comment and 
we’ll definitely work on that. We’ll get working on that display. Thank you very much again for 
coming. Supervisor Vega, any closing remarks on your part? 

Yesli Vega, District Supervisor: I just want to say thank you again. Rick said something very important. 
This design has changed and it's changed because of the input that we received. So I don't want you to 
walk out of here thinking that your presence here is not going to make a difference. It is. I am confident 
that Rick and Company are going to go back. I've been taking notes. My staff is here and we've been 
writing down every single question. So we're going to take that into consideration and do our very best 
to figure out proper solutions where possible. So again, thank you so much for coming out. I bless you 
all. If I don't see you all again, I wish you all a very Merry Christmas and a happy New Year. Thank you. 
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Brentsville Road Interchange Public Hearing Oral Comments

Public Comment: Yeah, so you worried about maybe having to add another traffic light up there when 
you're doing this Green T. Which I think, would it be just simple? Make it happen for bridge? Asphalt. So 
people don't have to cross lane of traffic on that ramp that’s coming up. That's the ramp you're talking 
about, right? 

Mark Gunn, Design Manager: Yes, yes it is. 

Public Comment: You need people to cross over that ramp and you’re talking about having a traffic light 
one there, yes? But I understand people like to walk and bicycle and how much more could it possibly to 
build a pedestrian bridge and by different people.

Mark Gunn, Design Manager: Yeah, so we are continuing. As I mentioned, we have received 
comments even advance of tonight's meeting regarding that specific issue. And then I did speak 
with several folks who raised the same issue. So it's an ongoing discussion that we've been 
having between the design build team and the county and also with VDOT to find the best 
solution to that crossing. 

Public Comment: So when you say this is a design build, you’ve already pick the contract? 

Mark Gunn, Design Manager: Yeah, I'm part of the contractor team. 

Khattab Shammout, Assistant Director of Transportation: Mark Gunn is with the RDA. That's a 
consulting firm that is hired directly by the contractor Wagman on the projects. Our contract is 
really with Wagman, and RDA is a consultant, works directly for Wagman. 

Public Comment: So Wagman is the one constructing the project?

Khattab Shammout, Assistant Director of Transportation: Yes, ma'am.

Ricardo Canizales, Director of Transportation: And I'm sorry, I probably should have done this at the 
beginning just for everybody’s information and education of what a design build project is and how that 
is different than what we usually do. In case you don't know, the way we usually do projects or 
traditionally have done projects in transportation is we have done them through what's called a design 
bid build method. It's a very linear process that goes from a design to then look at that design and get 
that design approved. Then be able to go in there and do right away. Find the right of way, get to the 
utilities, remove the utilities and then get a contract bid and construct the project. That is the normal, 
that the traditional process, we’ll call it. Our design build is a new procurement, it's not so new 
anymore. We've been doing it for probably a decade now, but it’s an alternative procurement where 
you're allowed to do things in parallel. So you design part of the project, you put a concept up like we 
did for STARS. The designer comes in or the contractor comes in, this is Wagman, hires an engineer, who 
is RDA, and says hey make this better or about the same and make it so we can put in a bid, and they 
gave up what's called an unsolicited bid. So it was the county didn't ask where we got it, we took that, 
we shopped it. We had other contractors come in and bid on it. Wagman, was the winner of that bid, 
and now Wagman has taken over this project and Mark is continuing to finish up the design of this 
project. This public hearing is part of that Getting— that's what I'm saying. Getting your comments 
tonight is important because it lets us make decisions on how we adjust the design before we get into 
that final stage and we start doing all this construction or stuff. Mark talked a little bit about starting to 
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do the clearing and some of the stuff that goes on getting those permits. With the design build job, we 
can do that with the design concept that we have already, knowing that it's not going to be exactly the 
same, but in those areas that we know are going to be the same and are within right of way and little 
risk, we start moving on it. So it's a parallel process of doing all those things instead of a linear process. 
Saves time, saves money. We’ll be done with an interchange in two to three years. In the transportation 
world, that's lightspeed. It really is lightspeed. 

Public Comment: Looks like Balls Ford Road is going pretty good. 

Ricardo Canizales, Director of Transportation: So that is a design build procurement as well, so exactly, 
and that's exactly what we're trying to achieve here, so my apologies for not coming in with that 
background and explaining to you what we meant by design build. 

Public Comment: I have a question. 

Ricardo Canizales, Director of Transportation: Uh, yes, ma'am. 

Public Comment: I'm at the intersection of Huntsman and Plant, so right behind the wall. And I found 
out that the people that lived there before me actually paid for a wall. Uhm, so there's a noise issue are 
raised. But the church, so it doesn't look like there's another way in and out of that. It looks like it's only 
going to go down Plant Place and we have one way out of our neighborhood just down plant place. 
That's it. So I'm hoping that there's gonna be another. You know, place for the church to go out. 

Ricardo Canizales, Director of Transportation: I will have to look into that. I can't answer that 
question for you here, but if you please leave me your name, I'll definitely get you answered. 

Public Comment: And then can we start talking about lowering the MPH on Plant Road? Because right 
now it’s 25 and the pedestrians use the road at the same time. And I can tell you those guys going up to 
Meadow Farms are blasting off there. It’s happened couple times, right? 

Ricardo Canizales, Director of Transportation: Please give me your name before you go. I have a 
whole group of traffic engineers that look at exactly what you're talking about and see what we 
can do for you. Sure. 

Khattab Shammout, Assistant Director of Transportation: Because currently they're using the 
roadway to walk, we are creating a trail right next to the road. You will not be going into the 
road anymore. Walk on the trail and connect. For road speed, typically VDOT would require 
what they call a speed study, so we're going to have to do a speed study for every roadway out 
there and determine what is the final speed of that road. OK, so it's not like we said, you know, 
we want that to be 25 or that be 35. This study will show us what the speed needs to be posted. 

Ricardo Canizales, Director of Transportation: Be up there on that on the screen right here. 
That purple line that is your new trailer, so you see that the trail comes all the way down past 
the nursery all the way to hook up to the existing trailer. 

Public Comment: You don’t understand. Originally, the church was supposed to be built in the middle of 
that Purple Lane. Did the church give way, they're not building anymore? I'm saying if it were supposed 
to go. 
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Ricardo Canizales, Director of Transportation: It will still be there. Coordinate with them. Then I 
think we're taking a little bit. It's based on and again that's what I will have to get back to you 
on, my apologies. 

Public Comment: I mean it's kind of a follow up on what she has to say. Is there going to be one light? 
Basically like Jackson and another light on 234, not to Cloverhill? OK so as somebody who lives here now 
and lives back, we have nothing but speeding trucks and motorcycles now with the lights that we have. 
So all that’s gonna happen is that’s gonna get extremely worse and the noise I’m back on Smith Lane. 
I'm back, I shouldn't hear. I hear everything every night, we hear the trucks, everything. I don't live up on 
the front, I live in the back and if it's that bad now and we're gonna open this up basically open up the 
speeding. That's all we're opening up straight out speeding. They're gonna go from Clover Hill Lake 
Jackson. 

Khattab Shammout, Assistant Director of Transportation: In terms of sound, I think it's gonna.. 
Again, I’m not looking at the numbers, but usually the braking and that the stopping and picking 
up to pass the signal or to speed up to order to pass the signal is what creates a lot of that. 

Public Comment: I’m not talking just the trucks, I’m talking the motorcycles and carsout here racing on 
234. It's just gonna make it worse and we've already had deaths out here on 3:30 at night. 

Public Comment: At night the light stays green, so they are running at 65/70 miles from Clover Hill all 
the way through because there's no traffic at night. This is traffic like it's not going to improve or make it 
any worse. What they could do is put a speed table as you're coming down by the hill towards the Coles 
and Lake Jackson drive to try to convince people to slow down, but they run the red light here. You 
cannot leave Coles unless you're positive that people have stopped both ways on 234. 

Ricardo Canizales, Director of Transportation: I'm sorry. I'll be able to answer that quickly. We 
can't put a speed table on a major primary route like that, but thank you for the comment. 

Katie, Public Comment: Now they're saying. Rick, I'm Katie. And we obviously speed tables aren't really 
a thing, but in other areas of the county we have those signs that say light ahead is red. Is there a way to 
maybe increase some of the safety signage so that we ask that people are coming down here, they get 
the lights to say hey, there's a stoplight ahead, start from here, brakes now rather than waiting for the 
last minute? 

Ricardo Canizales, Director of Transportation: We're talking about current situation, right? In 
future there won't be a light there. You’re talking about Coles, Lake Jackson?

Katie, Public Comment: We want to add one of the warning lights, like right up here where we see the 
sign for. 

Ricardo Canizales, Director of Transportation: Understand now, yes it's done. We can definitely 
work on. Yeah, we'll take a look.

Khattab Shammout, Assistant Director of Transportation: At the street outside the scope of the 
project. We’ll take a look at it, but it's definitely outside the scope. 

Ricardo Canizales, Director of Transportation: I thank you for the comment. We definitely can 
take it, ma’am. 
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Public Comment: I live on Boutilier Lane so I’m very close and now we hear the noise. So can you put in 
your budget a sound barrier because it’s very important for us and for them. They’re far and they can 
hear it. So I’m the front. You have lots of streets now and people are going to speed. So we need a 
sound barrier. Very crucial for all of us, all of the houses that live on Boutilier Lane. 

Mark Gunn, Design Manager: Yeah, so prior to the design build team coming on there, there 
was environmental studies and documentation performed. One of those was a noise study and 
the findings of that study. There's rigid criteria on what needs to be found in that study to 
warrant the installation of noise walls and given the configuration and the nature of this project, 
it was determined that noise walls would not meet that criteria. So there is a re-evaluation 
process that goes on during the project, but –

Khattab Shammout, Assistant Director of Transportation: We have that available. We could 
share that with whoever wants to see the study. I can load it online. 

Public Comment: You can do the study, but we hear the noise. This is not right. We lived on Boutilier 
Lane and we are very close to the highway, so this is having more streets. And people go to speed. Now 
we can hear the motorcycle. Motorcycles, trucks, they take a brake. I'm hear everything very loud so the 
siren, Police, Fire Department. So the study. I do not buy it. We have to have the sound barrier. Thank 
you. 

Ricardo Canizales, Director of Transportation: Again, we have, this is a transportation project 
and there's very like Mark said, specific criteria that we have to follow for the project to be able 
to pay for those sound barriers. If you do not meet those warrants or criteria we cannot pay for 
those through the project costs. Just so you understand how this study is done, ma’am, though, 
so just so you understand the study’s done, the study is based on your noise level now. So they 
look at what your noise level is now in compared to what the noise level would be without the 
braking. Without this stuff, because there's no signal there now, it compares it and says is there 
going to be more noise. And that delta between those two numbers is what actually warrants 
you or not. So if you're telling me right now that you're hearing all this braking and all this 
loudness and all this stuff now, then it's going to be very hard for a study to meet and come 
back and say that at your base, what you're hearing now, there's this much more coming your 
way. Where like Khattab says, sometimes the situation when there's no signal makes it better 
for noise because it's not as loud without the brake noise. So that study shows it we can't. 
Because as a transportation project we have regulations that we have to follow for sound, we 
can't at this point fund that with the money that we've been given. 

Public Comment: 54.9 Million. And you cannot budget for a sound wall?

Ricardo Canizales, Director of Transportation: It's not about budget ma'am, it's about what 
we're allowed to use. The money that we get for these projects is not County money, it's money 
that we get granted to us from transportation authorities, from the state, from the federal 
government. We take their money and we use it to build transportation projects. They have 
specific rules that we have to follow to be able to use those money for certain things. Right now, 
the way that the study came out, it does not allow us to use the project dollars to make sound 
walls. To build walls. 
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Public Comment: Is your study living here 24/7 for a week’s time? I don’t think so. You’re not coming 
out to our neighborhoods. 

Ricardo Canizales, Director of Transportation: No, they put sound sensors, ma'am. It's a study. 
Like I said and we had the experts say they can tell you a little more than I can about it, but it's a 
delta between what you're getting now and what happens after the road is done. That's how 
the studying is done. It’s not based on no sound compared to what you're going to hear when 
the project’s there. So I just wanted to make sure you understood how these studies were 
completed. 

Public Comment: Two questions. One. Does anybody in the on your staff or any of these so called 
experts, do they live in the area? Do they use this road? And secondly, coming down from Dumfries Rd 
fairground, it doesn't look like there's an easy access to 234 South. Looks like you have to go and make a 
turn up there on what is now Cemetery Rd. Cemetery Way. 

Mark Gunn, Design Manager: Yes, Sir, that is correct. If you're coming from Dumfries, you'll 
make a left at what now is Bradley Cemetery. But then you will have free flow movements from 
there all the way onto the bypass. 

Public Comment: Now you don't have to make a left there. Well, now you come out to today. At least, 
the traffic light stops the traffic somewhat. Granted, with free flowing traffic, we hear people now. But 
they pay no attention to the speed limits anyway. The police drive from one part of the county to 
another, and they were running down to 234. It's just going to make everything faster. 

Ricardo Canizales, Director of Transportation: I'm sorry, I really don't think we disagree with 
you, but a lot of the purposes of these improvements are to get that through movement on 234, 
the main route between 66 and 95 moving because we have a major connection that's 
important not only to the State, the region and the county. And then here, I'm sorry I live on 
Davis Ford Road, and I travel here, and I just came from my aunts house who lives on Blansford 
right there off of Lake Jackson. So yes, I and my family do live here and have lived here for 20 
years. So I do understand and where I live on Davis Ford. I hear the traffic on the Parkway on my 
side of the Parkway where I live in. I live in the woods and I understand the issue. I definitely do 
that were, you know, we're trying to better the system here again for not only the truck traffic 
or the truck traffic, but for everybody around the operations of the road. We're building an 
intersection over there at the at the university, we're getting ready to do a quadrant there. 
We're doing one at Balls Ford. We're doing one here. It's because this is a very important road 
that hooks in two major interstates within our county. The two major interstates we have in the 
county. 

Public Comment: We’re stuck with it no matter what. Correct? 

Ricardo Canizales, Director of Transportation: Stuck with what, sir? I’m sorry, I’m not 
understanding. Where we're looking at building an interchange. Yes, here.  

Public Comment: So if we have this project. Once it if it's no matter how it turns out, we're stuck with, 
right? 
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Ricardo Canizales, Director of Transportation: Yes, the project, once it's built. It's asphalt on the 
ground. 

Khattab Shammout, Assistant Director of Transportation: Again, the word stuck and this is an 
improvement. That's what I'm wondering. The traffic numbers we have, and it's improved. 

Public Comment: Your numbers. You can quote numbers up one side down the other, but it still doesn't 
mean that it's going to be make things better. 

Ricardo Canizales, Director of Transportation: Maybe not for the people around the 
interchange that may have to deal with the construction and the things we have to deal with, 
but for the majority of the county, again, the region in the state this isn't a transportation 
improvement that improves a major route through that connects two major interstates. So I'm 
sorry that you feel that way, but we're trying our best to make improvements in the county and 
make them the way that they helped the network and they also help other things like the, you 
know, the pedestrian, the bicycle network, everything transportation-wise. And you know 
sometimes we have to agree to disagree on what we consider improvements and not all. 
Apologies, sir. Yes, sir. 

Public Comment: On the sound thing, can they not go back to the sound before they did 234? You know 
what? Yeah, you get. For a lot of us that are local, we've been through this. We dealt with all the 
construction. We dealt with accidents. We dealt with the mess for years and for a lot of us, I don't 
wanna deal with it again. I live 7 miles to my work. This is going to be. Already now you don't know how 
long it's going to take. The school buses are already and I just watched these poor kids come home late 
at night already because of the traffic and we're just gonna throw all this construction in here and it's 
gonna be a mess. 

Ricardo Canizales, Director of Transportation: I understand your frustration, but it's a growing 
county. When I got here 20 years ago, like I mentioned and I started working for the county, this 
county was a county of 200,000 people. We’re a county of almost 500,000 in that 20-year span.

Public Comment: I realize that and I think it’s good for a lot of ways, but when Prince William Parkway 
was built, we were told that there would be no stop lights on Prince William Parkway. We all know that's 
a lie 'cause all the way straight up Parkway you've got nothing but and this part’s hard. It's like it's gonna 
bother the neighbors and the people that live here up and down the road. And that's a concern. Long 
time it's not going to be a couple days. This is gonna be years of us having to deal with this. 

Ricardo Canizales, Director of Transportation: And I hope that once you see it completed and 
you see what it does it that you'll see that it's a better situation for you. You had a question 
behind her. How you doing, Alan? Good to see you.

Public Comment: You can just fix the lights. 

