


 

 





 
 
 
 

H-2

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
(1)  It is estimated that implementation of the Master Plan Alternative will reduce the net campus 
impervious area from 129 to 102 acres, approximately.  Stormwater management quantity and quality 
control facility requirements were computed assuming a 43 acre increase in impervious area to ensure that 
facilities would be adequate and all future contingencies could be met. 
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(2)  NIH has used Low Impact Development (LID) practices for many years prior to formalization of the 
program.  Many small management facilities installed under individual projects are located around the 
campus, but are not identified at the broad scale master plan level.  For example, the new South Drive 
entrance on Rockville Pike has a bioretention cell that intercepts and detains stormwater runoff from 
roadways in the entrance area prior to release to the campus system.  Campus master plans since the 
1980s have emphasized retention and expansion of natural campus areas, particularly the perimeter 
buffer, and natural buffers near site streams.  Specific references to LID practices have been added to the 
Master Plan 2003 Update and this EIS.  Many of the design goals listed here were factors considered in 
the planning process and development of the Master Plan.  (See EIS Section 4-2 and Master Plan Section 
2.6).  For example, clustering of development, structured parking, the perimeter buffer, and riparian 
buffers along the campus streams. 
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(3)  The Draft EIS text noting the estimated loss of 500 mature trees with a caliper of 10 inches or greater 
has been corrected to read six inches caliper.  New text summarizing campus tree function and value has 
been added to Section 5.9.3.  NIH has had a long term policy of replacing trees lost on at least a one for 
one basis as noted in the Draft EIS.  NIH has prepared a Draft Urban Forest Stand Delineation and 
Conservation Plan meeting State standards.  The plan is currently in the review process, and it is expected 
that it will be finalized in 2005.   
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(1)  See new text in Section 5.3.8. 
 
The situation is due to the parallel and independent development of the Bethesda campus Master Plan 
2003 Update by NIH, and the development of an update of the Comprehensive Plan for the National 
Capital Region, Federal Facilities Element by NCPC. 
 
The new 0.33 employee parking ratio goal for federal facilities in suburban areas within 2,000 feet of 
Metrorail stations (a new category of facility in the Washington region for determining the goal) was 
proposed in the draft version of the Comprehensive Plan, which was circulated for public review and 
comment.  The new goal would become applicable when agencies updated their Master Plans.  NIH noted 
its review comment letter sent to NCPC on May 17, 2004, that the proposed ratio goal was not achievable 
based on over a decade of experience with its current Bethesda campus TMP. 
 
At the time when the comment letter was sent, all master planning and impact assessment analysis related 
to parking and traffic impacts were completed.  Planning and analysis were based on the employee 
parking ratio goal of 0.50 indicated for suburban facilities in the 1989 Comprehensive plan. 
 
Over the next few months it was uncertain which documents, the Draft NIH Master Plan 2003 Update and 
EIS, or the Final Comprehensive Plan would be published first.  If it was the former, the 0.50 ratio would 
still apply.  If the latter, it was uncertain whether NCPC would revise the goal in response to NIH review 
comment or not, and if the ratio was different than 0.50, how NIH would account for any change in the 
parking ratio goal in its documents. 
 
The final version of the Comprehensive Plan was published in August, 2004.  It kept the 0.33 ratio goal.  
At this point in time, the NIH documents were in the final typing, editing, proofing, and internal review 
stages of development prior to publication.  The decision was made by NIH to publish the documents, 
which were based on the 0.50 ratio and consistent with one another.  The situation involving the new 
parking ratio goal would be resolved during the NEPA public and NCPC review process. 
 