Alan, Public Comment: I appreciate what you're doing to move traffic along and prevent delays for 
motorists. You're basically upgrading this into almost an Interstate standard, and when you do that, you 
really can't have at grade trail crossings of these roads. They really need to be totally grade separate. Six 
at grade crossing high speed long range. Somebody is going to get killed. I think more than once on this 
and what's a life. We need to have pedestrian bridge with two major cross county trails in the county. 
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The Prince William Parkway Trail and the 234 trail needed that intersection and you can build a trail plan 
the way it made. It's already elevated. Don't even need an approach which is higher than the Parkway. 
You could just build the bridge and connect those two trails directly and at least that leg, those two legs 
in the intersection would be joined without going through those four at grade crossings there on the 
east side of Liberia Ave extended. And then again, there's, you've got five legs of growth that should 
have pedestrian bicycle cross access. You got the Parkway. You got 234 S, 234 W which currently has 
nothing, Brentsville Road and Dumfries Road 234 Business. So people are coming and going from all 
those intersections. I come down there from the city of Manassas down Dumfries road. Right now, I just 
go as a vehicle down, go all the way down to the 234, make a left turn, make a right on Brentsville road 
in the right turn lane – pretty easy to do. This would be suicidal. I have to cross a two signalized 
intersections totaling 12 lanes, then cross a high speed ramp, then go over that bridge which isn't so bad 
with the Parkway there, and then have another at grade crossing there only of the ramp from Brentsville 
Road. So I mean, it's just it's just a nightmare and I know it's expensive to do that, but really you need to 
think about all the different legs, the future connections along Dumfries Road, the future connections 
along 234 North and figuring out how to do that with the least amount of at grade crossings. 

Ricardo Canizales, Director of Transportation: I appreciate the comment. I understand the 
concerns. We talked a little bit about that already and you said it very clearly. It's costly, but 
understood and we are looking at those in certain areas of the county and we are actually 
looking and potentially looking at one here too, just not in all the intersections you just said, but 
the one we have been discussing that we're discussing with VDOT about what we can do with 
that intersection. There is consideration of doing a pedestrian or bridge there that can be used, 
but at this point that's the only one that's being considered as part of this project to get to 
something to see if we get one there. With that, once we see that the demand is there by the 
bicyclists and pedestrians, we may want to add more and they may be projects that happen 
after this interchange is built, but as of now, the pedestrian network that we can create with the 
budget that we have that we've already extended in three different places to make sure that we 
connect properly. Thanks for your comments and some others going forward, but will continue 
to consider those intersections and seeing how we can make them safer there. Sir. How you 
doing? 

Public Comment: Let me second Alan’s comments at this intersection interchange is designed 
essentially as a killer interchange. Absent vision zero principles, perfect mobility for bikes and 
pedestrians. It's designed for cars and trucks to zip through here and there are going to be people, 
moms with kids and baby carriages that they're going to get flattened at these at grade crossings as 
designed here. This is a killer interchange, the way it's designed. The other point I'd like to suggest is that 
in the current comprehensive plan, the trail supposed to go to work in South along 234? That seems not 
to be going north at all in this. We're asking this. If you gotta follow VDOT’s rules, why not be compliant 
with the comprehensive plan of Prince William County? 

Ricardo Canizales, Director of Transportation: It's not that we're not being compliant, Mr 
Grymes. I. I think the issue here is the fact that we do not want to build a trail that leads to 
nowhere and have people mistakenly take that trail and think and end up on part of the 
Parkway that has no trail for an extensive period of time. So we just don't want to have that 
expectation of people at this point time. Once that trail is created for that section of the 
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Parkway, we’ll hook it into the interchange as allowable through that area. But that is the reason 
we did not go north or West on that side. 

Public Comment: Look just where you have left no space for a trail on the stormwater pond that will 
take you from Dumfries Road to 234. You’re not designing this for future plans.

Ricardo Canizales, Director of Transportation: Thank you and we’ll take that comment into 
consideration. We appreciate that comment and we'll take a look at that and make sure that we 
are accommodating some space to be able to make sure it's done with people. 

Public Comment: Are you guys using advocacy groups and data points to capture your shared use path 
information? Or you just based on the information of the locals? 

Ricardo Canizales, Director of Transportation: Uh, we do it based on connectivity and making 
sure that we're connecting the existing system out there. Initially it didn't happen. Some of the 
people and some of these groups and advocacy groups and some of the residents gave us some 
comments making sure we understood that there wasn't a connection. We were just a little bit 
off of connection for Godwin Drive. We made sure we made that connection up to the North 
there. We made sure we heard that there was interest in having a trail here instead of just going 
in the street in front of the nursery. So we make sure we made that connection all the way 
down to the existing trail which did not exist when we initially had the first concept design. So 
we have been and we made sure – what else did we add here, Mark, besides that? On the way 
here to Brentsville down to the bottom there. So those are the three extensions that we did as 
part of the comments that we heard initially regarding pedestrians. Now, obviously we're 
hearing that, you know, there's some dangerous spots in there and we are taking a look at those 
and we will make sure we take a look at making at designing this so there is no prevention of 
creating a trail in the future. I will take a look at that, but that's kind of how we got to where we 
are on the trail system and also in regards to what Mr. Grymes said, following are our 
comprehensive plan, making sure – 

Public Comment: There's some tools out there that will give you more data points, for instance, cyclists. 
Brentsville Road is a major connector point from Manassas to Knoxville. It goes through and if you're not 
capturing all the data points, there's data points between those two points and then North and South as 
well, as well as what you've heard about the pedestrians. So there's a lot of information out there that 
advocacy have to see groups have and some other tools that are out there being used by walkers, 
runners, joggers and cyclists as well. 

Ricardo Canizales, Director of Transportation: Thank you for your comments. I think Mr. Gunn’s 
taken note and we'll see what we can do. 

Public Comment: I’m at the bottom of the blue circle at southern most part, Brentsville Road, head 
South. Brentsville and Boutilier lane in the southwestern quadrant. Right now, if you go out on the lane 
and try to take a walk going towards intersection. It's a little bit sketchy, but at least the cars have a stop 
light to get going into that off ramp. Vehicles are just going to be roaring on, roaring into Brentsville 
Road and forget speed limits forget that stuff. It's going to make getting from Boutilier Lane, where that 
blue circle is, that southernmost point, points turning left or turning right, but that makes it very 
dangerous. I want to see what kind of studies were done in terms of vehicles going from intersections 
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South on Brentsville or how much faster they going to be going and how much more of a sight line is 
really be because they're going to be closer to the intersection of Boutilier at Brentsville and they’re 
going to be faster, a dangerous situation. 

Mark Gunn, Design Manager: Yeah, so part of our design is to verify adequate sight distance for 
all movements at each intersection, including the one that you just mentioned there. And that 
that will be a yield movement for folks coming off of that ramp. The free flow movement is 
going to be Brentsville as it is today, so we have verified that all sight distance criteria is met. 
And so that that's the most basic answer to you. I understand your concern about speeding 
vehicles, and we certainly will evaluate this comment further to see if there are any other 
measures that we should add into the plan to take care of that. 

Public Comment: This is worse not good, because now it's more safe then. Yeah, it'll be more dangerous 
in the future then this is the same, like you have to think about it. When we want to turn to come to 
Brentsville Road from Boutilier, now because of the traffic light, there is some safety for us, but now it 
will be hard to turn.

Ricardo Canizales, Director of Transportation: No, no, I understand both of your comments and 
we thank you for them and we'll take a look at that, but we'll definitely see what we can do, if 
there's anything additional we can put at that intersection that creates a safer movement for 
you. Let's take a look at that and see what we can. Yeah, yeah, that's some signage perhaps, and 
making sure that we get it correct. Let us look at what we can do there and make sure that we 
can assure you that you're getting answers. Yes, ma'am. 

Public Comment: I want to echo the comment about the comprehensive plan and the possibility of 
extending the bypass. About by the way, it ends right now, it just ends at Brentsville Road. I'm not sure I 
completely understand the whole notion of having the trail on the shoulder. So it seems like if you are 
building this intersection that have that stuff that goes north as far as this project goes is imperative. 

Ricardo Canizales, Director of Transportation: Hear you loud and clear. We will make sure that 
there's nothing impeding that in the future. We’ll take a look at. Ma'am. 

Margaret Smith, Public Comment: I’m Margaret Smith, I live South of Prince William Parkway. I come 
through that intersection at least once a day, either on a bicycle or in my car. And you're talking about 
building the intersection as it is. Who goes all that windy stuff with the bike path. But doing that is not 
being proactive. It's going to be reactive after you have the fatality or the accident, and you say, oh, we 
should have put something there to get the bicycles and pedestrians over 234 to connect the two trails 
so why be reactive when we can be proactive. If you build it now and you have to tear all up and put 
something else in, it seems like a waste of money. The trails with the bridge. 

Khattab Shammout, Assistant Director of Transportation: It's being built to cross over the 
bridge. 

Ricardo Canizales, Director of Transportation: Yeah, there's trails on the bridge, ma’am. What 
you see in purple—

Margaret Smith, Public Comment: You have to cross five at grade intersections to come north on the 
234 trail to get to go on the Liberia extended to go to connect with Prince William Parkway. That's a 
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very, very busy and active trail with cyclists and pedestrians and runners. Five at grade crossings of 
ramps there to get across to connect those two trails. 

Ricardo Canizales, Director of Transportation: Right. Correct. If you're talking about that. They 
were examining to see if there's a better solution than just the signal or whatever. Yes, so that’s 
yes, that's we are looking at that possibility, right? 

Margaret Smith, Public Comment: Go to Fairfax County Parkway and look what they've done there. And 
it's, it's everything that we've done here. We've got on paper here, and it is hair racing to try and cross 
the ramps there on there. They've got bike path that goes all the way up and down Fairfax County 
Parkway, which is great. But to try across those ramps? Forget it. 

Ricardo Canizales, Director of Transportation: And again, we continue to study that 
intersection. We will continue to see what the solution is there. It may or may not be a bridge, 
but we are. That is one of the possibilities that we are examining looking at now. It's a lot of 
these bridges become very cost prohibitive to projects because they're very expensive. The last 
one we priced out for 15 was about $8 million, so an $8 million bridge on a $50 million project. 
There's quite a large price tag and increase for one facility at one intersection. So we have to 
examine all that cost benefit and all the things that you mentioned and making sure that we're 
doing. We're trying to do the right thing up here. We also got to remember that we are in a 
semi-rural area of the county here, and we're not in an urban area where these pedestrian 
bridges are mostly prevail. 

Public Comment: Currently. The current configuration, the people going west on Brentsville Road 
coming from Dumfries Road or Liberia extended or Prince William Parkway, There are four different 
ways to accessing Brentsville Road. And they all have to stop all four times. So what it does is close up 
the traffic. Then they have to start up again. So it's not a continuous flow. Seems like you're trying to 
make one continuous flow no matter which way you're coming from to get down from Brentsville Road. 
To kinda hurry up to traffic and I think maybe you should look at maybe slowing down in traffic. 
Brentsville Road is 40 miles an hour. If you try to make things go smoother, without hesitation, like we 
do on freeways, beltways, they go faster and bring more traffic. I live under first post that has access 
from my driveway to Brentsville Rd. And at times, 15 cars and more are coming down, but they're only 
coming down from one part of the intersection. And then there's a pause, and then the next group 
comes through, the four different waves coming through the interchange. And what it's gonna do is 
gonna be one continuous line cars at times or 15 cars past my driveway after week. Now it's gonna be 
30 or 40 cars. By making things go faster, maybe we ought to make people go slower. And think. 

Ricardo Canizales, Director of Transportation: Thank you for commenting, Sir. 

Mark Gunn, Design Manager: I think we do have a couple of questions from the folks who have joined 
online. Aaron. 

Aaron Delong, Moderator:  Yeah, so the first one is a repeat question and before we get into that, I just 
want to let everybody know that has raised their hand to please type your questions so that we can read 
those aloud. The first question is a repeat about the design of plant place and will that land lock the First 
Baptist Church Manassas properties. I think we’ll provide comment responses to everyone through their 
virtual comments as well as the ones that we’ve had in person to go along with the rest of the 
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comments. So if the two individuals that have raised their hand could please type in their questions, we 
could get those read aloud. 

Public Comment: Is this something where the questions that people are asking you guys were having 
FAQ website.

Ricardo Canizales, Director of Transportation: Correct. We’ll respond directly to your 
comments. If they were unique or will love some comments to be able to post it. We’ll post it all 
after we send a period after the 10 day period finishes up. OK, OK. After the 10 day period 
finishes up, uh, we’ll  take all those comments. Compile, have our guys look at them, be able to 
respond and then come back and post them online so everybody can see that. 

Khattab Shammout, Assistant Director of Transportation: : The transcript for the project. 

Ricardo Canizales, Director of Transportation: Yes ma'am. Yes ma'am and we have the slides 
include contacts for anybody you want to talk about specific things to the project. If you want to 
talk to someone about right away, we have someone right away and then we talk about the 
design. Mary and Mark will get that to us, you know. And so that kind of thing. And again, we 
will continue. As I mentioned, this design is not final. We still have some elements that have to 
be finalized that RDA, Wagman, and the county will continue to work us through with VDOT. 
Any additional questions? 

Public Comment:  Are there any renderings of, rather than Bird’s eye view looking down at the map, like 
looking on the horizon so as we come to the airport north, what it will look like as Brentsville goes over 
and with the bridge?

Ricardo Canizales, Director of Transportation: 3D renderings? We have not prepared one yet, 
but we're going to get some done Mark? Let's take a look that. We may be able to get some 3D 
rendering stuff so we can put on our website. Everybody could take a look. What’s really cool, 
yeah, for the garage what we did we had were doing a parking garage on the East End of the 
county where we did is we did a little kind of 3D rendering where we show people how you 
would come in park and come out. So maybe if we show some movements on the interchange 
everybody would understand a little bit of how everything moves and so we’ll, let's see if we can 
work on something like that with RDA and will post that online. Thank you. Great comment. 
Alan. 

Alan, Public Comment: Crossing of the bypass, opacity. It's a lot cheaper to do as part of this project and 
later. Mobilizing, moving a lot of dirt, you can fill the abutments. And you would save a lot of money. 

Ricardo Canizales, Director of Transportation: We are taking all that into consideration. That's 
what we are considering one here. Correct. Jason? 

Jason, Public Comment: Do you have a pointer? What I’d like you to show me. If I’m coming from 66 
and coming down 234, show me the path to turn onto Liberia and goes to Liberia, or the Parkway. I just 
want you to show me some path.

Ricardo Canizales, Director of Transportation: Going from 66 going back up to Liberia. Here we 
go. You turn like an interchange. You come here, make a loop, and you go back up. 
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Public Comment: And is that one lane or two lanes?

Ricardo Canizales, Director of Transportation: It’s free flow, but it's free for the whole time 
there's no signal, so we just continue moving your vehicle. 

Mark Gunn, Design Manager: You would make that entire movement without stopping at the 
traffic light. 

Ricardo Canizales, Director of Transportation: Again, I think it's a great idea that was brought 
up that we're going to put a 3D rendering and maybe some stuff that shows you all the 
movements together into our website so everybody understands how all the movements from 
all the different directions come together. We have done something similar for the divergent 
diamond because people were confused how you were going to switch lanes in the middle of 
the bridge and get to the opposite side so. Right, correct? So we did a rendering. I think RDA did 
a rendering out to show how those movements were made so so it started being a little more 
obvious to people how this went. So let's see if we can put together something like that for you, 
put it up and we'll make sure everybody knows when it is up. Yes ma'am in the back. 

Public Comment: Will that be done in the very, very near future before the deadline for comments. 

Ricardo Canizales, Director of Transportation: I don't think that will be done before the 
deadline. The deadline for comments again that the movements and the movements are pretty 
set in this in this moment. It's based on a STAR study, traffic studies that have already been 
done. So a lot of the changes will be to maybe turn lane lanes, turn lanes, the pedestrian and 
network like we've talked about. Those kind of things, the configuration of the of the 
interchange is very set. 

Public Comment: I think people are confusing information. This is being built whether we like it or not. 
The information so you know how you're going to get home in the evening, how you leave in the 
morning. It's gonna all be OK. 

Khattab Shammout, Assistant Director of Transportation: We really take comments. I mean, all 
of these pedestrian improvements and the additions were not in the plan originally. When we 
had the meeting, we got comments back from residents. We corrected that and we've added 
that. So we're here. I mean, the interchange would be built. The shifting of the interchange, 
adjusting, 

Public Comment: Talking about the pedestrian bridge.

Khattab Shammout, Assistant Director of Transportation: We will take a look at that.

Public Comment: That I think is a plus, this purple going all the way through the bridge grade changes, I 
think that’s bull shit. I think one bridge over 234 and be done with it.

Khattab Shammout, Assistant Director of Transportation: Thank you.

Mark Gunn, Design Manager: I think we do have a couple more online. OK, why don't we? Why we go 
into online, yeah? 
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Aaron Delong, Moderator: We have a couple online that are kind of related so I'm gonna read them off 
and succession just so we can get through. It appears this is from— So there's a couple of questions 
were gonna read them off in succession, so this first one is. It appears there's a paved access for ingress 
and egress out of Bradley Cemetery John Hornbaker estate, is that correct? The second one is assumed 
the grading will be stabilized on both sides of the cemetery that will be affected. Will any grades 
displace the Bradley Cemetery? And then one last one, will there be sufficient space for persons to be 
able to park along Bradley Cemetery to visit their loved one? 

Mark Gunn, Design Manager: For those in the back that it was a series of questions there 
related to the work around Bradley Cemetery. I think I'll hit on each of these. There is going to 
be a pull off area where someone could pull off and have space to park to visit the cemetery. 
There won't be any grading that directly impacts the cemetery. Any work around it will be 
properly stabilized to ensure there's no future effect on the cemetery. But there's one more part 
of that, Aaron?

Aaron Delong, Moderator: Just will there be sufficient space for them to access? 

Mark Gunn, Design Manager: Yes and there will be the ability to safely park in that area. I 
mentioned and walked to visit the cemetery. Any other questions online?

Aaron Delong, Moderator: Yeah, there's a few. This first one is why does Brentsville Road Bridge have 
two lanes for less than 3000 vehicles per day?

Mark Gunn, Design Manager: The question was why did the Brentsville Bridge have two lanes? 
The reason for that is that Green T style intersection that I that I described. The one lane is for 
through traffic on Brecksville, the second lane is for someone making a left turn from the ramp 
onto Brentsville.

Aaron Delong, Moderator: There's one about is the high traffic count on Brentsville Road slated to rise 
once the new interchange is open, please provide specific projections. 

Mark Gunn, Design Manager: We do have a traffic study and interchange report prepared. I 
don't have that data readily available, but we certainly have that as part of all our analysis 
modeling we can share that in response to the comment. 

Ricardo Canizales, Director of Transportation: We will post that his response to that comment 
as a follow up to that. 

Aaron Delong, Moderator: As a follow up to that, how will this facilitate the large amount of traffic that 
is using Brentsville Road as a through way?

Mark Gunn, Design Manager: This project is going to handle all of the traffic that that exists out 
there today, as well as our future modeling. So I don't know that it specifically is intended to 
accommodate any future development. 

Public Comment: Right, so a lot on Brentsville Rd. There's a small sign at the intersection at 234 and 
there's also a small sign at the intersection of Lucasville that says no through trucks. It's a very small 
sign. I back up to the farm across the river from Brentsville so I look at Brentsville out my kitchen and 
there's tractor trailers and trucks that run up and down Brentsville Road all day long. So I'm asking, is 
there going to be more signage there or more enforcement there that prevents trucks? Because this is 
going to open up that even more for tractor trailers and trucks to use it as a path. The cars are one thing, 
but the truck traffic is something. 
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Ricardo Canizales, Director of Transportation:  Yes, Sir and there is no intention right now 
removing the through truck restriction. As to the enforcement I can't really answer that for the 
police, but we will make the police aware that there there's an issue out there for you

Khattab Shammout, Assistant Director of Transportation: But we're not changing it 

Ricardo Canizales, Director of Transportation: because we're not changing it. The No through 
truck restriction will remain. Any other questions? 

Public Comment: Did you do a count study on Brentsville Road in the last two years. How's traffic travel 
Brentsville Road? 

Mark Gunn: We did not do traffic data collection during the pandemic when traffic was 
artificially suppressed beyond what's normal condition. 

Public Comment: Is that something you're gonna do before you complete this and find out how much 
traffic is coming through Brentsville? Or that doesn't matter at this point?

Mark Gunn: Well, there has been data collection done pre-pandemic that that serves as the 
basis for all of the analysis that's ongoing, along with regional growth factors and such. So it's 
reliable data from pre-pandemic that serves as the basis of everything that's been started.

Ricardo Canizales, Director of Transportation: We can make that traffic report available to you. 
That's public information and more than happy to share it. 

Khattab Shammout, Assistant Director of Transportation: Within the pandemic period, VDOT 
came up with a way to really calculate that. 

Ricardo Canizales, Director of Transportation: No, we try not to use pandemic numbers. We use 
pre-pandemic numbers or we’re starting to take now as you see traffic increase, you're looking 
at about 65% to 75% of the traffic coming back to the area. So as we're seeing it increase 
slightly, we're starting to kick new numbers just to make sure that we're being accurate that the 
traffic is coming back. Any other questions and again, we do have staff here for a little bit longer 
that's going to be back in those boards that can answer specific questions. We're here to answer 
some specific questions here for you more. 

Public Comment: My neighbor asked me to ask. He asked what order. Are you going to build the ramps 
first and then demolish with existing? I guess that's what he was worried about, was that we were 
gonna. 

Ricardo Canizales, Director of Transportation: You want to talk about sequencing?

Mark Gunn: So generally speaking, the design has been laid out in a manner that's going to let 
Wagman, the contractor, build as much outside of traffic as possible. Like any construction 
project, there will be disruption, but we're certainly going to do our best. 

Khattab Shammout, Assistant Director of Transportation: Existing is the yellow and that would 
be kept alone for a long time. 

Ricardo Canizales, Director of Transportation: That we're going to leave her alone as long as 
possible. Try not to disrupt traffic. We have to maintain that traffic through a plan and make 
sure that we continue to have that what you have now. Man back there? No?

Public Comment: What was the reason you can't move the pedestrian crossover farther South on the 
Dumfries Rd. The pedestrian and bike path, why can’t you move it back towards Lake Jackson? Why do 
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the crossover at that intersection? Why can't you move it to the other side of the road further back on 
Dumfries Road and then connect? 

Khattab Shammout, Assistant Director of Transportation: We've looked at this it's way outside 
of the project limits, and again we're trying to provide pedestrian connectivity within the 
interchange. But we'll take a look at it. We’ll take a look, it’s one of the ideas that we actually 
looked at some point. 

Public Comment: There are a lot of builders have been trying to build here. Why don't you just ask for a 
proper to take care of the cost? 

Ricardo Canizales, Director of Transportation: I wish the process was that easy ma’am. That’s 
not, we can't ask for anything. We come in, we’re implementers of the project, and when it 
comes to transportation improvements from developers, we can only review and request that 
the board makes all final decisions on what developers proffer and what they come in. So 
there's nothing that, I can't go to developer and say “give me that” because you're going to 
come in here, it just it doesn't work as easy as that, but I appreciate it. I wish I did, sometimes. 
Any other questions?

Public Comment: I just have a comment. I want to thank you for. I was so excited for this project before 
I was like that's happy that this is gonna be our goal without the traffic light and the reason you did this 
project. So deliberate. It turns out there is another type of flag. It is more I have to drive and it's like it's 
so I'm not very happy with this and about that. So I just., you already decided project and it's going to be 
implemented this time for all of us. Coronavirus, people unemployed. I wish this money doesn't spend, 
the state doesn't spend it on this kind of project. It could be, you can use it differently. It doesn't spend 
this much time and waste of money. People can benefit out of it as a state. So just this is my point, but I 
was so excited but the danger of the safety for me and this is crucial, so I hope you take it into 
consideration. 

Ricardo Canizales, Director of Transportation: Thank you, ma’am, thank you, Yes, ma'am. 

Public Comment: I have a question. How do you come from going down and go south on 234 in a car. 
From the fairgrounds. I live south. How do I do that in a car?

Ricardo Canizales, Director of Transportation: South as in towards 95. To take herself from 
there, take her south to get to 95. She’s coming from the fairground.

Public Comment: From where we are now to the fairground. 

Ricardo Canizales, Director of Transportation: That’s a very easy movement. Yeah and again, 
that's why I think it's a great idea that we have this this kind of display just to show you guys 
how this works. I'm sorry we didn't think of that ahead of time, but that's a great comment and 
we’ll definitely work on that. We’ll get working on that display. Thank you very much again for 
coming. Supervisor Vega, any closing remarks on your part? 
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Route 234 – Brentsville Road Interchange Project Public Hearing Typed Comments  
 
Comment 1 
Warner Roberts: Does the current exchange design land lock the First Baptist Church Manassas property? 
(35+ acres beside the nursery) 
 
Comment 2 
Mike: When traveling north on Brentsville Road, can one drive without stopping on Dumfries Road or 
294? 
 
Comment 3 
Grant: Why not a traditional Clover?  
 
Comment 4 
Warner Roberts: I missed the answer so can you please repeat the land lock question? 
 
Comment 5 
Dough McLearen: It appears that there is a paved access for ingress / egress to the Bradley Cemetery John 
Hornbaker estate - is that correct? 
 
Comment 6 
Mike: How wide will Bradley Cemetery Road be made?  
 
Comment 7 
Doug McLearen: Assume the grading will be stabilized on both sides of the cemetery that will be 
affected.  
 
Comment 8  
Mike: Will any graves be displaced at the Bradley Cemetery? 
 
Comment 9  
Grant: What is the standard for right of way acquisition for property owners? 
 
Comment 10 
Mike: Will there be sufficient space for persons be able to park along Bradley Cemetery to visit their 
loved one? 
 
Comment 11 
Grant: How will this facilitate the large amount of traffic that is using Brentsville Rd as a through way? 
 
Comment 12 
Mike: Is the (high) traffic count on Brentsville Road slated to rise once the new interchange is open? 
Please provide specific projections. 
 
Comment 13 
Mark S: Why does Brentsville Road bridge have two lanes for less than 3000 VPD? 
 
Comment 14 
Shawn Clinger: How do the residents of Bradley Forest get access to 234 and Liberia during the 
construction phase? Diverting all traffic to Lucasville will overwhelm the small road. 
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Comment 15 
Geri Capitan: How do residents of Westchester Drive have access to Liberia Ave and the parkway during 
construction? 
 
Comment 16 
Mark S: Why is a Green T intersection necessary on Brentsville Road at the high cost to build a new wide 
bridge? 
 
Comment 17 
Geri Capitan: Driving around to Lucasville is not a solution. We will lose hours each day getting in and 
out of our homes.  
 
Comment 18 
Mike: Have long complained to the police about truck traffic on Brentsville: over many years, nothing has 
been done to address -- and nor is it foreseen.  Sadly. 
 
Comment 19 
Mike: Suggest you circulate to BOCS Vega's mailing list a moving diagram of how the traffic flow works 
(hopefully with motion) which would make more clear how the design works. 
 
Comment 20 
Patricia Casas McCleaf: Have you considered the back up that this is going to create to the residents on 
Godwin road? 
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Aaron DeLong

From: Mary Loren <tmloren@verizon.net>

Sent: Monday, November 22, 2021 4:02 PM

To: Ankers, Mary

Subject:  “Interchange at Route 234 and Brentsville Road ,Project PH Comments”

This email is from an EXTERNAL source. Use caution when replying or clicking embedded links. 

________________________________ 

Ms. Ankers, 

Regarding the above four way intersection, was any consideration given to designing it as a double Roundabout with 

traffic lights for heavy volume times? 

How has the Route 15 Roundabouts been performing?  How does the Route 15 traffic volume compare to the Rt 

234/Brentsville Rd intersection? 

There are many intersections where Roundabouts would work, for instance Independent Hill and Bristow Road where 

there appears to be sufficient space for one yet a full traffic light was installed there. 

I believe roundabouts are more environmentally friendly, safer, and save time when volumes are lower on early 

weekend morning.  I often sit at the Parkway and Liberia with no traffic moving. 

Thanks. 

Mary Loren 
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Aaron DeLong

From: Adam, Elnour M. <EMAdam@pwcgov.org>

Sent: Tuesday, November 23, 2021 9:56 AM

To: Scott N. Rhine; Anthony Bednarik; Rick Delong; Mark Gunn

Cc: Ankers, Mary; 'Kenneth Macdonald'

Subject: FW: Pedestrian Safety - Route 234-Brentsville Road Interchange Project

FYI 

From: Canizales, Ricardo <rcanizales@pwcgov.org>  

Sent: Monday, November 22, 2021 2:08 PM 

To: Shammout, Khattab O. <KShammout@pwcgov.org>; Adam, Elnour M. <EMAdam@pwcgov.org>; Ankers, Mary 

<MAnkers@pwcgov.org> 

Cc: Scullin, Elizabeth D. <EScullin@pwcgov.org>; Weinmann, Richard <RWeinmann@pwcgov.org> 

Subject: FW: Pedestrian Safety - Route 234-Brentsville Road Interchange Project 

FYI 

Rick Canizales 

Director of Transportation 

D: 703.792.5985 | O: 703.792.6825 

Rcanizales@pwcgov.org 

Prince William County Government 

Department of Transportation 

5 County Complex Ct., Prince William, VA  22192 

www.pwcgov.org/transportation 

From: Mark Scheufler <scheufler@gmail.com>  

Sent: Monday, November 22, 2021 12:34 PM 

To: Vega, Yesli <yvega@pwcgov.org>; Gainesville District <gainesville@pwcgov.org>; Wheeler, Ann 

<awheeler@pwcgov.org>; Boddye, Kenny <kboddye@pwcgov.org>; Angry, Victor S. <VSAngry@pwcgov.org>; Lawson, 

Jeanine M. <JLawson@pwcgov.org>; Bailey, Andrea <abailey@pwcgov.org>; Franklin, Margaret 

<mfranklin@pwcgov.org> 

Cc: BOCS COS <BOCS-COS@pwcgov.org>; Canizales, Ricardo <rcanizales@pwcgov.org>; Pathway to 2040 

<pathwayto2040@pwcgov.org>; Fontanella, Jr., Joseph <Colesplanning@gmail.com>; Belita, Paolo J. 

<PBelita@pwcgov.org>; Shikurye, Dagmawie D. <DShikurye@pwcgov.org>; Shammout, Khattab O. 

<KShammout@pwcgov.org>; Adam, Elnour M. <EMAdam@pwcgov.org> 

Subject: Pedestrian Safety - Route 234-Brentsville Road Interchange Project 

This email is from an EXTERNAL source. Use caution when replying or clicking embedded links. 

PWC BOCS,

On Monday November 15, another pedestrian fatality occurred in PWC on Route 28 next to 

the Central Library.  The county needs to move forward with planning and investing in 

pedestrian safety throughout the county.  One near term opportunity to make a difference is 
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to update the design for the planned Route 234-Brentsville Road Interchange Project.  The 

planned bike/ped design through one section of the interchange is very dangerous. Forcing 

Bike/Ped users to cross FOUR separate high speed vehicle lanes is an unacceptable way to 

connect two of the major trails in the county. It is embarrassing that this design is being 

presented to the public.  The proposed solution is much worse than the current 

configuration.  Please work with the transportation staff to implement a better solution.  The 

county should embrace the Vision Zero concept and design safe intersections, rather than rely 

solely upon enforcement by the Police Department to shape behavior of drivers, bikers, and 

pedestrians.

Thanks, 

Mark Scheufler 

PWC Resident 
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Aaron DeLong

From: Ankers, Mary <MAnkers@pwcgov.org>

Sent: Wednesday, November 17, 2021 12:03 PM

To: Scott N. Rhine

Cc: Adam, Elnour M.; Mark Gunn; Rick Delong; Aaron DeLong; Anthony Bednarik; jerry 

whitlock; Ellen diekel

Subject: FW: 234 Interchange Comments

Attachments: Virtual Presentation Comment Sheet _ Route 234 - Brentsville Interchange 

17Nov2021.pdf

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you recognize the 

sender and know the content is safe. 

Scott: 

Please record this as our first PH comments. 

V/R 

Mary 

From: Shikurye, Dagmawie D. <DShikurye@pwcgov.org> 

Sent: Wednesday, November 17, 2021 12:00 PM 

To: Ankers, Mary <MAnkers@pwcgov.org> 

Cc: Adam, Elnour M. <EMAdam@pwcgov.org> 

Subject: FW: 234 Interchange Comments 

FYI 

Dagmawie Shikurye, MSCE, PE, CBO 

Engineering Manager 

Design and Plan Development Branch 

Prince William County   

Department of Transportation 

Office: 703-792-5537 

Cell: 571- 330 1789 

From: Wiley, Robyna <rwiley@copyright.gov>  

Sent: Wednesday, November 17, 2021 11:18 AM 

To: Shikurye, Dagmawie D. <DShikurye@pwcgov.org> 

Cc: R Wiley <costdiva@gmail.com> 

Subject: 234 Interchange Comments 

This email is from an EXTERNAL source. Use caution when replying or clicking embedded links. 