NIH still believes the 0.33 employee parking ratio goal is too low.  As a result of discussions between 
NIH and NCPC during the review process, NIH will prepare a revised TMP during the next year that will 
determine an appropriate partial ratio goal. 
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(2)  The primary means in managing regional transportation congestion and air quality is controlling 
vehicle trip generation.  Montgomery County uses this approach in managing and mitigating traffic 
generated by new development projects.  A restriction on parking is one tool in managing vehicle trip 
generation. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
(3)  The potential for telecommuting at the Bethesda campus will be evaluated in the revised TMP.  
However, on a preliminary basis, the potential is estimated to be low.  Many of the NIH administrative 
functions are located in, or have been relocated to, leased facilities elsewhere in Montgomery County.  
About 6,000 employees work in the Clinical Center complex performing hospital and research functions, 
and their work functions require campus presence.  Researchers must be present at the laboratory bench 
or for patient clinical trial appointments.  Most of the support personnel, such as animal care, waste 
collection and treatment, police, safety, and utility operations must be on the campus on a regular basis to 
perform their jobs. 
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(4)  See new text in Section 5.9.3 and Table 1-2.  NIH is in the process of preparing a campuswide Urban 
Tree Conservation Plan. 
 
Tree losses associated with individual development projects are unavoidable because of their extent on 
the campus, i.e. more than 3,500.  Minimization of losses will be accounted for in the individual project 
conservation and preservation plans that undergo State review.  The project plans will be prepared under 
the guidance of the campuswide Urban Forest Stand Delineation and Conservation Plan. 
 
A significant portion of a campuswide Tree Conservation Plan includes nearly all the information in 
Sections 5.8 and 5.9 of this EIS.  Publication of the Draft Master Plan Update and EIS were originally 
scheduled for October, 2001.  It was the intent of NIH to use these sections, as modified by public and 
government agency comment in the plan.  The events of September 11, 2001, resulted in a change in 
planning premises and delay in publication of the draft documents, and consequently, delay in finalizing a 
draft campuswide conservation plan. 
 
(5)  The preliminary drafts sent to NCPC were "courtesy copies, and not part of the formal NEPA process 
or record.  Many of the Commission staff comments made in January 2003 were incorporated into the 
Draft EIS published in September 2004.  NIH will continue coordination with the Maryland Historical 
Trust (MHT), the jurisdictional review agency, on historic preservation issues.  See the next comment 
letter, which was from MHT. 
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(1) NIH will continue to coordinate with MHT on NIH planning and project issues involving the 
National Historic Preservation Act
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(1) All NIH Bethesda campus underground storage tanks were brought into conformance with 
federal and State laws and regulations in the early 1990s. 
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(1) The observation is noted.  Many of the sidewalks in the residential areas around the campus have 
a reduced width, and some areas lack sidewalks altogether.   
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(2)  All the sidewalks and streets along the west, north, and east edges of the campus are in public space, 
and either owned by the Maryland State Highway Administration (MSHA) or Montgomery County.  Any 
upgrading of the sidewalks to bicycle trail criteria in public space would be their responsibility. 
 
 
 
(3)  With the exception of access at a future Visitor Center on Rockville Pike, it was expected that 
Bethesda campus pedestrian access would be limited to NIH employees only when the path along the 
southern campus edge was built.  The purpose of the paved path was to provide a paved route for non-
NIH pedestrians outside the security fence around the southern campus perimeter.  It was not intended or 
designed as a formal bicycle trail. 
 
 
 
(4)  The intersection is owned by, and under the jurisdiction of, the Maryland State Highway 
Administration.  NIH has no jurisdiction beyond its property line. 
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(1)  See response 3 in previous letter. 
 
 
 
 
(2)  See response 2 in previous letter. 
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(1)  See all of Section 5.4 of the EIS for information on current and future utility demands including 
steam, chilled water, electricity, fuels, water and sanitary sewer systems as well as the capacities of 
campus systems.  The need for campus capacity improvements, e.g., Boiler 7, additional chillers, changes 
in the electric power distribution system are identified and discussed. 
 
Copies of the Draft EIS were sent to each of the public utilities serving the campus (PEPCO, Washington 
Gas, WSSG) for review and comment.  No specific comment was received, but the projected NIH 
Bethesda demands are expected to be within the capacity of the public utility systems.  Correspondence 
sent by WSSC reviewing the 1995 NIH Bethesda Master Plan and EIS indicated WSSC had sufficient 
water and sanitary system capacity to handle projected growth in campus demands or usage.  The 2003 
Update projected campus usage is about the same value. 
 

–†††– 