Greetings, 

Please find attached. 
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Thanks, 

Robyn 

This is a personal, not an official communication. 

Robyn Wiley 

Program Management Section Head 
Product Management Division | U.S. Copyright Office 
Library of Congress 
CCMC, MBA, FAC-P/PM, FAC-C, BCF, ACM  
101 Independence Ave. SE, LM 560, Washington, DC 20559-6007 
rwiley@copyright.gov | O: 202.707.0159  | C: 202.579.5902 
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Virtual Presentation for Public 
Information and Comments
Route 234-Brentsville Road Interchange Project
Prince William County, VA

Name (Optional):__________________________________________________________

Address:_________________________________________________________________

COMMENT SHEET
ALL COMMENTS ARE SUBJECT TO PUBLIC DISCLOSURE – PLEASE PRINT CLEARLY
Submit comments by close of business on June 1, 2020. Comments can be mailed to the address 

on the back of this form or emailed to DShikurye@pwcgov.org. 

In your opinion, does the design of this project meet the needs of the community?

YES ________ NO ________ 

Do you have any specific concerns regarding the proposed project?

YES ________ NO ________

Please provide us with any additional information which you feel would assist in the completion of this project. 

How did you hear about this meeting?

Newspaper ________ Direct Mail______________ Other:_________________________________

Would you like to provide any input or recommendations regarding the Environmental Studies to be performed 

for the project?

YES ________ NO ________

UPC: 111485
State Project #: PRGA-076-242   Federal Project #: STP-5A01(907)

Robyn Wiley Burnette

8756 Bradley Forge Drive

No it doesn't meet the needs of the community that lives off this intersection.  For example, if I want to shop at local businesses on Bus
234, or 234, including my bank, dry cleaner, grocery store, etc., will I have to go over a bridge to get there??  Also, there is significant
traffic noise from racing cars down Dumfries road, I can't see a bridge eliminating this noise, in fact; with a higher elevation, I see the noise
increasing. To me, the only thing this proposed intersection does is allow cars and trucks to exceed the speed limit and not worry about
traffic lights.

Yes. Noise and traveling to local businesses, restaurants, and shops. See previous concerns.

Yes, please consider the pollution that bridges and unrestricted, non-stop traffic, will bring to
the families, children, pets, farms, and homes immediately off of 234 (e.g., Brentsville Road).

I signed up for alerts on the website. Frankly, if I had known about this project when we
purchased 4 years ago, we would of have never moved here.
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Aaron DeLong

From: Ankers, Mary <MAnkers@pwcgov.org>

Sent: Monday, November 22, 2021 6:40 PM

To: Scott N. Rhine

Cc: Adam, Elnour M.; Shammout, Khattab O.; Mark Gunn; Rick Delong; Aaron DeLong; 

Anthony Bednarik

Subject: FW: Route 234 Brentsville Road Interchange projects PH Comments

Attachments: FW: Pedestrian Safety - Route 234-Brentsville Road Interchange Project

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you recognize the 

sender and know the content is safe. 

Scott: 

Would  you please review the below comment. It will need to be addressed at the Public Hearing.  The 

same individual sent a similar comment all of the PWC Board members. 

I am getting numerous email comments.  I will start sending them your way as they need to responded to 

as part of the public hearing record. 

V/R 

Mary 

From: Mark Scheufler <scheufler@gmail.com>  

Sent: Monday, November 22, 2021 5:49 PM 

To: Ankers, Mary <MAnkers@pwcgov.org> 

Cc: Vega, Yesli <yvega@pwcgov.org>; Gainesville District <gainesville@pwcgov.org>; Wheeler, Ann 

<awheeler@pwcgov.org>; Boddye, Kenny <kboddye@pwcgov.org>; Angry, Victor S. <VSAngry@pwcgov.org>; Lawson, 

Jeanine M. <JLawson@pwcgov.org>; Bailey, Andrea <abailey@pwcgov.org>; Franklin, Margaret 

<mfranklin@pwcgov.org>; Canizales, Ricardo <rcanizales@pwcgov.org>; Pathway to 2040 

<pathwayto2040@pwcgov.org>; Fontanella, Jr., Joseph <Colesplanning@gmail.com>; Belita, Paolo J. 

<PBelita@pwcgov.org>; Shikurye, Dagmawie D. <DShikurye@pwcgov.org>; Shammout, Khattab O. 

<KShammout@pwcgov.org>; Adam, Elnour M. <EMAdam@pwcgov.org>; BOCS COS <BOCS-COS@pwcgov.org>; Scullin, 

Elizabeth D. <EScullin@pwcgov.org>; Burke, Richard <Richard.Burke@vdot.virginia.gov> 

Subject: Route 234 Brentsville Road Interchange projects PH Comments 

This email is from an EXTERNAL source. Use caution when replying or clicking embedded links. 

Please consider the following comments to Route 234-Brentsville Road Interchange Project 

Interchange: 

PROBLEM: 

Forcing bicycle and pedestrian users to cross FOUR separate high speed 

vehicle lanes is an unacceptable way to connect two of the major trails 
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in the county.  The section should be removed from the design.  It is too 

dangerous.

RECOMMENDED SOLUTION: 

Add an additional bike/ped bridge crossing of Route 234 south of the 

planned interchange to connect the Route 234 Trail and PWP Trail
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HOW TO PAY FOR RECOMMEND SOLUTION: 

1. Remove Proposed Bike/Ped Infrastructure from Bradley Cemetery Way area

2. Change the Continuous Green-T Intersection at Brentsville Rd and Off-Ramp from VA234 Bypass 

South to a Roundabout, Standard Two Phase Traffic Light or a 3-Way Stop Sign.  Future traffic
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volumes do not warrant the infrastructure needed for a  Continuous Green-T 

Intersection .

3. Remove a lane from the planned Brentsville Road Bridge to create a smaller/cheaper bridge

footprint.  Future traffic volumes do not warrant the two vehicle lanes on 

the bridge.
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If you need any clarifications, let me know. 

Thank you for considering this comments, 

Mark Scheufler 

Active Prince William 

202-210-1404
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Aaron DeLong

From: Weinmann, Richard <RWeinmann@pwcgov.org>

Sent: Tuesday, November 23, 2021 3:55 PM

To: ztardivo@yahoo.com

Cc: Adam, Elnour M.; Salem, Salah; Ankers, Mary

Subject: RE: Route 234 Brentsville Road interchange Project PH Comments

Attachments: 2020-09 Lake Jackson - Blandsford.pdf; 2020-09 Lake Jackson - Hill Crest.pdf; RTMG 

2020 final.pdf

Mr. Tardivo, 

I apologize for my delayed response.  We have been reviewing the previous Lake Jackson studies for you and I was 

planning reaching out to you last week but I had to take off due to illness due to possible COVID. 

As requested in your email 11/3/2021, please find attached the two most recent speed studies conducted on Lake 

Jackson Drive. Also attached is the Prince William County Residential Traffic Management Guide.  The RTM Guide 

describes the process and criteria for traffic calming in the County. 

Unfortunately based on the data collected during these studies and previous studies, Lake Jackson Drive does not qualify 

for traffic calming.  Similarly, to my knowledge the VDOT requirements for multiway stops have not been met. 

We understand your concerns and understand that the construction of the new interchange is going to impact the Lake 

Jackson Drive.  We are interested in your ideas and I would like to discuss them with you.  Given that your ideas involve 

the interchange I would like to have someone from the Interchange project also attend.  Are you available to attend a 

conference/web call sometime next week. 

Could you suggest a couple of times so I can try get all parties involved to attend so we can discuss your concerns. 

Regards 

Richard 

Richard Weinmann 
Traffic Safety Engineering Branch Manager 

T: 703.792.8002  |  F: 703.792.7159 

rweinmann@pwcgov.org 

Prince William County Government 

Department of Transportation  |  Traffic and Safety Engineering Branch 

5 County Complex Court, Prince William, VA 22192 

www.pwcgov.org 

From: Z.T. <ztardivo@yahoo.com>  

Sent: Tuesday, November 16, 2021 6:41 PM 

To: Ankers, Mary <MAnkers@pwcgov.org> 

Subject: Route 234 Brentsville Road interchange Project PH Comments 

This email is from an EXTERNAL source. Use caution when replying or clicking embedded links. 
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I am writing in reference to the proposed changes to the 234 Intersection of Brentsville road. I applaud the county in 
looking at removing these two problematic lights however I have concerns on how this will affect my home and road that I 
live directly on (lake jackson drive).  

The amount of cut through traffic on Lake Jackson Drive between 234/294 is incredible in the morning and afternoon rush 
hour. Cutting the corner traffic has been increasing year after year and those hitting the redlight on 234 traveling north 
often go right on red through this road.  

My mailbox has been hit numerous times by drivers speeding and falling off the edge of the road (there is no shoulder and 
traffic is normally going 45 miles per hour plus).  

I have contacted VDOT and had traffic studies done and have trouble turning left out of my driveway safely due to blind 
corner and hill that blocks the view of traffic. I have attempted to contact PWC traffic safety specifically Rich Weinmann 
with no response at rweinmann@pwcgov.org  

My concern with this Brentsville interchange project is: 

1: Pre Construction 
    What can be done to limit cut through traffic and increase the safety on Lake Jackson Drive? Decreased Speed 
limit/police presence for speeding/ traffic calming measures/ removal of lights etc... 

2:During Construction 
    The construction will undoubtedly increase the traffic on Lake Jackson Drive. What will be done to limit this and to 
increase safety on the road?  

3:After Construction 
    Having the light at Lake Jackson Drive/234 seems to be pointless and increase even more traffic. Why not limit the stop 
of traffic here and turn this into a normal intersection like Smith Lane/Coles Drive? Why not combine lake jackson drive 
and smith lane north of 234? Why is Lake Jackson Drive still considered a emergency route for the fire house, when the 
parkway was created and the fire department can access northward much easier using those roads? 

In the end, I really think the next two intersections of 234 and SmithLane and Lake Jackson Drive need to be taken into 
consideration both for the flow of traffic and for public safety. Lake Jackson Drive should not be used as a cut through 
when this new intersection is planned. I know the point of the intersection will be to entice those to not use the cut 
through. But other things need to be done to ensure this doesnt happen before construction even begins. The introduction 
of the parkway many years ago totally changed the local routes in this area and the future growth of traffic on these roads 
does not agree with how the currently are setup. 

Thanks 
Zachary Tardivo 
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Aaron DeLong

From: Ankers, Mary <MAnkers@pwcgov.org>

Sent: Sunday, November 21, 2021 10:16 PM

To: Margaret Smith

Cc: Adam, Elnour M.

Subject: RE: Suggestions for Brentsville Rd. interchange- reply to Ms. Smith

Attachments: BR I PH ad.docx

Ms. Smith: 

I have attached the information for the design public hearing.  It will be held on Dec 8th. 

Please let me know of any questions or concerns. 

Respectfully, 

Mary 

Mary Ankers, P.E. 

Alternative Delivery Project Manager 

T: 703.792.4228 | C: 571.245.5779 

MAnkers@pwcgov.org 

Prince William County Government 

Department of Transportation | Capital Division 

5 County Complex Ct., Prince William, VA 22192 

www.pwcgov.org/transportation 

From: Margaret Smith <byknchik57@gmail.com>  

Sent: Sunday, November 21, 2021 8:24 PM 

To: Ankers, Mary <MAnkers@pwcgov.org> 

Subject: Re: Suggestions for Brentsville Rd. interchange- reply to Ms. Smith 

This email is from an EXTERNAL source. Use caution when replying or clicking embedded links. 

Mary, 

I was going through some emails and I’ve saved this one from you.  It’s been several months since we met and I was 

wondering about any upcoming public hearings.   

Thank you for your help. 

Margaret Smith 

Active Prince William 
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On Sep 7, 2021, at 2:07 PM, Ankers, Mary <MAnkers@pwcgov.org> wrote: 

Ms.  Smith: 

It was great meeting with you last week.  We appreciated your input and we will consider 

the below Bike/Ped options as suggested by Active Prince William that are within the 

project area as the budget allows.   

The public hearing for this project is planned for late fall 2021 and we let you know more 

after it is scheduled.  

Please let me know if you have additional questions or concerns and I look forward to 

working with you as the County’s project manager. 

Respectfully, 

Mary 

Mary Ankers, P.E. 

Alternative Delivery Project Manager 

T: 703.792.4228 | C: 571.245.5779 

MAnkers@pwcgov.org 

Prince William County Government 

Department of Transportation | Capital Division 

5 County Complex Ct., Prince William, VA 22192 

www.pwcgov.org/transportation 

From: Margaret Smith <byknchik57@gmail.com>  

Sent: Sunday, September 5, 2021 6:22 PM 

To: Belita, Paolo J. <PBelita@pwcgov.org>; Ankers, Mary <MAnkers@pwcgov.org>; Adam, Elnour M. 

<EMAdam@pwcgov.org> 

Subject: Suggestions for Brentsville Rd. interchange 

This email is from an EXTERNAL source. Use caution when replying or clicking embedded 
links. 

Dear Paolo, Mary and Adam, 

Thank you so much for meeting with me las Thursday and also for providing the hard copies of the 

interchange plans.  One of our Active Prince William members was able to see the electronic version of 

the map and has the following suggestions. 

From Allen Muchnick: 
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I propose the following bike/ped crossings to safely navigate this tangle of high-

speed roadways and efficiently connect in all four directions--north-south on the 

east side of Liberia Ave Extended( #1 below), east-west on the north side of Rte 

234 (#2 and #3 below) and east-west across Brentsville Rd (#4 below): 

1) A north-south bike/ped bridge over Route 234 on the east side of Brentsville

Rd (near the Meadows Farms Garden Center) would likely make the shortest and

most logical connection between the existing path along the south side of Route

234 and the existing PW Pkwy path along the east side of Liberia Ave

Extended.  Moreover, since the Route 234 path is already elevated above the

Route 234 roadway at that location, the southern approach to this overpass

should be fairly short and flat.

2) At least one east-west path crossing, ideally a second overpass, on the north

side of Rte 234, in the vicinity of Bradley Cemetery Way, to cross from the path

on the east side of Liberia Ave Extended, near where the four close-by at-grade

crossings are currently shown, to reach a future sidepath along at least one side

of Business 234/Dumfries Rd and to eventually connect to the future path along

the north side of Rte 234/PW Pkwy toward Lucasville Rd.  Ideally, this single

overpass would land on the west side of Business 234.

3) If the overpass proposed in #2 above would terminate east of Business 234, a

second east-west bike/ped crossing of Business 234/Dumfries Road would be

needed, but an at-grade crossing at a signalized intersection (e.g., at Bradley

Cemetery Way or perhaps Godwin Drive) might be adequate, at least for now.

4) An east-west, at-grade bike/ped crossing of Brentsville Rd could be located at

the first intersection south of the interchange and would preferably be signalized

in the future.

Most of the bike traffic that comes up 234 will be turning to go on to the Liberia Extended bike path so 

an elevated crossing to eliminate 5 at-grade crossings would make sense from a safety point of 

view.  When the path makes all the turns and is not more direct, cyclists will more than likely forego the 

path and try to get through the intersection on the road which is not safe.   

If you have any questions on these suggestions, please feel free to contact me. 

Thank you again for your time. 

Sincerely, 

Margaret Smith 
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Aaron DeLong

From: Ankers, Mary <MAnkers@pwcgov.org>

Sent: Thursday, November 18, 2021 10:13 AM

To: Mike Burnette

Cc: Scott N. Rhine; Adam, Elnour M.; Mark Gunn; Aaron DeLong; Rick Delong

Subject: RE: Rt. 234 / Brentsville Rd. Hearing

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you recognize the 

sender and know the content is safe. 

Mr. Burnette: 

Thank you for your inquiry and there will be message boards placed within the project area next week to 

advertise the design public hearing. 

Please let me know of any additional question or concerns you may have. 

Respectfully, 

Mary Ankers, P.E. 
Alternative Delivery Project Manager 

T: 703.792.4228 | C: 571.245.5779 

MAnkers@pwcgov.org 

Prince William County Government 

Department of Transportation | Capital Division 

5 County Complex Ct., Prince William, VA 22192 

www.pwcgov.org/transportation 

From: Mike Burnette <mikeburnette1@gmail.com> 

Sent: Wednesday, November 17, 2021 8:04 PM 

To: Ankers, Mary <MAnkers@pwcgov.org> 

Subject: Rt. 234 / Brentsville Rd. Hearing 

This email is from an EXTERNAL source. Use caution when replying or clicking embedded links. 

Greetings,  

I saw the online Public Hearing notice for the Brentsville Rd. interchange hearing, and thank you for that.  Will the 

county be putting up Public Hearing notice signs near the affected intersection as well?  I think these would be helpful as 

not everybody is tuned in to online notifications.   

It seems that people that live off of Brentsville Rd (such as myself) will be most affected by the new interchange so I am 

looking forward to a productive meeting. 

Thank you, 
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Michael Burnette 

8756 Bradley Forge Dr, Manassas, VA 20112 
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Aaron DeLong

From: Ruth & Dave Williams <rdwmsv@verizon.net>

Sent: Tuesday, November 23, 2021 12:24 PM

To: Ankers, Mary

Subject: Route 234 Brentsville Road Interchange Project PH Comments

This email is from an EXTERNAL source. Use caution when replying or clicking embedded links. 

The design of this interchange is ingenious but very complicated.  It appears that two traffic signals are being replaced by 

three signals, albeit two of them will be CGT, but I’m not sure the traffic flow benefits will be as large as if each of the 

existing traffic signals were each replaced by an ordinary cloverleaf or ramp design.  I’m sure cloverleaves were 

considered as part of the interchange study.  Why were cloverleaves not part of the final design? 

David Williams 

7594 Knightshayes Drive 

Manassas 
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Aaron DeLong

From: Ankers, Mary <MAnkers@pwcgov.org>

Sent: Monday, November 29, 2021 7:42 AM

To: Scott N. Rhine

Cc: Adam, Elnour M.; Mark Gunn; Aaron DeLong; Rick Delong; Anthony Bednarik

Subject: FW: Route 234 Brentsville Road Interchange Project PH Comments

Attachments: Route 234 Brentsville Rd.docx

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you recognize the 

sender and know the content is safe. 

Scott: 

Please add this to the other public hearing comments. 

Thank you, 

Mary 

From: usvrc <usvrc@yahoo.com>  

Sent: Sunday, November 28, 2021 7:00 PM 

To: Ankers, Mary <MAnkers@pwcgov.org> 

Subject: Route 234 Brentsville Road Interchange Project PH Comments 

This email is from an EXTERNAL source. Use caution when replying or clicking embedded links. 

Attached you will find my comments. 

Virginia Courey 
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I am opposed to the widening of Route 234 Brentsville Rd.  We don’t need 

motr traffic coming through Bristow streets.  The trucks and semi’s are 

using neighborhoods to cut through which shouldn’t be allowed.  You don’t 

even have any weight limit or restriction on trucks using local streets. 

We already have Wellington, Prince William Hwy, Nokesville Rd and your 

widening Bull Run which isn’t even completed and now you want to put 6 

lanes on university.  You are boxing in Bristow with traffic and pollution. 

 It appears that our Prince Williams Co can’t communicate with each other. 

I recently asked Anne Wheeler, twice if there was a general plan for our 

county to date, she has not responded. 

This county is doing haphazard planning and not communicating with each 

other.  Just like the big development they are going to put in on “Open 

Space” property.  The supervisors are passing all sorts of developments 

and not wow the public works is trying to do the same. 

We can’t even get street lights between Sudley Manor Dr and Limestone 

because it is so dark in that section.  Yet it appears that Gainsville can get 

good lighting and nice street without trucks and semi’s.  There is a disparity 

here. 

Come on let’s fix up what we have before starting new projects and let the 

commercial development use these properties. 

Virginia Courey 
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Aaron DeLong

From: Ankers, Mary <MAnkers@pwcgov.org>

Sent: Friday, December 3, 2021 10:54 AM

To: Scott N. Rhine

Cc: Adam, Elnour M.; Mark Gunn; Aaron DeLong; Anthony Bednarik; erdiekel@wagman.com

Subject: FW: Route 234 Brentsville Road Interchange Project PH Comments

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you 

recognize the sender and know the content is safe. 

Scott: 

Please add this to the other public hearing comments.  We should address this issue at the public hearing. 

Thank you, 

Mary 

-----Original Message----- 

From: Brad Hancock <hancockbs@gmail.com> 

Sent: Friday, December 3, 2021 10:03 AM 

To: Ankers, Mary <MAnkers@pwcgov.org>; Bailey, Andrea <abailey@pwcgov.org>; Vega, Yesli <yvega@pwcgov.org> 

Subject: Route 234 Brentsville Road Interchange Project PH Comments 

I am writing to provide my input on the subject project. Prince William County’s proposed Route 234-Brentsville Road 

Interchange includes four treacherous at-grade shared-use path crossings of free-flowing high-speed roadways to link 

the Prince William Parkway and Route 234 sidepaths.   As an alternative to this dangerous and circuitous trail routing, 

Active Prince William advocates a simple trail overpass on the east/south side of this interchange to safely and directly 

link Prince William County’s two major trails. As a resident of Montclair and a very active user of this intersection, I agree 

with this proposed alternative. 

Thanks for your consideration. 

Brad Hancock 

hancockbs@gmail.com 
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Aaron DeLong

From: BARBARA B <bbest0909@msn.com>

Sent: Saturday, December 11, 2021 3:39 PM

To: Ankers, Mary

Subject: Interchange at Route 234 and Brentsville Road Project PH Comments - walking path 

access via Huntsman Drive

This email is from an EXTERNAL source. Use caution when replying or clicking embedded links. 

Hi Ms. Ankers, 

Thank you so much for the opportunity to provide feedback on the Route 234/Brentsville Road project. 

I would like to ask if the walking path could have an opening across from Huntsman Drive so we can go directly 

on the path vs. walking down the road to the Coles drive opening. Right now there is a fence going all the way 

down Plant Place where the future path will be. 

Our neighborhood has mostly retired folks with a few young families. They all walk along Plant Place street to 

get to the path. It is so dangerous. 

The road's speed limit is 25 mph but the Meadows Farm Nursery customers routinely go faster than that and 

often drive down the middle of the road.  

I honestly don't think they realize our neighborhood is in that area.  

The new walking path placement will be an incredible improvement!  

I just ask that they leave an opening for Huntsman Drive neighbors to be able to easily access the path as well. 

I also want to make sure I emphasize that if the church is built there definitely needs to be another 

entrance/exit for them in the current plans vs. just using Plant Place. All the houses on Plant Place have only 

one way out of our neighborhood. All of Plant Place and Coles Drive houses (including the fire station) has only 

1 way to make a left onto 234 at the light on Coles/234.   

Thank you for your time! Happy Holidays. 

Sincerely, 

Barbara Best 

11411 Huntsman Drive 

Manassas, VA 20112 

571-259-5086
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Aaron DeLong

From: May AL Najjar <may.jetro@yahoo.com>

Sent: Saturday, December 11, 2021 12:12 AM

To: Ankers, Mary; Vega, Yesli

Subject: Interchange at Route 234 and Brentsville Road Project PH Comments

This email is from an EXTERNAL source. Use caution when replying or clicking embedded links. 

Ms. Ankers and Ms Vega, 

This is an issue that impacts nine homes on Boutilier Lane and seventeen 

homes on Bradley Forge Drive.  It is at the south of the project at the 
intersection of Brentsville Road, where it crosses Boutilier Lane to the west 

and Bradley Forge Drive to the east.  

It is about traffic exiting 234 onto Ramp F, then heading right onto the new 
Dumfries Road extension, then Brentsville Road.  This sets up a very 

dangerous situation for vehicles from Boutilier or Bradley Forge trying to 
turn on to Brentsville Road!  The sight line to see the vehicles will be very 

short, and a Continuous Green light will not slow them down from highway 

speed!    

The sight line now to see cars coming from the light at 234/Brentsville 
heading south is approximately 1,600 feet (0.3 miles).  And the vehicles are 

starting from a full stop, or at least a limited speed from the intersection.   

This new plan will have cars leaving 234 onto Ramp F, then onto the new 
extension of Dumfries Road, then Brentsville Road.  The sight line to see 

these cars, while trying to turn from Boutilier or Bradley Forge onto 
Brentsville, will be approximately 500 feet (0.1 miles)!  And the cars coming 

will be at nearly highway speed because of the Continuous Green-T!  

Ms. Ankers, was there a study done of this reduced sight line, combined with 
increased speed of the vehicles?   

Is a 500 foot sight line with those vehicles at nearly highway speed too 
dangerous to allow residents to drive onto Brentsville Road from Boutilier or 

Bradley Forge?    

Should there be a stop light or flashing warning device to slow down vehicles 
on the new Dumfries Road extension where it will connect with Brentsville 

Road?  
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This appears to be a serious safety issue for us. Please respond to these 

issues.  

Also I suggest sound barrier , it will be too loud, the cars will be too fast and we already hear the noise now from 234 

Thank you, 

May Al Najjar  
10981 Boutilier Lane 

Manassas  20112 
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Aaron DeLong

From: Liz Cronauer <lizcron@verizon.net>

Sent: Friday, December 10, 2021 2:07 PM

To: Ankers, Mary

Subject: Public Comment - Interchange at Rte 234 and Brentsville Road Project - Design Public 

Hearing 12/8/2021

This email is from an EXTERNAL source. Use caution when replying or clicking embedded links. 

Dear Ms Ankers, 

After attending the 12/8/2021 hearing on the above referenced project, I have the following comments to submit to the 
record: 

While I appreciate the efforts of the designers to accommodate some of the bicycle/pedestrian traffic components of the 
interchange by providing connections across the highway, I was dismayed to see that the continuation of the Shared Use 
Path along the 234 bypass was omitted from the project. This trail has been a part of the PW County Comprehensive Plan 
since at least 2008 and this project provides a critically important opportunity to make significant progress on the 
completion of this facility connecting the northern and southern ends of the County with a viable, useful, non-motorized 
transportation facility. If the trail in this area is not designed and constructed with this project, when would it ever happen? 
The budget must include funding for it.  

Options for continuing the trail: The trail stays on the southwest side of the bypass, which may be easier from a design 
standpoint, but may require purchasing of ROW. Or it could cross over the interchange to the northeast side,  in which 
case there are several sections of sound wall between Lucasville Rd overpass and Route 28 junction that may cause 
issues. They seem to be placed sufficiently far back from the edge of pavement that a trail could be placed either in front 
or behind the wall. Or the trail could avoid the sound walls by crossing  back over the bypass on the Lucasville Road 
overpass and continue on the southwest side of the highway. The tradeoff would be the cost of potential modification of 
the sound wall vs the acquisition of ROW. Either way, this important piece of infrastructure must be included.  

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on this project. 

Liz Cronauer 
12410 Old Church Rd 
Nokesville, VA 20181 
lizcron@verizon.net 
Brentsville District representative on the Trails and Blueways Council 
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Aaron DeLong

From: Shikurye, Dagmawie D. <DShikurye@pwcgov.org>

Sent: Thursday, December 9, 2021 10:00 PM

To: Ankers, Mary

Cc: Shammout, Khattab O.; Adam, Elnour M.

Subject: Fwd: Virginia Route 234/Brentsville Rd Interchange comments

FYI 

Dagmawie Shikurye, PE 

Engineering Manager 

Design and Plan Development Branch 

Prince William County  

Department of Transportation 

Office: 703-792-5537 

Cell: 571- 330 1789  

Please pardon the brevity and/or typographical errors in this email as it was sent from my mobile device. 

Begin forwarded message: 

From: Ethan Cua <ethanman62187@outlook.com> 

Date: December 9, 2021 at 8:14:55 PM EST 

To: "Shikurye, Dagmawie D." <DShikurye@pwcgov.org> 

Subject: Virginia Route 234/Brentsville Rd Interchange comments 

This email is from an EXTERNAL source. Use caution when replying or clicking embedded 
links. 

Dear Dagmawie Shikurye, 

As an occasional traveler of Virginia Route 234 at Brentsville Rd, the traffic conditions in all approaches 

are often a huge disaster especially with long delays and sometimes timing the yellow with a good 

amount of cars in the dilemma zone causing a lot of indecision and sometimes even accidents very likely 

due to the design of the road.  Pedestrians should not be expected to cross multiple lanes of traffic 

when the travel speeds are often way too fast.  Hopefully, the proposed design with modifications 

concerning the pedestrian crossing would be the best approach in fixing this congestion for all users.  A 

pedestrian bridge is preferred in the area instead of forcing vehicular traffic to yield.  Vehicular traffic is 

often not expected to yield to pedestrian and bicycle traffic while traveling at least 50 mph in a very 

busy area. 

Will there be an auxiliary lane for those on the interchange from 234 Business or PW Pkwy accessing 

Route 234 South?  The auxiliary lane could last as far as the traffic light with Coles Dr and Lake Jackson 

Dr giving traffic plenty of time to merge onto Route 234 South without significantly impacting the 

existing traffic on 234 South.  The auxiliary lane would be at least 1/2 mile long as there are auxiliary 

lanes on the freeway section of Route 28 north of Interstate 66 between interchanges of that corridor 

that gives motorists plenty of time to enter and exit the freeway.  The regular lanes of 66 Outside the 
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Beltway will have plenty of lengthy auxiliary lanes between interchanges given the traffic situation and 

the merging and exiting situation there.  The traffic light timing at the Coles Dr and Lake Jackson Dr 

intersection should be adjusted accordingly to the given traffic situation to accommodate the possibility 

of traffic not having to stop at a traffic light for a significant amount of miles should the traffic lights 

north of the Brentsville Rd area on the 234 Bypass be removed. 

Thank you for consideration of my feedback on possible improvements to the Route 234 Brentsville Rd 

area. 

Sincerely, 

Ethan Cua  
ethanman62187@outlook.com 
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Aaron DeLong

From: Mike Burnette <mikeburnette1@gmail.com>

Sent: Thursday, December 9, 2021 12:06 PM

To: Ankers, Mary; R Wiley

Subject: Brentsville Interchange comments

This email is from an EXTERNAL source. Use caution when replying or clicking embedded links. 

Hi Mary,  

First of all, thank you and the staff for holding the public hearing on the interchange project last night. It was useful and 

educational for us citizens. 

I would like to add my comments.  (I know you already got an earful of these!  lol) 

1. Multi-use path.  I do agree that the bike/pedestrian path needs to be re-thought out. I think it is unacceptable that a

cyclist traveling from Liberia-extended to 234 south would have to cross 4 or 5 ramps in order to do so. There will be lots

of accidents and close calls. Please consider a dedicated pedestrian/cycle bridge.  I understand it is not in the budget,

but are there any other federal or state grants that could be applied in order to pay for this?

2. Noise. We all found out at the meeting that the residents are unhappy with current noise levels and think that traffic

speeding down 234 at 70 mph non-stop is not going to be any quieter.  This is a major quality of life factor for the two

streets just to the south of the project which are most affected - Bradley Forge Drive and Boutilier Drive.

What would be the possibility of creating earth berms along the southern sides of the ramps of the new 

interchange?   These would help block noise almost as effectively as a more expensive sound wall option, and look 

better too.  Also, if you are moving a bunch of earth for the intersection itself, wouldn't it be not that much more work 

to create some berms?  I believe berms with vegetation on top would provide effective sound damping and would look a 

lot more natural than sound walls. 

If you don't have money for this in the budget either, are there any other state or federal grants or resources that could 

be used? 

3. Brentsville Road Speed.   I do believe the new design will allow more traffic to speed down Brentsville Road.   We

already have a problem with traffic volume.  Perhaps a speed table or a few sets of rumble strips could be installed

between 234 and Bradley Forge Drive to discourage drivers from taking Brentsville as a speedy shortcut to the rural

crescent?

Also related - we do have a problem with drivers making dangerous illegal U-turns in this same area.   We need some No

U-turn signs and some police enforcement. I have seen numerous U-turn accidents and close calls in this area.

4. Rt 234 Speed Limit.  I believe even with all the planning of the traffic engineers, the speed limit in the new interchange

area should be lowered to 45 mph. Most traffic speeds down 234 at 70 mph when unencumbered, as it will be with the

new interchange.  I don't want to merge into 70 mph traffic - do you? It's a recipe for trouble having a bunch of new

merges into traffic flowing at that speed.

5. Aesthetics.  Will there be any attempt for the new bridges to look nice?   I'm hoping they make a statement of quality

of life in the county and don't look like the cheapest possible alternative to moving traffic over 234.
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Thank you so much for your time!  I believe the new interchange has the potential to improve the situation, but there 

are a few details such as my comments above that need to be addressed.  Right now it seems like the local residents' 

quality of life is taking a back seat to the goal of letting drivers speed down 234 like it is an interstate spur.  

Thank you, 

Michael Burnette 

8756 Bradley Forge Dr. 

Manassas, VA 20112 
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Aaron DeLong

From: Wiley, Robyna <rwiley@copyright.gov>

Sent: Thursday, December 9, 2021 11:14 AM

To: Ankers, Mary

Cc: costdiva@gmail.com; mikeburnette1

Subject: Route 234 Brentsville Road Interchange Project PH Comments

This email is from an EXTERNAL source. Use caution when replying or clicking embedded links. 

Dear Ms. Ankers, 

Please find my comments for the December 18, 2021, deadline for written comments on the Route 234 Brentsville Road 

Interchange project: 

I live on Bradley Forge Drive, the first left when entering Brentsville Road from 234/294. I have a lot of concerns about 

the Interchange project. First, it appeared from the public hearing last night, that the project is already a done deal, 

having been paid for, and the only thing now is for the winning contractor, to complete their agile requirements. This is 

really discouraging to note that local homeowners were not asked in advance how we felt. Second, while I truly 

understand the need for speeding traffic and noise, this project does not seem to alleviate it. Third, as a resident who 

lives off of Brentsville Road, in Prince William County, I shop, bank, get gas, auto repair, hair, pet grooming, all on 

business route 234. This interchange will now require me to go on overpasses and ramps either to or from any errands. 

This is disheartening.  Fourth is the increased danger to pedestrians and those who bike. It’s hard enough to reach the 

trail at the corner of Brentsville and 234, but to force everyone to go on overpasses and ramps is extreme and increases 

safety hazards. Lastly, and probably most important to me, is that those who live off Brentsville Road, or south of it, will 

be forced to deal with vehicles coming off the overpass ramp. This will make it much more difficult for me to make the 

first left hand turn, facing both vehicles speeding up Brentsville road to get on the overpass, and vehicles from the down 

ramp on to Brentsville Road, that will have to come to a complete stop while I make a left hand turn, on a one lane only, 

each way street. What about vehicles that want to go to Meadows Farm, the Church, Firehouse, or any of the small 

business in between Brentsville Road and the next down ramp? Those vehicles and anyone lost trying to get to 

234/Liberia Avenue, that missed the first off ramp, will now take the second off ramp on Brentsville Road. Either way, 

there will be lots and lots of vehicles doing U-turns (legal or not), or coming on to private roads (like Bradley Forge), to 

try to turn around, endangering children, pets, and neighbors trying to walk the roads, bike, or drive to 234. It’s unlikely 

PWC or VDOT will pay for the pavement of our private road due to increased traffic. Why can’t the roads remain as is, so 

that local traffic can still proceed up 234/business 234, given that the majority of the traffic will supposed to be using the 

overpasses on the interchange? Is it because the contractor fears that people will ignore the interchange and continue 

to wait the few minutes it takes to get through the traffic lights, making the project a costly fail, or is there some other 

reason why local traffic can’t remain the same, with or without ramps and overpasses?  I’d also like to know if anyone 

has even spoken to the local businesses (or homes on, off, and around, Brentsville Road) about the increased traffic, 

local inconvenience, and in traffic direction and loss of revenue, because I can’t imagine the interchange will be positive 

for them either. 

Thanks, 

Robyn 

Personal email not business related
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Robyn Wiley 
Program Management Section Head 
Product Management Division | U.S. Copyright Office 
Library of Congress 
CCMC, MBA, FAC-P/PM, FAC-C, BCF, ACM  
SAC Deputy Director of Training and Certification 
101 Independence Ave. SE, LM 560, Washington, DC 20559-6007 
rwiley@copyright.gov | O: 202.707.0159  | C: 202.579.5902 
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Aaron DeLong

From: dougmcl@1791.com

Sent: Thursday, December 9, 2021 8:45 AM

To: Ankers, Mary

Subject: interchange rt 234 and Brentsville rd project

This email is from an EXTERNAL source. Use caution when replying or clicking embedded links. 

Good Morning, 

Thanks for the presentation last night it was well done and informative.  Change always creates some turmoil, 

but you all handled that part well also.  Most of the project does not affect me as I live in Kentucky, but my 

family does have ancestors who are buried in the Bradley cemetery (grandmother, great grandparents, and 

others). 

I was happy to hear that there will be a pull off area with parking for the cemetery.  Will that be paved or 

gravel?  I was also glad to hear that any grading that would potentially be disturbed on the sides of the cemetery 

would be stabilized.   

My father put the existing fence up years ago.  I saw it was mentioned that it may be replaced.  I know it is in 

bad shape so it would be great if that could happen.  There is an older gentleman who lives in the area who has 

tried to maintain the property over the last several years, but his age has made that more difficult.  My cousin 

who lives in Chesapeake has been speaking with another gentleman who lives in the area that maintains other 

old cemeteries in Prince William County and he plans to do some work there over the next couple weeks. 

Where can we access updates to the project as it progresses? 

Thanks again and Merry Christmas, 

Doug McLearen 

757-390-0184
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Aaron DeLong

From: l mcp <lomack1@gmail.com>

Sent: Wednesday, December 8, 2021 8:57 PM

To: Ankers, Mary

Subject: LJ meeting. Brentsville bypass.

This email is from an EXTERNAL source. Use caution when replying or clicking embedded links. 

Thanks for the information meeting tonight at firehouse.    Should consider putting a camera at LJ. Road.    People.run 

that red light all the time.   Once new bypass comes in there needs be some type of warning.   Cars will be flying down 

hill coming from.the airport light....thanks.     Lois at Lake Jackson 
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Aaron DeLong

From: Stephen Vogel <stphvogel02@gmail.com>

Sent: Thursday, December 16, 2021 11:49 AM

To: Ankers, Mary

Subject: Rt. 234 - Brentsville Road Interchange

This email is from an EXTERNAL source. Use caution when replying or clicking embedded links. 

Since the County is bound and determined to build this, I hope the powers that be have be have considered how traffic 

from Rt. 294 (PW parkway) will enter Rt 234 eastbound. We have two lanes of traffic entering two lanes of traffic. Now 

we have traffic East Bound being stoped  by two lights (one at the intersection of Bus, 234 and 234 and the other at Rt. 

294 and Rt.234.) this allows traffic to to proceed at a reasonably orderly pace. Without  these lights, eastbound traffic 

would be at the mercy of other drivers, we know how thoughtful they can be. Some drivers will let people in, others will 

not. In other locations where this type of interchange exists it is not one or two lanes going into two lanes of traffic. The 

present system works, yes drivers going east on Rt. 234 are inconvenienced, but other drivers can access Rt. 234 East 

Bound. I only hope that in the rush to spend money, that a bigger problem is not created. The main people to benefit 

from this would be people going between I.66 and I95. 

Thank you, 

Stephen H. Vogel 
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Aaron DeLong

From: Allen Muchnick <allen22204@gmail.com>

Sent: Monday, December 20, 2021 5:49 AM

To: Ankers, Mary; Canizales, Ricardo

Subject: Re: Interchange at Route 234 and Brentsville Road Project PH Comments

Attachments: Rte 234 Brentsville Rd Interchange Comments 12-19-21.docx

This email is from an EXTERNAL source. Use caution when replying or clicking embedded links. 

Hello Ms. Ankers: 

Attached are my completed comments on the interchange design.  I hope you can still give them full 

consideration.  These comments will also soon be posted on the Active Prince William website. 

Thank you, 

Allen 

Allen Muchnick 

Manassas VA 

allen22204@gmail.com 

703-625-2453 mobile

On Sun, Dec 19, 2021 at 5:03 AM Allen Muchnick <allen22204@gmail.com> wrote: 

I haven't really finished drafting the attached comments, but since the stated submission deadline is 

December 18, I'm sending them now in the hope that you will still consider them. 

Thank you and happy holidays, 

Allen 

Allen Muchnick 

Manassas VA 

allen22204@gmail.com 

703-625-2453 mobile
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9625 Park Street 

Manassas VA 20110 

December 19, 2021 

Ms. Mary Ankers, P.E., Project Manager 

Prince William County Department of Transportation 

5 County Complex Court, Suite 290 

Prince William, VA 22192 

Via Email to: MAnkers@PWCgov.org 

Re: Interchange at Route 234 and Brentsville Road Project PH Comments 

Dear Ms. Ankers: 

This is an expansion of the comments I submitted yesterday. 

The advertised design of the above-referenced project does not safely and effectively 

accommodate people bicycling, walking, or using other active transportation modes through 

the project area.  The design of the advertised non-motorized connections should be revised 

substantially to provide reasonable access and safety for people who are not traveling inside 

motor vehicles. 

1) The Proposed Design Includes Too Many Dangerous At-Grade Trail Crossings of Free-

Flowing, High-Speed Highway Ramps 

This interchange is the connection point for Prince William County’s two major east-west cross-

county shared-use paths; namely, the asphalt sidepaths along Route 294 (Prince William 

Parkway) and Route 234 South (Dumfries Rd).  While the proposed design does include a 

circuitous shared-use path, meandering through the center of the interchange, that links both 

of those major paths, this advertised path connection would require people walking or bicycling 

to cross five separate at-grade crossings of high-speed highway ramps without any protection 

from traffic signals.  This tortuous path connection is not merely long, indirect, slow, and 

tedious; it is extremely hazardous and will both significantly deter trail use and lead to multiple 

pedestrian and bicycling injury crashes and eventually to traffic deaths. 
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Four of the six at-grade trail crossings of free-flowing, high-speed highway ramps that are included in the 

advertised design 

Since this proposed interchange would create near-Interstate-highway-quality, free-flow 

connections for motor vehicles from all five approaches, it is unconscionable to have any at-

grade trail-roadway crossings in this project.   

Rather than connect the two existing major trails via five at-grade highway ramp crossings 

within the center of the interchange, bicyclists and pedestrians should instead be routed near 

the eastern and northern perimeters of this interchange via pedestrian/bicycle overpasses of 

three legs of this intersection; namely, Route 234 South, Route 294, and Route 234 Business.   

While all three pedestrian/bicycle overpasses proposed below are clearly warranted for safe 

and equitable access, I have listed them above in priority order. 

With that said, the trail approaches to many of the proposed at-grade roadway crossings in the 

present design are often very short and nearly parallel to the crossed roadway, especially at 

most of the four at-grade roadway crossings near the intersection of Bradley Cemetery Way 

and Route 294.  With such closely spaced crosswalks and sharply bent trail approaches, a 
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bicycle rider would need to fully stop well before reaching the crosswalk, dismount, and 

manually reposition her bicycle to clearly view the approaching cross-traffic, and she will thus 

require much larger gaps in traffic to safely cross each roadway ramp.  The clustering of some 

of these crosswalks and the resulting short path segments between them would also likely 

create conflicts and collisions with any trail users approaching from the opposite direction.  If 

the final design retains any at-grade roadway crossings, the trail approaches should be as 

perpendicular to each crossed roadway (or in direct line with each crosswalk) as possible and 

substantially longer than the crosswalk itself. 

de

The advertised design includes four closely spaced at-grade path crossings of free-flowing highway ramps near 

Route 294 

The proposed shared-use path junction for the sidepath along Brentsville Road, near the 

southern end of the intersection, is also poorly designed.  The approach of the Brentsville Road 

sidepath to the Ramp C crossing is far too close and nearly parallel, not perpendicular, to Ramp 

C. In addition, the Brentsville Road sidepath joins the longer path leading to Route 234 South at

a sharp 90-degree angle, rather than making gentle Y-shaped connections much farther east of

Ramp C.  The latter design flaw is replicated at the path junction near Bradley Cemetery Way
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and Route 234 Business.  Published AASHTO and VDOT guidance describe how to design 

appropriate path connections for people riding bicycles at 15 to 20 MPH. 

The sidepath along Brentsville Road is poorly designed at its northern end near the Ramp C 

crossing.  

2) Separating Shared-Use Paths from High-Speed, Free-Flowing Vehicle Traffic is a Long-

Standing Practice in Northern Virginia 

The practice of designing and building high-quality shared-use paths along and/or across 

limited-access highways without any at-grade road crossings has at least a 40-year history in 

Northern Virginia.  When the Virginia Department of Transportation designed and built I-66 in 

Arlington circa 1980, it established a continuous 10-foot asphalt path immediately adjacent to 

that highway with zero at-grade roadway crossings for the more than four miles between N 

Scott St in Rosslyn and the City of Falls Church at N Van Buren St and Route 29. 

The 45-mile Washington & Old Dominion (W&OD) Trail, which runs from Shirlington to 

Purcellville, is Northern Virginia’s preeminent active transportation and recreation facility, 
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largely because it has zero at-grade crossings of fast or busy roadways that are not protected 

with traffic signals.   

In Arlington, the W&OD Trail benefits from both local roadway overpasses of the adjacent I-66 

to cross under N. Ohio St and N. Patrick Henry Dr and stream underpasses for the adjacent Four 

Mile Run to cross under N. Sycamore St, N. Wilson Blvd, N. Carlin Springs Rd, and Arlington 

Blvd.  As a result, the W&OD Trail has zero at-grade roadway crossings for the nearly four 

miles between Columbia Pike and the Falls Church line at N Van Buren St. 

For at least the past 30 years, NOVA Parks (formerly NVRPA) has required all builders of new or 

widened roads across its W&OD Trail to include a grade-separated crossing for the trail.  As a 

result, the W&OD Trail west of Four Mile Run now includes more than two dozen separate trail 

overpasses or underpasses at Route 29 in East Falls Church, Route 7 in Falls Church, I-495, 

American Dream Way, Reston Parkway, Town Center Parkway, Fairfax County Parkway, 

Herndon Parkway East, Center St in Herndon, Herndon Parkway West, Church Road, Atlantic 

Blvd, Route 28/Sully Road, Pacific Blvd, Loudoun County Parkway, Ashburn Village Blvd, 

Claiborne Parkway, Belmont Ridge Road, Battlefield Parkway SE, Route 15, Plaza St SE, Route 

7/Harry Bryd Hwy, the Route 9/Route 7 Interchange, and the Route 287/Route 7 Interchange.  

Many of those grade-separated roadways have lower traffic speeds and/or volumes than 

Routes 234 and 294.  

Currently, the I-66 Outside the Beltway Express Lanes Project is in the process of building 11 

miles of shared-use paths adjacent to I-66 in Fairfax County, as well as safe bicycle and 

pedestrian facilities on nearly all of the roads that cross I-66.  These new bicycle and pedestrian 

connections have been carefully and creatively designed to avoid at-grade roadway crossings, 

especially crossings with free-flowing, high-speed traffic.  

Operated by the National Park Service’s George Washington Memorial Parkway unit, the 18-

mile Mount Vernon Trail between Rosslyn and the Mount Vernon Estate is another premier 

shared-use path in Northern Virgina.  Because it follows the Potomac River, the Mount Vernon 

Trail has always had few at-grade road crossings.  Nevertheless, many millions of dollars have 

been invested over the years to remove busy at-grade highway ramp crossings near Reagan 

National Airport, and—with no highway ramp interruptions—to connect the Mount Vernon 

Trail to Rosslyn, the Pentagon, and Crystal City and to cross the Potomac River on the Woodrow 

Wilson Bridge.  

In recent years, the Virginia Department of Transportation has been building a network of 

pedestrian and bicycle overpasses of I-495 and the Dulles Toll Road in the Tysons area, 

including along Route 7 across the Dulles Toll Road, Trap Road over the Dulles Toll Road in 

Vienna,  the Jones Branch Connector over I-495 south of the Dulles Toll Road in McLean, and 

the Tysons One/Old Meadow Road overpass of I-495 near Pimmit Hills. 

Bicycling and walking are viable transportation and very popular recreation modes in 

communities with high-qualify shared use paths, and the absence of at-grade highway ramp 
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crossings is a key contributor to the safety, use, and enjoyment of those paths.  Prince William 

County will never create the types of high-quality paved trails enjoyed in most other 

Northern Virginia localities if it continues to build shared-use paths with hazardous at-grade 

crossings of highway ramps.  

3) Install a Pedestrian/Bicycle Bridge over Route 234 on the East/South Side of the

Interchange to Create a Safe and Direct Connection between the Route 234 and Route

294 Paths 

The Route 234 and Route 294 sidepaths--the two major existing bike/ped facilities within the 

project area—could be linked very safely and directly by building a pedestrian/bicycle bridge 

between these two trails on the east/south side of the interchange in the vicinity of the 

Meadows Farms Garden Center.  Because the elevation on the south side of Route 234 is 

considerably higher than the roadway, no long bridge approach should be needed on that side 

of the overpass. 

Our proposed direct connection of the existing Route 294 and Route 234 shared-use paths via a pedestrian/bicycle 

overpass of Route 234 on the east side of the interchange near the Meadows Farms Garden Center 
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4) Incorporate Safe and Direct Connections to and from Route 234 Business (Dumfries

Road) and the Planned Trail along Route 234 North 

Even if the direct pedestrian/bicycle bridge requested above is built, safe and efficient bicycling 

and walking connections would still be needed to and from all five legs of this interchange; 

namely Route 294 (Prince William Parkway), Route 234 South (Dumfries Road), Route 234 

North (Prince William Parkway), Brentsville Road (Route 649), and Route 234 Business 

(Dumfries Road). 

Although the current Prince William County Comprehensive Plan calls for building a major 

shared-use path along Route 234 North, the current project design does not depict this future 

trail or its connections to the four other legs of this interchange.  The current design should be 

modified to identify the right-of-way and connections for the future Route 234 North shared-

use path within the project limits. 

Presently, Route 234 Business (Dumfries Road) provides bicycle and pedestrian access to the 

project area from most of the City of Manassas, the Bradley Square development, and the 

Godwin Drive corridor.  Bicyclists and pedestrians now readily use Route 234 Business to access 

Brentsville Rd, the Route 234 South sidepath, and the Route 294 sidepath via the roadways and 

crosswalks at the two nearby existing Route 234 intersections (and alternatively via Bradley 

Cemetery Way if desired).   

The proposed design, however, would severely degrade this walking and bicycling access to and 

from Route 234 Business by expanding the limited-access control perimeter and by creating a 

large new signalized intersection at Route 234 Business and Bradley Cemetery Way.  To access 

any other leg of the interchange, bicyclists and pedestrians from Route 234 Business (and also 

the future shared-use path along Route 234 North) would apparently need to 1) cross two 

separate legs of a large, signalized Route 234 Business/Bradley Cemetery Way intersection—

spanning a total of 12 vehicle lanes—2) cross a free-flowing lane of right-turning traffic from 

northbound Brentsville Road, and 3) finally cross either one or four-additional high-speed 

highway ramps within the center of the interchange, depending upon one’s destination.  This 

proposed pedestrian and bicycle access is neither safe nor effective and is a significant 

degradation of the existing conditions. 
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The advertised design would require at least a four-stage maneuver for pedestrians and bicyclists using Route 234 

Business (or the future shared-use path along Route 234 North) to access any other leg of this interchange: 1) cross 

five lanes of stopped traffic at Route 234 Business, 2) cross seven lanes of stopped traffic at Bradley Cemetery Way, 

3) cross one-lane of free-flowing right-turning traffic from northbound Brentsville Road, and 4) cross either one or

four additional highway ramps—located elsewhere inside the interchange--with free-flowing, high-speed traffic,

depending upon one’s final destination.

The current design should be modified to add an elevated trail on a berm along the north side 

of Bradley Cemetery Way, with pedestrian/bicycle bridges over both Route 234 Business and 

Route 294. Such an elevated trail would connect the existing Route 294 path with the west side 

of Route 234 Business and the long-planned future trail along Route 234 North.   Placing this 

trail connection on a berm along the north side of Bradley Cemetery Way should lower 

construction costs and improve walking and bicycling conditions by minimizing grade changes 

along this trail connector between the pedestrian bridges over Route 294 and Route 234 

Business.  Integrating these safe and direct grade-separated trail connections as part of the 

current project should provide them at far lower cost than if constructed later as one or more 

standalone projects.  
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Rough alignment of proposed grade-separated trail connections along the northern perimeter of the interchange, 

with two relatively short pedestrian/bicycle overpasses of Route 234 Business on the west (connected to future 

shared-use paths along Route 234 Business and Route 234 North) and Route 294 on the east (connected to the 

existing Route 294 shared-use path).  Between Route 234 Business and Route 294, the connecting path could be 

built on a berm along the north side of Bradley Cemetery Way. 

5) Reduce Interchange Construction Costs by Eliminating Unnecessary Trail and Roadway

Features 

To offset the cost of adding up to three pedestrian/bicycle bridges, the current design could be 

modified to eliminate unnecessary features.   

If all three pedestrian/bicycle bridges recommended above are built over the eastern and 

northern edges of this interchange, all currently designed pedestrian/bicycle infrastructure 

within the center of this interchange would be unnecessary and could be eliminated, 

including the currently proposed 14-foot-wide shared-use path on the western interchange 

bridge.  

The cost of the western interchange bridge should be further reduced by eliminating the 

advertised continuous green-T intersection at the exit ramp from southbound Route 234 and 

by eliminating one of the two northbound travel lanes from Brentsville Road on the western 

interchange bridge.  Traffic volumes on Brentsville Road, which had an AADT of only 2800 in 

2019, will never warrant two northbound lanes through this interchange.  Eliminating one 

unnecessary travel lane (and potentially also the shared-use path) would reduce the cost of this 

roadway bridge considerably.  A traffic signal, stop sign, or a roundabout could replace the 

proposed continuous green-T intersection. 
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To reduce project costs, one northbound lane from Brentsville Road could be eliminated on the western overpass. 

This second northbound lane is not warranted by current or future Brentsville Road traffic volumes and was only 

designed to accommodate an unnecessary continuous green-T intersection for traffic exiting southbound Route 

234. If the advertised design is modified to add all three pedestrian/bicycle overpasses recommended above, the

14-foot wide shared-use path could also be eliminated from this overpass.  The width of the advertised western

overpass could thus be reduced 39%, from 67 feet to 41 feet. 

Reducing northbound Brentsville Road to a single lane though the interchange would also 

reduce the widths of the roadway north of the western overpass and the width of the signalized 

intersection of Brentsville Rd/Route 234 Business at Bradley Cemetery Way. 

The Route 234 Business/Dumfries Road roadway is already needlessly wide south of Godwin 

Drive.  According to VDOT’s 2019 traffic count data, this roadway segment has an AADT of only 

8600.  Presently, the Route 234 Business roadway south of Godwin Drive is five lanes wide, 

whereas only three lanes of roadway (one travel lane per direction plus space for a left-turn 

lane in the center) would adequately accommodate a future doubling of this Route 234 

Business Traffic (i.e., to an AADT of 17,200).    

Rebuilding Route 234 Business between Godwin Drive and Bradley Cemetery Way as a three-

lane roadway, instead of as a five-lane roadway, would allow the addition of both a shared-

use path and a sidewalk within the existing right-of-way along this key road segment.  

Moreover, the shared-use path (and not the sidewalk) should be located along the west side 
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of Route 234 Business to align with the west-side path just built within the City of Manassas 

between Hastings Drive and Donner Drive.  

Thank you for considering these comments.  I look forward to seeing a substantially modified 

final design for the shared-use path connections that will eliminate all at-grade roadway 

crossings and accommodate safe and reasonably direct pedestrian and bicycle access to and 

from all five legs of this key interchange.  Please feel free to contact me if anything I’ve written 

is unclear of if I can provide further information. 

Sincerely, 

Allen Muchnick, Co-Founder and Co-Chair 

Active Prince William 

allen22204@gmail.com 

703-625-2453 mobile
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Aaron DeLong

From: Pierce, Bill <Bill.Pierce@USPTO.GOV>

Sent: Saturday, December 18, 2021 3:00 PM

To: Ankers, Mary

Cc: Vega, Yesli

Subject: Plan intersection of the Prince William Parkway, Route 234, Brentsville Road and 

Dumfries Road

This email is from an EXTERNAL source. Use caution when replying or clicking embedded links. 

Ms. Ankers, I always found in a problem to replace 2 lights with 3 and no consideration for pedestrians. With the current 

proposal, there is no way to travel from PWC to Brentsville without stopping and doesn’t take pedestrians into 

consideration. As PWC grows, these lights will likely cause traffic to jam up onto the rams creating future bottleneck 

problems on 234 bypass.  The plan I propose eliminates those lights, creates continuous traffic movement and provides 

for pedestrian traffic via 3 pedestrian tunnels (all located at place of new construction for less costs).  The proposed plan 

uses two flyovers.  While it is proposed in the current intersection location presenting construction logistic, the design 

can be shifted to leave the old intersectional roadways operational during construction.  The proposed design should not 

add costs and will add for pedestrian travel to continue along the bypass and PWC with total separation from traffic 

which is an important improvement.  

Comment 58

Page 177 of 194



2

Comment 58

Page 178 of 194



1

Aaron DeLong

From: Marshalls <voyagerjshp@verizon.net>

Sent: Friday, December 17, 2021 11:28 PM

To: Ankers, Mary

Subject: 234 / Brentsville Road Interchange Comments

Attachments: Route 234 - Brentsville Road Interchange Comment Sheet - Marshall.pdf

This email is from an EXTERNAL source. Use caution when replying or clicking embedded links. 

Ms. Mary Ankers: 

Thank you for holding the public hearing on December 8th. 

Attached are my comments from the meeting. 

Regards, 

Joe Marshall 
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Comment Sheet 

Design Public Hearing 

Interchange at Route 234 and Brentsville Road Project 

VDOT Project No. 0234-076-323 

Northern Virginia Transportation Authority Project No. 2018-034-1 

UPC 118626 

December 8, 2021 

Name:  Joe Marshall 

Address:  12576 Daffodil Drive, Manassas, VA 20112 

Email Address: voyagerjshp@verizon.net 

1. In your opinion, does the design of this project meet the needs for Route 234 Bypass and

Brentsville Road?

No. 

Comments: 

This project seems great for vehicles at the expense of bicyclists and pedestrians. 

It also does not follow the County’s Comprehensive Plan – current and future. 

2. Are there any concerns that you feel have not been addressed?

Yes. 

Comments: 

First this shows a Shared Use Path (SUP) connection to a future SUP on Route 234 business.  However it 

makes no attempt to connect to either a future SUP on Router 234 Bypass north or Brentsville Road 

west.  Both of these are on the Comprehensive plan.  Today people bike on the wide shoulder of Route 

234 north and they need to be given a path to reach that.   

At the meeting it was mentioned that there needed to be changes for limited access yet no one stated 

what those were.  Once again, route 234 bypass north must not be made limited access unless a SUP is 

provided parallel to it. 

Having bicyclists and pedestrians cross at speed traffic on Ramps A and C is not responsible design for 

safety.  Both of these places need a pedestrian/bicycle bridge.  If this is too expensive, then there needs 

to be place some form of yield control for these ramps like what is proposed on the Route 234 Sudley 
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Road STARS study so that cars could be made to stop for crossings.  $8 million for a pedestrian bridge 

seems excessive 

3. Please provide us with any additional information which you feel would assist incompletion of

this project.

Comments: 

A connection to Brentsville Road west would naturally tie to the proposed SUP parallel to Ramp C. 

Why not move the SUP paralleling Route 234 business to the north side so it would flow better to the 

future SUP?  Having to cross two roads at the light seems to be an excessive penalty for the pedestrian 

or bicyclist.  To get to the north side, you could move the south to north crossing to the T light at the 

end of Ramp F. 

If you did the above, you could then route a SUP along Ramp F to the Route 234 Bypass north for future 

connection to the SUP there. 

Or you can add a SUP along Ramp D from the light to the Route 234 Bypass north. 

4. Do you support this project?

Yes 

Comments: 

But only if changes are made to better balance the needs of bicyclists and pedestrians with vehicles. 

The current intersection is very poorly designed and frustrating to drive or bike through.  Please don’t 

make it worse for either group. 
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Aaron DeLong

From: Shikurye, Dagmawie D. <DShikurye@pwcgov.org>

Sent: Friday, December 17, 2021 11:35 AM

To: Ankers, Mary

Cc: Adam, Elnour M.

Subject: Fwd: Recommendation for the Brentsville Interchange design - resident directly 

impacted by redesign

FYI 

Dagmawie Shikurye, PE 

Engineering Manager 

Design and Plan Development Branch 

Prince William County  

Department of Transportation 

Office: 703-792-5537 

Cell: 571- 330 1789  

Please pardon the brevity and/or typographical errors in this email as it was sent from my mobile device. 

Begin forwarded message: 

From: Joe & Sharon Fontanella <jsfontanella@verizon.net> 

Date: December 17, 2021 at 11:34:21 AM EST 

To: "Shikurye, Dagmawie D." <DShikurye@pwcgov.org> 

Cc: BOCS Coles District <ColesDistrict@pwcgov.org>, "Fontanella, Jr., Joseph" 

<Colesplanning@gmail.com> 

Subject: Recommendation for the Brentsville Interchange design - resident directly impacted by 

redesign 

This email is from an EXTERNAL source. Use caution when replying or clicking embedded 
links. 

Thank you for redesigning the Brentsville Interchange; it is much needed.  I live at 8827 Brentsville Rd 

just as the interchange redesign ends on Brentsville Rd.  Those of us who access Brentsville Road directly 

or from Bradley Forge Drive or Boutilier Lane have legitimate concerns about speed and volume of 

traffic.  The speed limit is currently 40 mph in front of our home and at these two intersections.  Drivers 

already exceed the posted speed limit by at least 10 mph.  We have had three major accidents at the 

southern corner of our property as the road curves largely as a result of speed, and we have had two 

people rear ended as they turn into our front driveway off Brentsville Rd.  (My daughter runs an 

Equestrian business on our property and has clients coming in and out of the property throughout the 

day.) 

I strongly recommend there be some kind of traffic control, preferably a traffic light at the merge point 

of straight away and ramp traffic on and off the parkway onto or off of Brentsville Rd, to give residents 

space and time to get on and off of Brentsville Road.   
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While welcoming improved through traffic on the parkway, I believe the new design WILL encourage 

more cut through traffic and increased speeds on Brentsville Rd without proper traffic control.   

Proper traffic control is needed to help reduce speed and flow so people with driveway access on 

Brentsville Rd and residents on Bradley Forge Drive and Boutilier Lane can safely access Brentsville Rd at 

that four way intersection. 

Thank you for the recent presentation to the public.  I participated virtually. 

Sharon Fontanella 

8827 Brentsville Rd 

Manassas, VA 20112 

Landline 571-292-1539 
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Aaron DeLong

From: Eric Thompson <mypigb12@gmail.com>

Sent: Friday, December 17, 2021 9:19 AM

To: Ankers, Mary

Subject: Brentsville Comment Sheet

Attachments: Brentsville Comment Sheet.pdf

This email is from an EXTERNAL source. Use caution when replying or clicking embedded links. 

Attached is my comment sheet for the Brentsville, RT. 234 intersection. 

Eric Thompson 

ph: (571) 208-0520 
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Aaron DeLong

From: Liz Cronauer <lizcron@verizon.net>

Sent: Tuesday, December 21, 2021 10:06 AM

To: Phillips, George

Cc: Hanafin, Brendon C.; Scullin, Elizabeth D.; Trenum, Michelle; Lawson, Jeanine M.; 

Canizales, Ricardo; coyletom04@gmail.com; Ankers, Mary

Subject: Re: Route 234/Brentsville Road Interchange

This email is from an EXTERNAL source. Use caution when replying or clicking embedded links. 

George, 

Thank you for sending this information on the Brentsville Rd interchange and the Fairfax County sidewalk requirements. I 
did submit my preliminary comments about the interchange to Mary via email. Since then, I have had time to look more 
closely at the area and will probably send some revised comments at the next open-comment opportunity, but the basic 
message for building the trail extension along the bypass at least to the edge of the project, with consideration for future 
extensions, still stands.  

In the Fairfax County PFM Section 8-0201.2 (see highlight in copied text  below), the language states that trails on the 
Countywide Trail Plan are flagged during rezoning, subdivision, and site development processes. I have seen this happen 
on many occasions for projects that just require a site plan.  Perhaps in rare cases they were not required to actually build 
the trail, but  always were required to cede the necessary right-of-way to the County or the Park Authority as appropriate. 
This is why the Countywide Trail Plan, which now also includes a separate Bicycle Plan, is clearly an important tool for 
developing a robust bike/ped network.  

8-0201  General Information

1. 8-0201.1

The Countywide Trails Plan depicts the general location of proposed public trails along roadways, streams, and utility 

easements. The Countywide Trails Plan was adopted in 1976 by the Board as part of the Comprehensive Plan of Fairfax 

County On October 28, 2014, the Board adopted an amendment to the Countywide Trails Plan which updated trail cross 

sections and incorporated the Bicycle Network Map by reference.

2. 8-0201.2

The Countywide Trails Plan is implemented primarily through the rezoning, subdivision plan and site plan review process; 

the Capital Improvement Program; the FCPA park development process; and occasionally through private community efforts.

3. 8-0201.3

Trails shown on the Countywide Trails Plan must be constructed by the developer where these trails abut or cross property 

to be developed or improved. Construction of these countywide trails must occur in conjunction with development as 

required by the standards and criteria set forth in § 8-0202 et seq. and as required by other County regulations 

and FCPA policies.

A. A. 

The final location of trails is approved by the Director after review by the FCDOT and/or FCPA and other reviewing 

staff as applicable. 

4. 8-0201.4

In lieu of the required construction of trails shown on the Countywide Trails Plan, an alternate trail or access facility (such as 

a road) may be approved by the Director upon favorable recommendation from FCDOT and/or FCPA. Alternate facilities 

should be adjacent or roughly parallel to the street or stream designated on the Countywide Trails Plan. The design and 

location of alternate facilities should provide equal or better access than the planned trail. A public access easement to 
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the Board or FCPA, as appropriate, is required where these alternate facilities cross privately owned land or coincide with 

private access facilities. This will ensure that alternate trails or access facilities become part of the Countywide Trails System.

5. 8-0201.5

As part of the requirements of the Countywide Trails Plan, developers may be required to construct trail segments to link 

developments to countywide trails or to private community trails, recreation areas and facilities. Such access may be deemed 

to improve circulation and access. FCDOT and/or FCPA and other reviewing staff determines the trail type, surface and width 

in accordance with current standards and anticipated use.

6. 8-0201.6

When countywide trails are to be constructed, maintenance and operation jurisdiction must be determined during the 

site/subdivision plan approval process and depicted on the plan. Public access/trail easements must be conveyed to 

the Board, FCPA or the NOVA Parks, as deemed appropriate by the Director. The easement width and jurisdiction must be 

clearly indicated on the site plan and recorded in the County land records. Table 8.4 describes the maintenance and operation 

jurisdiction of proposed and existing trails.

7. 

8. Also here is a link to the Fairfax County Trail Plan Map which contains detailed information on trail type

specifications:

9. 

10. https://www.fairfaxcounty.gov/planning-development/sites/planning-

development/files/assets/documents/maps/trails-plan-map.pdf

11.  
Thanks again for your help and time, 

Liz 
-----Original Message----- 
From: Phillips, George <GPhillips@pwcgov.org> 
To: lizcron@verizon.net <lizcron@verizon.net> 
Cc: Hanafin, Brendon C. <bhanafin@pwcgov.org>; Scullin, Elizabeth D. <EScullin@pwcgov.org>; Trenum, Michelle 
<MTrenum@pwcgov.org>; Lawson, Jeanine M. <JLawson@pwcgov.org>; Canizales, Ricardo <rcanizales@pwcgov.org>; 
coyletom04@gmail.com <coyletom04@gmail.com>; Ankers, Mary <MAnkers@pwcgov.org> 
Sent: Mon, Dec 20, 2021 4:55 pm 
Subject: RE: Route 234/Brentsville Road Interchange 

Good afternoon Liz- As a follow up to our meeting earlier today regarding the Brentsville District trails discussion, attached 
are preliminary (not approved) display boards for the Route 234/Brentsville Road interchange. I understand the  public 
comment period is open on the design. We will provide an update on this project at next months (January 25, 2022)  TBC 
meeting. 

Also, I looked into the Fairfax County Public Facilities Manual in Section 8-0000 which includes sidewalk and trails 
information and criteria. Fairfax County requires sidewalks on both sides of the street for lots less than 25,001 square feet 
and on one side of lots ranging from 25,001-52,000 square feet. However, by-right development lots larger than 52,000 
square feet  are (apparently) not required to provide sidewalks and trails along their frontage. This is similar to our DCSM 
which requires sidewalks/trails for R-2 Cluster,  R-4, Townhouse and multi-family developments but not larger lots. If you 
are aware of any Fairfax County regulations which require by-right  large lots to provide sidewalks and trails, let me know. 
I will also check with our mapping staff to see what we may  have showing  trail gaps.   Let me know if you have 
any  questions. If not, see you at the TBC meeting on the 25th.  

Thanks, George 
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Aaron DeLong

From: Ruth & Dave Williams <rdwmsv@verizon.net>

Sent: Saturday, January 1, 2022 12:38 PM

To: Ankers, Mary

Subject: RE: Route 234 Brentsville Road Interchange Project PH Comments

This email is from an EXTERNAL source. Use caution when replying or clicking embedded links. 

Dear Ms. Ankers: 

 

Thank you for responding. 

 

I was unable to attend or view the public hearing, but in looking at the documents online, it appears the cloverleaves 

would have required more right of way purchase and expense.  I have one suggestion for the CGT intersection at the end 

of Bradley Cemetery Way.  That is, consider giving the southbound Rte 294 traffic 2 lanes through that CGT intersection 

rather than 1 as shown now.  There is quite a bit of traffic turning left from southbound Rte 294 onto eastbound Rte 234 

now, and that traffic will have to stop from time to time for a red light at the CGT.  If the traffic counts through there 

indicate that 1 lane is sufficient, go for it, but it would be cheaper to build 2 lanes now than add another lane in the 

future if necessary. 

 

David Williams 

 

From: Ankers, Mary <MAnkers@pwcgov.org>  

Sent: Friday, December 3, 2021 2:43 PM 

To: Ruth & Dave Williams <rdwmsv@verizon.net> 

Subject: RE: Route 234 Brentsville Road Interchange Project PH Comments 

 

Mr. Williams: 

 

We appreciate your input and we are currently compiling all of the comments so they can be responded 

to as part of the Design Public Hearing Transcript. 

 

Background on the interchange design is one of the items that will be addressed at next Wednesday's 

(Dec 8, 2021) Design Public Hearing.   

 

Would you please consider joining us for the Design Public Hearing to further express your concerns. 

 

Respectfully, 

Mary 

 

Mary Ankers, P.E. 

Alternative Delivery Project Manager 

T: 703.792.4228 | C: 571.245.5779 

MAnkers@pwcgov.org 

 

Prince William County Government 
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Department of Transportation | Capital Division 

5 County Complex Ct., Prince William, VA 22192 www.pwcgov.org/transportation 

 

From: Ruth & Dave Williams <rdwmsv@verizon.net>  

Sent: Tuesday, November 23, 2021 12:24 PM 

To: Ankers, Mary <MAnkers@pwcgov.org> 

Subject: Route 234 Brentsville Road Interchange Project PH Comments 

 

This email is from an EXTERNAL source. Use caution when replying or clicking embedded links. 

The design of this interchange is ingenious but very complicated.  It appears that two traffic signals are being replaced by 

three signals, albeit two of them will be CGT, but I’m not sure the traffic flow benefits will be as large as if each of the 

existing traffic signals were each replaced by an ordinary cloverleaf or ramp design.  I’m sure cloverleaves were 

considered as part of the interchange study.  Why were cloverleaves not part of the final design? 

 

David Williams 

7594 Knightshayes Drive 

Manassas 
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Appendix H – Comment Responses
Travel Through Interchange to Various Destinations
Comment:  Eight (8) Comments ask for clarification on how to travel north on Brentsville Road without 
stopping on Dumfries Road or Route 294, and how traffic from Route 294 will enter Route 234 safely. 
Comment about the lack of direct access from Route 234 Business to Route 234 Bypass Southbound. 
Additional comments requested moving diagrams for the various traffic movements throughout the 
project.
Response: Full access and directional movements are being provided with the proposed improvements.  
Travel Origination/Destination Maps will be provided on the Prince William County Website to show 
how traffic flows through the interchange for each route coming to/from the project. 

Bradley Cemetery Roadway Typical Section
Comment: One (1) Comment ask about the width of Bradley Cemetery Road. 
Response: Bradley Cemetery Way is a 4-lane divided road, and the total pavement width, which includes 
travel lane pavement and shared use path, ranges from 80’ to 110’.  The pavement width varies, 
depending on location, and includes 12’ wide minimum travel and turn lanes, raised median, curb & 
gutter and a shared use path.

Interchange Configuration
Comment: Six (6) Comments request clarification on the interchange configuration. Questions regarding 
alternative interchange configurations including double roundabouts, cloverleaf design, the use of a 
Green T intersection, and the design of two lanes on the bridge for a VPD of 3,000.
Response: The uniqueness of project area required a unique approach.  Several design studies and 
iterations of the interchange layout have been completed to refine the geometrics and traffic flow 
movements for the project including the VDOT Strategically Targeted Affordable Roadway Solutions 
(STARS) program, an unsolicited proposal, and various Design-Build proposals in response to the 
County’s request for detailed design proposals. Additionally, an Interchange Justification Report is being 
completed for the project which builds upon the justification for the design decisions made up to this 
point. All design enhancements for the project will also be approved by VDOT for final street acceptance 
for future maintenance. 

Traffic Operations
Comment: Fifteen (15) comments discuss the increased traffic and vehicle speed at the interchange. 
Specific questions include ramp capacity, traveling towards Hoadly Road through multiple traffic lights, 
access to and from intersecting streets (e.g. Bradley Forest Road, Godwin Drive, Lucasville Road, and 
Westchester Drive). Suggestions include adding an overpass from Brentsville Road, traffic lights, speed 
tables, and rumble trips, as well as lowering the speed limit. A comment requests for specific projections 
of the amount of traffic that currently use and will be using the interchange. 
Response: As part of the project’s requirements, an Interchange Justification Report is required to 
document and evaluate the needs for additional capacity and validation of expected speeds along each 
roadway. This report is being finalized and will be approved by VDOT certifying the design will meet 
future traffic projections while moving traffic safely and efficiently.
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Intersection Sight Distance
Comment: Four (4) comments are regarding safe ingress/egress between intersecting streets and 
Brentsville Road. A comment is specifically asking about the sight distance for vehicles turning onto 
Brentsville from Boutilier Lane and Bradley Forge Drive. Suggestions include using a stop light or flashing 
warning device to slow down vehicles. 
Response: Stopping sight distance and intersection sight distance are required to meet the design 
standard. They will be reviewed and approval by the county and VDOT at each applicable location 
throughout the project. If needed, additional grading or clearing will be completed to meet any sub-
standard sight distance condition that exists at the intersection. At this time, this intersection does not 
meet the requirements set by VDOT for the installation of a traffic signal or other warning devices.  

Bradley Cemetery 
Comment: Six (6) comments were centered around Bradley Cemetery.  Questions include access to the 
graves, grading adjacent to the cemetery, and potential grave displacement at the cemetery.
Response: No proposed improvements, including grading or right of way acquisition are proposed or 
anticipated on the cemetery parcel as part of this project.  A gravel access road for vehicles will be 
provided adjacent to the cemetery and grading adjacent to the cemetery will be stabilized. No graves 
will be impacted or displaced with this project. 

Vehicular Access during Construction
Comment: Three (3) comments ask how motorists along Bradley Forest and Westchester Drive will have 
access to Route 234 and Libera Ave during construction. 
Response: During construction all existing traffic movements will be maintained either on existing 
roadways, through newly constructed routes, or detour routes for a small subset of movements. The 
Project will maintain existing traffic patterns for as long as possible while construction commences 
outside of the roadway prism in an effort to minimize traffic impacts to the greatest extent possible. 
Additionally, temporary lane closures, when required, will be limited to off-peak hours to mitigate traffic 
delays throughout the project

Advance Signage for Lake Jackson Road Signal
Comment: One (1) comment suggests adding a flashing light ahead of Lake Jackson’s signal to indicate 
the light is red and allow motorists time to stop. 
Response: As mentioned during the Public Hearing Q&A period, the intersection in question is beyond 
the scope of the project but Prince William County will take this request into consideration and share it 
with VDOT as the owner and maintainer of public roads in the County.

Coles Drive/Smith Lane at Route 234 Bypass
Comment: One (1) comment requests that the intersection with Coles Drive/Smith Lane and Route 234 
be addressed as motorists make left turns out of Coles Drive despite the right turn only lane. 
Response: The roadway improvements for the project stop short of this intersection, however Prince 
William County will take this comment into consideration and share it with VDOT.

Clover Hill and Lake Jackson Signal Timings
Comment: Two (2) comments suggest resequencing the traffic lights at the existing Brentsville 
intersections and at streets intersecting with Route 234 Bypass outside of project limits. Additionally 
comments request that the signal timings at Clover Hill and Lake Jackson be adjusted.  
Response: This project will introduce bridge crossings at the two intersections of Brentsville Rd and 
Dumfries Rd with Route 234 Bypass.  As a result, the existing traffic lights at these intersections will be 
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removed since they will no longer be needed.  The signal timings for Clover Hill and Lake Jackson are 
beyond the scope of this project; however this request will be taken into consideration and shared with 
VDOT.

Increased Traffic on Lake Jackson Drive During Construction
Comment: Questions about safety and increased traffic on Lake Jackson Drive before and during 
construction. One (1) comment requests that Lake Jackson Drive is not used as a cut through and to 
connect Smith Lane and Lake Jackson Drive. 
Response: Construction activities along Route 234 Bypass will be limited to the extent required for 
widening and tie-ins of the proposed interchange. Additionally, temporary lane closures will be limited 
to off-peak hours to mitigate traffic delays throughout the project. While construction does not extend 
to Lake Jackson Drive, traffic conditions during construction will be monitored and addressed 
accordingly.  

Lake Jackson Road Signal Cameras
Comment: One (1) comment suggests putting traffic cameras at the existing Lake Jackson Road light to 
reduce people running red lights. 
Response: Additional improvements at Lake Jackson Road is beyond the scope of this project, however 
this will be evaluated by Prince William County moving forward as well as shared with VDOT.

Pedestrian Crossings and Shared Use Paths (SUP)
Comment: Thirteen (13) comments discuss pedestrian/bicyclist safety related to the number of 
pedestrian crossings and the proposed speed limit at the crossings. Comment suggestions include 
adding direct access via a pedestrian bridge over Route 234 to connect existing paths, 
removing/realigning the proposed SUP at Bradley Cemetery Way, adding a pedestrian bridge at the 
Bradley Cemetery Way crossings, and adding 3 pedestrian tunnels.  
Response: Evaluations to provide connectivity throughout the project from existing bike and pedestrian 
facilities have been completed and implemented where feasible. The design at the crossings near 
Bradley Cemetery Way are still part of an ongoing discussion between the design team, the Prince 
William County, and VDOT, with multiple options, including the possibility of a structure walkway 
crossing, being analyzed for its feasibility. 

Plant Place Shared Use Path Access
Comment: One (1) comment asks for possibility of adding access to Huntsman Drive from the SUP at 
Plant Place Lane. 
Response: The existing fence will be removed and replaced with a new fence on the other side of the 
shared use path allowing access to the shared use path from Huntsman Drive.

Shared Use Path Extension along Route 234 Bypass 
Comment: Two (2) comments asks for additional continuation of SUP along the 234 Bypass NB.
Response: The design does not hinder future connections and/or continuation of the SUP along Route 
234 Bypass and these potential improvements will continue to be evaluated by the County and VDOT 
moving forward separate from this project. 
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First Baptist Church
Comment: Three (3) comments want clarification regarding the potential land locking of the First Baptist 
Church Manassas property. 
Response: Access to the First Baptist Church property is provided via Plant Place Lane. This project will 
not change the existing condition at that location. 

Right of Way Process
Comment: One (1) comment asks for process of right of way acquisition for property owners. 
Response: The Right of Way phase for this project is scheduled to begin in Spring/Summer of 2022. The 
property owners will be informed of the exact location of these impacts during the right of way 
acquisition process and prior to construction. More information about right of way acquisition is 
discussed in VDOT’s brochure entitled, “Right of Way and Utilities: A Guide for Property Owners and 
Tenants”. 

Noise and Sound Barriers 
Comment: Nine (9) comments discuss noise from vehicle movement. Suggestions include a sound 
barrier/earth berms to reduce noise and moving the project closer to existing roadway. 
Response: Noise and environmental studies were conducted to evaluate the need for noise walls. Given 
the findings of those studies, it was determined that this project would not meet the Federal criteria for 
noise wall installation. Additionally, a potential reduction in braking/acceleration noise after removing 
the signals from the intersection is anticipated. 

Animal Displacement and Pollution
Comment: Three (3) comments are regarding animal displacement and pollution from construction and 
increased traffic at the interchange. 
Response: Environmental studies were conducted to ensure there would not be substantial impacts to 
air quality and wildlife species, and studies did not identify any potential adverse effects to federally 
listed threatened or endangered species as a result of construction of this project. 

Brentsville Road Truck Traffic
Comment: Two (2) comments have questions about the truck traffic on Brentsville Road.
Response: As discussed during the Public Hearing Q&A period, the through truck restriction on 
Brentsville Road will not be removed as part of this project. Enforcement of this restriction is handled by 
the police department.

Existing Utilities
Comment: Two (2) comments have questions about water and sewer lines during construction. 
Response: The design team has assessed the existing utilities within the project to ensure that any 
impacts during construction to the utilities, including water or sewage facilities, will be avoided or 
mitigated as part of this project.

Public Hearing PCMS Installation
Comment: One (1) comment suggests putting up Public Hearing notice signs near the affected 
intersection. 
Response: Message boards were placed within the project area 10-days prior to the meeting to 
advertise the design public hearing. 
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Bridge Overpass Aesthetics
Comment: One (1) comment has questions regarding the aesthetic of the new bridges. 
Response: A conceptual rendering of the bridge crossings is available on the Prince William County 
website to show how the geometrically how the bridges will look crossing over Route 234 Bypass. As 
part of final design and construction, the proposed bridges will receive aesthetic treatments, in 
accordance with County and VDOT requirements. 
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